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              COLAB SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY 

WEEK OF JUNE 2-8, 2013  

PLANNING DEPARTMENT DROWNING IN ITS OWN 

SWAMP 

 

      APCD REJECTS NANNY STATE RESOLUTION                  

WHILE                                                                                 

GIBSON DISRESPECTS ITS CITIZEN CRITICS  

 

      HILL AND GIBSON ATTACK WAAGE 

 

SLOCOG ASKED TO ENDORSE SMART GROWTH 

LEGISLATION 

 

 

No Board of Supervisors Meeting on Tuesday, May 27, 2013 (Not Scheduled)  

There was no meeting per the Board’s normal policy of not holding meetings on 

Tuesdays following a Monday County-observed holiday – in this case Memorial Day. 

However, remember to save Monday, June 10, 2013 at 9: AM for the 2013-14 Annual 

Budget Hearing.  

 

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday June 4, 2013 (Scheduled) 

 

Item 18 - Expansion of the Hanson Aggregates Quarry-Santa Margarita.  This is an 

action to authorize a contract with Aspen Environmental to prepare an EIR in connection 

with a quarry expansion proposal. It will be interesting to see how interested parties 

react to this proposal in relation to other projects. 

The applicant (Hanson Aggregates Mid-Pacific) is requesting a Conditional Use Permit 

(DRC2011-00098) and a Reclamation Plan Amendment (DRC2011-00099) to allow for 



2 

 

the expansion of the existing Santa Margarita Quarry which will extend the productive 

life of the quarry. The project will add approximately 33 acres of adjacent land to the 

current permitted boundary for a total area of approximately 193 acres. Development of 

the adjacent aggregate resources would add approximately 21,500,000 tons of reserves  

and extend the life of the quarry by an estimated additional 38 years. No change in 

production capability or intensity is proposed beyond currently permitted levels.    

The applicant will fund the preparation of the EIR. The cost of this document is 

estimated to not exceed $245,618 for the proposed scope of work. The contract also 

includes optional tasks as follows: attendance at project meetings totaling $35,467, 

attendance at scoping meeting totaling $3,522, attendance at hearings totaling $24,849, 

preparation of CEQA findings totaling $3,940, and a contingency of $49,123. The 

overall total for the EIR and optional tasks is $362,519. Staff costs will be recovered 

through the EIR processing fee. 

 

Item 19 - Morro Shoulderband Snail Monitoring to Cost Los Osos Project $333,549.  

Additional biological monitoring costs are forecast for the Los Osos project due to the 

larger than anticipated range of an endangered snail. The Board letter states:  

After 8 months of work, it is clear that the Morro shoulderband snail is more widely 

distributed than previous scientific documentation had described; consequently the 

hours invested in clearing areas of snails ahead of construction have increased 

substantially. It is now estimated that, if the total numbers and wide distribution of 

snails remains consistent throughout the construction phase of the collection system, 

biological monitoring will require an additional 2,185 hours from this consultant 

through construction of the collection system. The need for increased monitoring is also 

consistent with U.S. Fish and Wildlife’s recently revised Biological Opinion that has 

increased the project’s permitted take from 15 to 300 individuals injured or killed.  
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Planning Commission Meeting of Thursday, May 30, 2013 (Completed) 

Reorganization of the Structure of Inland Planning Ordinance Land Use and 

Circulation Elements to Reduce the Number of Planning Areas.  This item consists 

of the Planning Commission’s review and possible recommendation to the Board of 

Supervisors of a reorganization of the structure of the Inland Land Use and Circulation 

elements of the General Plan.  This was the second hearing on this structural 

reorganization of the ordinance. The issue was continued from earlier this spring for 

clarification of the impacts on the community plans and village plans. The Commission 

was concerned with some of the same issues as COLAB, particularly the relationship of 

the impact of the Framework For Planning on the subordinate parts of the plan. The 

structure is confusing because there is the overall “smart growth plan”, functional 

components such as the Land Use Plan, Area Plans, Community Plans, and Village 

Plans. A key issue is what controls what, or to phrase it another way, what is subordinate 

to what? 

