
1 

 

              COLAB SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY 

                           WEEK OF OCTOBER 7-13, 2012                                                               

 

GET YOUR TICKETS FOR THE MEET ME HALF-WAY DINNER 

QUICKLY BEFORE THEY ARE GONE                                           

IT’S OCTOBER 18
TH

 AND FILLING UP FAST                                                                     

(Please See the Flyer on Page 9 below) 

 

                                              ALERT                                                            

                SAVE TUESDAY NOVEMBER 13, 2012                                                                        

 THE BOARD WILL TAKE UP THE REVISED AG. CLUSTER  

                     SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE 

 

No Board of Supervisors Meeting on Tuesday, October 2, 2012  

There was no Board of Supervisors Meeting on October 2, 2012.  

 

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday October 9, 2012 (Scheduled) 

General Public Comment:  Today public comment (for items not on the agenda) is early. It 

is at 9AM, the first item. 

 

Financial Forecast.  This item is essentially the first public step in preparing the proposed 

Fiscal Year 2013-14 Annual County Budget, which will be adopted next June. The item 

contains projections for revenues and expenditures and recommends continuation of current 

County fiscal policies. It forecasts very weak revenue growth and predicts that the County 

can balance the budget as long as there are not sudden negative economic shocks or 

problems with the State budget that will impact counties. There are a number of charts 

dealing with economic indicators such as: 

 Unemployment: County peaked at 10.3 % in FY 09-10, is now 8.2 %.  

 Assessed value: Down in prior 2 years, predicted slightly up from trough. 

 Real property transfer tax (a predictive indicator): Down severely in past, now flat. 

 General sales tax: Down severely in past, now slight recovery from trough. 
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 Transient occupancy tax (TOT) – hotel tax: flat. 

 Building permits: Down. 

 Foreclosures: Peaked at 2,263 in FY 09-10 and declined to 1,835 in FY 11-12. 

The good news is this is not Stockton, Fresno, or LA.  

No Programmatic Discussion:  There are no recommendations or discussions of the actual 

program of service, alternative service levels, programs that might be eliminated or added, 

etc. 

No Preview of the County’s contingency plans:  There is no discussion of County 

contingency response if the State is forced to curtail revenues for critical programs such as 

the AB 109 realignment of State prisoners and parolees to counties; reductions in safety net 

programs such as Cal Works (welfare), Cal Fresh (food stamps), Medi-Cal (Medicaid), In-

Home Health Services (IHSS); and/or Child Support Services.  

No Discussion of How to Grow the Revenues Naturally:  The Board letter simply accepts 

the current economic situation and potential perils as a given state and does not speculate on 

or suggest policies that the Board might undertake to strengthen the County’s revenue base 

over time. 

Strategies such as promoting high value/high revenue initiatives could be included or 

discussed in a separate complimentary report: 

Oil and gas development. 

Destination resort development. 

Encouragement of high-end residential areas characterized by estates, ranchettes, and rural 

thematic boutique hotels. 

Note: Solar plants are exempt from property tax on all energy-generating facilities. 

A continuing unanswered question:  How much sales tax is the County getting from 

materials and services attributable to the solar projects? It was projected that it would total 

about $19 million over the 3-year construction period, which is about half over. The write-

up states that the staff is including only that portion of sales tax which is being used to 

finance costs necessitated by the projects in the budget (more fire, sheriff’s patrol, etc.) and 

the rest is going into a reserve. How much has been received in total, how much has been 

budgeted/spent, and how much is in the dedicated reserve to date?  

A Big Question:  What is the predicted schedule of unfunded pension liability for the next 5 

years? How will this affect the County contribution? How does this impact the budget 

strategy? 
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The Community Design Model:  The staff will present a new automated tool that allows 

computerized models of development patterns and potential alternatives to be calculated and 

displayed visually (as pictorial models?). The item says there will be a presentation. It’s not 

clear that this will include a software demonstration of the product’s functionality.   

More Powerful Tools to Mess with You:  In part the staff report states: 

Project Description 

The Community Design Model is a sophisticated GIS application that uses existing data and 

County owned ESRI ArcView GIS software. The model employs a variety of adjustable 

inputs such as persons per household, water consumption, and square feet of building per 

employee. These inputs are then linked to existing and future development and are a factor 

in the model indicators. The Community Design Model calculates the effects of existing 

development and potential effects of future growth under various alternative scenarios 

pursuant to the County General Plan policies.  

 

Benefits 

 

The model will allow County staff to identify primary effects of possible changes to current 

General Plan land uses and densities and therefore aid in developing appropriate 

recommendations for future growth. The model will also allow staff to easily create 

alternative land use scenarios that are tailored for specific communities, areas and 

conditions. These scenarios can assist the County in deciding where to focus development 

and in shaping policy and development standards. 

The ability of staff to apply the model to any parcel set of their choosing will provide 

maximum flexibility in reporting results both on current conditions and future scenarios. 

