
 
 

 
 

MINUTES 
  

Technical Planning Advisory Committee 
 

Thursday, September 1, 2005 
9:00 AM  

Wisteria Conference Room 
SBCAG Offices 

260 N. San Antonio Rd. 
Santa Barbara, CA 

 
 

Attendance 
 

Michael Powers SBCAG 
Liz Limon City of Santa Barbara 
Vijaya Jammalamadaka Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District 
Bill Shipsey City of Santa Maria 
Jackie Campbell City of Carpinteria 
  
 
Others in Attendance 
 
John Ledbetter City of Santa Barbara 
Will Reed Santa Barbara County, Housing/Community Dev. 
Pat Saley Consultant 
Lisa Kiehl Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District 
Brian Bresolin SBCAG 
 

 
 

 
1.  CALL TO ORDER AND INTRODUCTIONS 
 

The meeting was called to order by Bill Shipsey and a round of introductions was 
initiated. 
 

2. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

There were no public comments 
 
3. MINUTES 
 

There was no quorum so the minutes were not approved. 
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4. REGIONAL BLUEPRINT PLANNING GRANT PROGRAM 
  

Michael Powers provided an overview of the agency for those who were new to the 
group and then proceeded to review the Blueprint process and its relevancy to the 
region.  He also provided on overview of other Blueprint programs including the 
Sacramento MPO’s effort.   
 
Pat Saley suggested a separate north south county effort due to the potential county 
split.  Liz Limon suggested that a Ventura County connection in this process be made.  
Michael provided an example of the Jobs Housing Balance effort in which Ventura 
County was not well engaged and currently there is no executive director.  Will Reed 
was interested in the state schedule and Brian Bresolin proceeded to provide an 
overview of the timeline.  Liz suggested the Blueprint be directed to rail only and 
Michael responded that the low density land use in North County is not conducive to 
rail.  John Ledbetter thought it would be difficult to meet all the Blueprint objectives and 
Michael agreed.  Pat suggested that SBCAG as the countywide agency was well suited 
to spearhead this effort.  Bill Shipsey was interested in integration of the effort with 
surrounding counties and that the grant proposal be piggybacked with others.  John 
mentioned the funds provided to Ventura County from SCAG and Michael clarified that 
it was just for commuter rail planning.  Vijaya Jammalamadaka suggested that the 
Ventura County regional visioning effort should be part of this process and integrated.  
Michael pointed out that SLO COG does not currently have a regional plan.  Bill 
suggested a dialogue with SLO COG regarding regional sharing of data and GIS 
platforms in an effort to match systems with surrounding counties.   
 
Will asked the question, what is the Blueprint going to do for us?  Michael suggested 
the benefits would vary by region but the process would require the participating 
jurisdictions to define what they want out of the process.  Will stated that County HCD 
has been meeting with the surrounding counties and discussed housing and other 
regional issues.  Jackie suggested that with the north county split issue the Blueprint 
process might be premature.  Pat suggested that even with the split the two areas are 
still linked through land use and the information would provide a good basis for general 
planning activities.  Jackie suggested that the general plan for the new county would be 
significantly different than the existing plan and that they could have different GIS 
requirements and costs.   
 
Bill’s vision for the effort is an internet based model that ties in the Congestion 
Management data, new land use information and constraints and that the information is 
shared locally and across county lines.  It would also assist in the development of the 
Regional Growth Forecast, and the Regional Housing Needs Plan.  Michael asked Pat 
what the cost of the RIGS GIS and she responded approximately $300,000 using 
student labor.  There were issues regarding working in the academic environment for 
this effort and that fact that it is now further from the 2000 census and the information is 
now somewhat obsolete.  John suggested that the Blueprint would be a tough sell for 
North County and that City of Santa Barbara is built out so future issues are mostly 
about relationships with Ventura and North County.  Michael suggested contacting 
other MPO’s to find out what they are doing with this grant opportunity.   
 
Liz was interested in the relationship of the IRP for Jobs Housing Balance with the 
Blueprint and Mike responded that there were some similarities in the two efforts, 
especially related to transportation and housing issues.  Michael asked those in 
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attendance if pursuing the grant was a god idea or not.  Jackie was doubtful about our 
ability to gain the support of elected officials giving such short notice with the grant 
application due at the end of the month and the potential county split issue.  Michael 
suggested that recent polling by SBCAG for Measure D reauthorization indicated the 
proposed county split may not have the support and will likely fail.  Bill suggested that 
the grant award is not sufficient and that there may not be enough support to make the 
necessary local match.  However, in kind services would be considered for a local 
match.  John felt that pitching the effort as a coordinating effort among the counties that 
implements a previous study or a joint submittal with another MPO might give us a 
better chance of getting the grant.  Brian stated that the State will not accept joint 
submittals.  Bill also emphasized the coordination component.  Michael reflected on the 
difficult and fractional political environment in Ventura and how coordination efforts can 
be a challenge.  Pat suggested that the majority of grant money would go to the Central 
Valley since that is where all the growth is.  Jackie suggested that Santa Barbara 
County would not get much sympathy since we are relatively slow growing and we did 
not improve the 101 freeway ten years ago and currently build low density housing.  
She is reluctant to commit staffing time to the effort.  Pat was interested in the States 
response to the IRP for Jobs Housing Balance and Michael responded that there has 
not been much feedback from HCD to this point.  Liz wanted to know if this item had 
been reviewed by TTAC which it had not.  Michael summarized the general consensus 
as not pursing the grant at this time but trying to better understand the GIS environment 
and being responsive to ongoing coordination with adjoining counties. 

 
5. REGIONAL GROWTH FORECAST 
 

Brian Bresolin reviewed the comparison between the Regional Growth Forecast 
estimates and the Department of Finance estimates.  Bill suggested that the DOF 
estimates do not take into account the increasing household sizes that he is seeing 
within the city.  The SBCAG Growth Forecast does however reflect an increasing 
household size.  Liz also suggested that the household size is increasing in the 
significant number of renter households within the City of Santa Barbara.  Pat Saley 
was interested in Bill’s interpretation of school enrollment change in the City of Santa 
Maria that, according to Bill, are continuing to increase.  Pat recommended reviewing a 
development database from the County Planning and Development, which could be 
useful for monitoring additional housing construction.  Liz was interested in the timing of 
the RTP and RHNA and if SBCAG was attempting make them consistent.  Bill informed 
the group that the RHNA process was pushed back from 2008 to 2009.  Michael 
pointed out that the RGF would be updated by 2006.  

  
6. LOCAL PLANNING ACTIVITIES 
 

Bill reviewed the proposed “annexation” of 4,800 acres to the County of Santa Barbara 
from an area just north of Santa Maria currently in San Luis Obispo County.  The area 
is not under an agricultural contract and would require a Board of Supervisors approval.  
John mentioned that the consulting firm of MIG was hired to do the public outreach for 
their general plan to begin by the end of the year.  Jackie pointed out a 6 acre 
annexation on Cravens Lane that is within the cities sphere of influence and is within 
the coastal zone.  Vijaya reviewed the status of S.B. 44 that requires an air quality 
element to General Plans, and is moving forward.  
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7. ITEMS FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION 
 

There were no items for future consideration.  
 
 
8. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 

There were no announcements. 
 
9. ADJOURN 
 

The meeting adjourned at 11:00 am. 
 