The Commission found some of the text confusing and was concerned (along with a 

number of area advisory groups) that the structure of the proposed plan could 

circumvent local community plans. The Commission continued the issue until July 25, 

2013, in the hope that the staff could develop clarifying revisions.   

Board of Supervisors Appetite for Plans is drowning the Department:  The Planning 

Department is drowning in work and backlogged work related to long range planning. 

There are so many functional plan elements (Land Use, Transportation, Conservation, 

etc.) and so many area plans, community plans, sub-area plans, and village plans that it 

is impossible for the staff to maintain them all (some go back to 1980). It is also 

impossible for the staff to carry out so many simultaneous implementing activities such 

as updating ordinances. For example, the recent Paso water subdivision moratorium 

required the amendment of five Area Plans and several Community Plans. Whatever 

happened to all the tasks that were listed in the very expensive 400-page Energywise 

Plan (Climate Action Plan) adopted in 2011? (Not that we agree with them, but from a 

practical standpoint of those who commissioned it and spent millions on consultants, 

EIRS, dedicated staff, etc., what is happening?) 

Background:  The charts included in the staff report depicted the hierarchical 

relationships. Residents and some Community Plan Advisory Boards are concerned that 

the reduction in the number of planning areas will diminish local input on the 

community and village plans. Staff has insisted that this is not the case.  

We believe a serious problem is that the whole structure is subordinated to the 

Framework for Planning, which subjects every subordinate level of planning to the 

overarching “smart growth” strategy.  

   

San Luis Obispo Air Pollution Control District (APCD), Meeting of Wednesday, 

May 29, 2013 (Completed)            
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Item A-1: SLO County Children’s Bill of Rights.  The APCD Board rejected a 

resolution (6-5) endorsing the 12-point Children’s “Bill of Rights.” COLAB and others 

objected to the frivolous politically correct policy statement, which could be used by 

State legislators and others in the future to suggest that San Luis Obispo County 

agencies and citizens were on the record supporting a plethora of nanny state programs 

and regulations on parental control in the future.  

Gibson Impatient and Angry (Again):  Atascadero representative Roberta Fonzi was 

chairing the meeting, as the regular Chairman (Supervisor Teixeira) was absent. She 

asked if the APCD Board would consider removing the Children’s “Bill of Rights” from 

the agenda. A debate ensued.  In violation of the open meeting law, the public was not 

given an opportunity to comment on the motion to remove. The motion failed. An 

acrimonious debate on the substance of the resolution followed. Eventually, Supervisor 

Gibson became irritated and characterized citizen objections as “outrageous 

commentary.” Hill criticized the opponent citizens as a “group of people called to action 

by Mr. Brown.” Brown pointed out that Hill and Gibson were disgraceful and true to 

form.  They follow the practice of leftist ideologues, not tolerating disagreement and 

intimidating those with whom they disagree.  Of course, they were the ones who put this 

item on their agenda, not the citizens.  

Item C-4: Fees.  The APCD Board discussed several new fees and a fee increase 

directed at State Parks related to the dunes dust regulatory issue. Some of the Board 

members had good questions. Several State Parks officials were present and had 

questions and comment. The fees were not adopted but could be adopted at the APCD’s 

July 24
th

 meeting. 

Item C-5: APCD 2013-14 Annual Budget. 

Background:  This was the first of two hearings on the proposed APCD budget. The 2
nd

 

is scheduled for July 24, a traditional vacation time – especially for people with 

children. There was a fair amount of discussion about COLAB’S questions about the 

APCD structural deficit, which grows from about $270,000 in FY 2013-14 to possibly 

$600,000 in FY 2017-18 as a result of the phase-out of the Morro Bay Power Plant, 

which has been a cash cow for the agency. Some of the Board members took pains to 

attempt to reject the notion that there is a structural deficit.  Nevertheless, they are using 

fund balance (a onetime source) to cover part of the new budget. We believe that at 

some point they will be forced to propose some combination of fee increases, new fees, 

or taxes. 