CommunityViz has a very flexible framework so staff can easily modify numerical inputs to 

the model, such as assumptions for water demand and use. CommunityViz also provides for 

updated data to be brought into the model allowing staff to skip manually updating their 

GIS models. Because CommunityViz is an open, flexible framework, staff also can add new 

indicators as needed. Overall, the Community Design Model allows for the easy creation of 

scenarios containing modified land uses and new development and calculates land use, 

transportation, and other impacts on the fly as changes are made.   

 

So, this might be such a peachy keen productivity tool that some staff could be eliminated.  
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The County’s new software tool, CommunityViz, is made by a Boulder, CO. based company 

called Placeways. CommunityViz allows users to “Create realistic, interactive 3D models of 

real places - as they are, or as they could be. Fly through and walk around. Explore and 

make changes.” The picture above is a simulated neighborhood from the Placeways website. 

 

 

General Plan Annual Progress Report:  This is a repeat of a report that was given to the 

Planning Commission on September 27
th

. It is largely a recitation of the status of a number 

of projects being undertaken by the staff. The real bottom line is that the current lame duck 

Board majority is trying to shove every restrictive, green, and “smart growth” policy, 

ordinance, and regulation that can be completed through the adoption process before the 

January changeover. 

 

Background:  As we reported, the Planning Commission reviewed a report on the work of 

the Planning and Building Department during FY 2011-12. There is a long list of the 

projects (some completed and some in process) such as the Climate Action Plan, Events 

Ordinance, Paso Robles Groundwater Study, and number of other efforts supportive of 

“smart growth.” Commissioner Tim Murphy had good questions and suggestions. He 

pointed out that the Land Use Economics Study presented to the Board earlier in the year 

had never come to the Commission. Readers may recall that this study, which was supposed 

to point out the advantages of smart growth, was more neutral than had been expected by 

the Board majority. It was quickly shunted aside. Murphy also pressed for real economic 

impact reviews of projects and polices. This is fertile ground for the new Board majority.  

 

Update on Major Planning Department Projects:  Periodically the Planning Department 

reports on the status of its major projects and invites the Board to add. The staff also points 

out that the Budget is over $11 million including almost $6 million of general fund. It then 

uses the discussion to underscore that if the Board wishes to add projects, it must augment 

the budget. The current lame duck Board majority should postpone this item until January,  

Then the new Board should: 

 

1. Place a moratorium on new projects. 

 

2. Review the Planning and Building Department Budget. 

 

3. Suspend a number of the ongoing projects. 

 

4. Reorient the Planning and Development Department: 

 

     a. Easier, less costly processing, including velocity and cost standards. 

 

     b. Focus should be on building the economy and encouraging high quality, high value 

job and revenue producing development. 

 

     c. Protection of private property.  

 



5 

 

5. Reanalysis of Climate Polices. 

 

The current top ten projects are described below from the County report:  

 

Current Top 10 Priorities 

 

Status: Complete. The Board adopted the Community Plan on April 3, 2012. This priority is 

complete and is recommended for removal from the Top 10 list.  

 

water Basin 

Resource Capacity Study (RCS). 

Status: Complete. Beginning in the summer of 2010, a number of public outreach efforts 

were completed including a web page, a direct mailing, public meetings, and draft ideas for 

ordinance and plan amendments sent to stakeholders and posted on the Department’s web 

site. Staff then worked with the Water Resource Advisory Committee (WRAC) to fashion 

draft ordinances. Draft ordinances, plan amendments and associated environmental 

documents were completed in the summer of 2012 and the Planning Commission 

recommended adoption of the proposed ordinance amendments on July 26, 2012. On 

September 25, 2012, your Board adopted these amendments.  

 

 

Status: In progress. The Board of Supervisors authorized an update to the County Economic 

Element of the General Plan on September 6, 2011. The Planning Commission 

recommended adoption of the update on August 23, 2012. Your Board is scheduled to hear 

the update on October 23, 2012. 

 

subdivision policies and standards. 

Status: In Progress. Draft amendments were prepared in early 2011. The Final 

Environmental Impact Report, which was prepared entirely in-house, was completed in 

early August 2012. The Planning Commission recommended approval of the proposed 

amendments on August 30, 2012. Your Board is tentatively scheduled to hear the 

amendments in November 2012. 

 

 

Status: In progress. The Department received a grant to complete a community 

infrastructure needs assessment for the communities of San Miguel, Nipomo, Oceano, and 

Templeton. Public meetings are scheduled for early October 2012, and the survey should be 

complete at the beginning of 2013. 

 

 

Status: In Progress. A draft ordinance is prepared based on comments received from an Ad 

Hoc committee of architectural professionals. Hearings before the Planning Commission 

are tentatively scheduled to begin before the end of 2012. 
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update and Environmental Impact Report. 

Status: In Progress. Plan preparation is underway. A public outreach program, including 

stakeholder interviews, started in 2010 and continued in 2011. On March 29, 2011, the 

Board directed staff to undertake a consolidation and reorganization of the Land Use 

Element to streamline and make it user-friendly. In addition, staff is preparing countywide 

viewshed standards. A draft version of the revised LUCE is planned for late 2012 / early 

2013. An update to the LUCE focusing on rural policies, programs and standards is 

planned to begin in late 2013, if budgeted. 

 

Osos Habitat Conservation Plan - Begin Fish and Wildlife agency 

review. 

Status: In Progress. Consultation between agencies and County staff is occurring. Phase I 

include the agency review draft plan and am scheduled for completion in late 2012. Phase II 

includes public review of the draft plan and is scheduled to be completed by summer 2013.  

 

 

Status: In Progress. On July 28, 2011, the Planning Commission recommended specific 

amendments to the Board of Supervisors relative to special events. The Board considered 

the Planning Commission's recommendation on October 4, 2011 and continued the item off 

calendar to have staff work with the “Uniquely SLO” business cluster. The business c luster 

is still reviewing the proposed ordinance and has provided staff with some modifications for 

review. 

 

-fill development 

Status: In progress. The Department received a grant to complete amendments that would 

evaluate and revise existing provisions in the Real Property Division Ordinance (Titl e 21), 

Land Use Ordinance (Title 22) and Coastal Land Use Ordinance (Title 23) which make it 

difficult to develop on in-fill sites in urban areas in compliance with the County’s strategic 

growth policies. A Request for Proposal process was completed and a consultant chosen. 

Public outreach is occurring and drafts of these amendments should be available by spring 

of 2013. 

As noted above, two of the items on the current Top 10 list have been completed and three 

are nearing completion.  

 

 

 

 

 

Planning Commission of Thursday, October 11, 2012 (Scheduled) 

Inclusionary Housing Ordinance.  This item is meant to  provide technical, consistency, 

and process adjustments to the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance. The County states that the 

purpose is summarized in the Land Use Plan, as follows: 
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The bottom line is that over the decades the process of developing residential and 

commerical property has become so overregulated and expensive that developers cannot 

afford to produce affordable housing and prefer to develop larger, more expensive units. In 

turn, the State Legislture made things worse by enabling cities and counties to require that 

developers include a stipulated number of affordable units in their project or pay an “in lieu 

fee,” which is really a tax on development. The dollars generated from the “in lieu fee” are 

accumulated and then given to non-profit housing developers to help finance their 

affordable projects. This is really a government blackmail program to force home builders 

to charge more for their market units to bail out the politicians’ failed public policy. 

 

County Hunger-Free Community Project – A Window on Hypocrisy.  The Commission 

will receive a report from the County Food Bank Coalition on the status of hunger in San 

Luis Obispo County. Presumably someone thought that the Commission needs to understand 

the problem in relation to overall planning strategy and land use decisions. Some parts of 

the report suggest relatively trivial strategies, such as permitting more community gardens 

and requiring that affordable housing projects include community gardens.  

Other parts of the report suggest that agriculture is important to food production. Your tax 

dollars paid for the following “brilliant” consultant insight: “Farmers are essential to food 

security. Without people dedicated to food production, there is no food to eat.”  

What is more significant is that the report documents rapidly growing poverty in the 

County:  

 In 2011, the Food Bank served 44,000 people, a 90% increase from 2006.  

 35,000 SLO residents are eligible for CAL Fresh (food stamps). 

 49% of adults in SLO County are overweight.  

The problem is that the current lame duck Board majority thinks its strategic smart growth 

plan and subsidiary “economic devlelopment” efforts are working fine.  Well, the results as 

documented here and in prior Department of Social Services reports demonstrate the 

opposite.  So, with all the hand-wringing about poverty and hunger, would the Planning 

Commission recommend and the Board adopt a real economic development strategy: 

 Re-license Diablo. 

 Promote the development of oil and gas. 
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 Promote the development of destination resorts. 

 Promote the development of boutique country hotels. 

 Promote the developent of estates, ranchettes, and other low service /high revenue 

development.  

 Ensure that the permitting process (while protecting the public health and safety) is 

swift, cost effective, and rigorous and is frequently subjected to systems analysis to 

remove non-value adding steps and requirements. 

 Pre-permit areas and sites for high value/high employment uses.  

 Work with the solar companies (in the east County), PG&E, and the PUC to lower 

electric rates for manufacturing, laboratory, and research facilities.  

 And much more. 

Or does smart growth, climate fanaticism, and political correctness trump hungry 

children? 

Dumb Statement of the Week: The Report contains the sentence below, which asserts that 

“the current industrial food system is characterized by high energy usage and waste, 

consumers are more distanced from their food, and farmers throughout the nation are 

often among the food insecure population.” 

This statement is so typical of the embedded enviro-socialist mentality of the County and its 

consultants. It demonstrates a profound and stunning ignorance of agriculture, history, 

economics, economic geography, agronomy, and the food chain.  It attacks industrialization. 

It beckons the Sovietization of agriculture. HOW DID THAT WORK OUT? 

 

                                       

A locally famous cake. The flour (wheat) comes from Kansas, Colorado, Texas, Idaho,                                            

Nebraska, and Saskatchewan, not a low income housing project  tenant garden. Bulk wheat 

is shipped on trains. There were no railroads in Marie-Antoinette’s France in 1789.  

 

              



9 

 

                SAVE THURSDAY EVENING OCTOBER 18, 2012 

                                     Meet Me Half-way Annual Meeting           
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