Then It Got Nasty:  As the Budget discussion neared its conclusion, Supervisor Hill 

attacked Ed Waage for questioning some of the dunes dust data and methodology. He 

accused Waage of wasting money and staff time. Supervisor Gibson joined in. 

Eventually Chair Fonzi had to stop the diatribe on the basis that it really wasn’t about 

the Budget. Supervisor Arnold spoke up to defend Waage and the importance of elected 

policy officials questioning information and analysis that is being used to make policy, 

charge fees, and impact citizens. After all, she said, we are here to represent the people. 

Apparently this was too much for the dynamic duo.                                               
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SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS MEETING OF 

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 5, 2013, 8:30 AM, COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER 

(Scheduled) 

 

Item A-3: New SLOCOG Logo, Vision, and Mission Statements. The staff write-up 

pretty much sums it up: 

In order to develop an overarching Public Engagement Strategy, SLOCOG needed to 

begin the process of working with a consultant to clearly define and articulate the 

brand. An outcrop of this work is the creation of a new logo and supporting collateral. 

Staff released a Request For Proposals for a marketing contractor that specializes in 

branding and logo design in December 2012. In February 2013, the board approved a 

contract for $15,000 with Verdin Marketing, Inc. 

The new logo represents the end of a strong rope that ties the seven cities and the county 

together and leads to SLOCOG. It signifies movement, synchronicity and strength and 

suggests that all roads lead to SLOCOG. The color combinations were born from the 

beauty of our landscape. For a more detailed description of the process please see the  

background and discussion sections of this staff report. The logo, along with the vision 

and mission statements, will be presented in person at the June 5, 2013 Board meeting. 

The new logo was not included in the agenda materials. It will be a surprise at the 

meeting.  And, they could have had the Morro Shoulderband Snail as the symbol for 

free!!! Cute, environmentally correct, and evocative of the traffic on the 101 during 

the commute. 

 

A-6: Highway 101 Median Barriers – Decorative Remedies (Los Berros Area).  As 

our readers may remember, the SLOCOG Board was not happy with the plain concrete 

median barriers that were installed from Los Berros Rd. north to Arroyo Grande. They 

were expecting the more decorative, textured type. Staff was assigned to research what 

could be done to remedy the problem. The report indicates that: 

At this time funding sources to enhance the Los Berros barrier have not been fully 

vetted. Caltrans has indicated the costs of any additional aesthetic treatment will be 

borne by SLOCOG or their member agencies. Caltrans has estimated the cost for 

aesthetic treatments (summarized in Table 1; graphic portrayals shown in Attachment A) 

range from $5,000/mile (etched logos) to $263,000/per mile (engraved dry stack rock 

with multiple colors); exclusive of support costs and traffic control (could double costs). 

The Los Berros median barer is 4.6 miles in length, and in some locations is a dual run 

barrier.  

Too bad they don’t have a little oil revenue. 
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Item A-7: State Legislative Program.  This item is back for the 4
th

 time in the last 6 

months. The provision to reduce the two-thirds super vote majority for tax and debt 

measures is still proposed to be eliminated. (Good news.) The staff continues to 

recommend that SLOCOG endorse the use of Cap and Trade revenue (an environmental 

tax on businesses) for local transportation projects. This is a tacit 

acceptance/endorsement of CAP and Trade. (Bad news.) 

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. (Consistent with CSAC 

position) 

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): (Endorsed by SLOCOG 

Board 12-5-2012) 

1. Allocate revenue to regions by a pop/road mile formula for transportation purposes.  

2. Dedicate revenue to transit, road maintenance and complete streets.  

3. Invest revenue in integrated transportation and land use strategies   

4. Allocate revenue for development of performance measurement tools.  

5. Provide incentives, assistance and flexibility to local agencies to determine how to 

implement SB 375 and meet GHG reduction goals voluntarily.  

6. Program funding at the regional level under statewide criteria. 

 

Item A-8: Report on Pending Legislation of Importance to SLOCOG.  In connection 

with item A-7 above, staff was directed to bring back information concerning pending 

bills of interest. Some of these include: 
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Item A- 9: Authorization to Distribute the Regional Housing Needs Plan.  This item 

contains a copy of the final plan, which sets the State-mandated quotas for various 

housing types which must be permitted (not necessarily built) within the County’s seven 

cities and the unincorporated area. It is another tool that promotes so-called “smart 

growth.” 

The full Plan can be accessed at the link: 

 

https://library.slocog.org/PDFS/AGENCY_MTGS_AGENDAS/SLOCOGBOARD/2013/

JUNE%202013/A-9%20Attachment%20A_RHNP_Final_June%205,%202013.pdf  

 

Item B-2: US Highway 101 Corridor Mobility Master Plan.  Highway 101 

(particularly south of the Cuesta Grade to the Santa Maria River) is obsolete, is 

undersized, and has inadequate geometry on the curves and sightlines to handle today’s 

traffic. It is one of the two main north-south arterials for the Pacific Coast of North 

America and a state that will have 50 million people in a few years. SLOCOG and 

County leaders (cities and County) will be building a rationale and support for a tax 

measure to generate hundreds of millions of dollars to update this highway. This is the 

beginning of the process. They will need to have something for everyone, including 

smart-growthers, anti-car people, train buffs, bicyclists, etc. Meanwhile, it is destruction 

derby out there in the south county commute.  Some oil revenue could help this one. 

https://library.slocog.org/PDFS/AGENCY_MTGS_AGENDAS/SLOCOGBOARD/2013/JUNE%202013/A-9%20Attachment%20A_RHNP_Final_June%205,%202013.pdf
https://library.slocog.org/PDFS/AGENCY_MTGS_AGENDAS/SLOCOGBOARD/2013/JUNE%202013/A-9%20Attachment%20A_RHNP_Final_June%205,%202013.pdf


8 

 

Remember the SOLAR plants (worth billions) are property tax-exempt on their energy 

producing facilities because they are green. No one wants to connect the dots.  

This project is funded through a Caltrans Partnership Planning grant, with SLOCOG 

Regional   Program funds to match. The project will evaluate the entire 70 mile US 101 

corridor; identifying problem areas throughout; and identify three to five key problem 

areas based on input from previous studies, the public, and analysis of current and 

future demand and operating conditions. The study will then suggest and evaluate multi-

modal improvements to address operational deficiencies; and, ultimately make 

recommendations for prioritized multi-modal improvement packages specific to each 

identified problem area. The multi-modal improvement packages will be vetted through 

the project Task Force that is made up of representatives of affected local agencies, 

SLOCOG, the San Luis Obispo APCD and Caltrans. Once consensus is achieved, the 

multi-modal improvement packages will be considered for incorporation into the 2014 

Regional Transportation Plan.  

There is a dedicated web site for this project at: 

www.SLOCOGConnectingCommunities.com.  

 

Item C-7: Consultant Contract to Develop a SLOCOG New Website.  Now that there 

is a new logo, there needs to be a new website. 

The attached contract is for the SLOCOG Website Redesign with Civic Resource Group 

(CRG). SLOCOG received five proposals for this project in response to our Request for 

Proposals that was approved at the December 2012 board meeting. Attached is the 

Scope of Work and Work Program in the Contract followed by a draft of the complete 

contract. The amount of the contract is $30,000.      

 

            

 

 

 

http://www.slocogconnectingcommunities.com/

