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CITY OF SANTA MARIA
CITIZEN PARTICIPATION PLAN
BACKGROUND
The United States Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) requires the
City of Santa Maria to have and follow a Citizen Participation Plan as a condition of
receiving funds under the Community Development Block Grant and HOME Investment
Partnerships Program. Citizen participation has been a requirement of Federal and State
Government for many years as outlined in Section 24 of the Code of Federal Regulations
Part 91.105. The Plan must outline the local annual process as well as address key
elements mandated by HUD.
The Citizen Participation Plan contains the City of Santa Maria’s policies and procedures
for involving the community in:




The development of the Citizen Participation Plan, Annual Action Plan and the
Consolidated Plan;
The review of the Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report
(CAPER); and
Any substantial amendments to the Consolidated Plan.

Included in the Citizen Participation Plan are policies and procedures for developing,
reviewing, and amending these documents.
HUD annually provides funds to the City of Santa Maria. Each year, the City of Santa
Maria seeks community participation to identify community needs and determine how the
City should distribute funds at the local level.
PURPOSE
The purpose of the Citizen Participation Plan is to provide for and encourage participation
from all City residents in the development of the Annual Action Plan, the Consolidated Plan
and any substantial amendments to the Consolidated Plan, and in the review of the
Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER). The plan will assure
that all residents are afforded adequate opportunities to articulate needs, express
preferences about proposed activities, assist in the selection of priorities and have questions
or complaints answered in a timely and responsive manner.
METHODS OF CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT
The key elements for encouragement of all City residents to participate in the
development of the Annual Action Plan, the Consolidated Plan, the Consolidated Annual
Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER), and substantial amendments to the
Consolidated Plan are listed below:
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encouragement of City residents participation;
provide City residents access to meetings;
provide City residents access to information;
technical assistance for all individuals, agencies and groups that request
assistance, including groups representative of persons of low and moderate
income;
take reasonable steps to provide language assistance or other means of
communication to ensure meaningful access to participation;
publicly noticed public hearings;
publication of the proposed Consolidated Plan;
set period of time for public comment and review; and
by providing timely response to written complaints and grievances.

Key Elements
The Citizen Participation Plan addresses each of the following key elements as mandated
by the U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development.
Encouragement of Citizen Participation
The plan will provide for and encourage all City residents to participate in the development
of the Consolidated Plan, the Annual Action Plan, any substantial amendments to the
Consolidated Plan, and the Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report
(CAPER). The City will take whatever actions are appropriate to encourage the participation
of all its residents, especially persons who are of low and moderate income, persons living
in slum and blighted areas, persons living in areas where funds are proposed to be used
and persons living in predominantly low and moderate income neighborhoods. Special
outreach will be made to involve individuals and organizations that represent low income,
minority and non-English speaking persons, as well as persons with disabilities in
accordance with the City’s Public Participation Plan. In cooperation with the local public
housing authority, the City will encourage the participation of residents of public and assisted
housing developments. If any specific proposals affect a particular area of the City, the
property owners of that area will be notified.
Access to Meetings
The City will afford adequate, timely notification so that residents can attend local meetings
and public forums and be involved in decision making at various stages of the program.
Access to Information
The City will make information available to residents, public agencies and other interested
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parties, concerning the amount of funding the City expects to receive (including grant funds
and program income), the range of proposed activities that may be undertaken and the
amount proposed to benefit low and moderate income residents. Also, these groups will
have access to the City's plans to minimize displacement and assist those displaced as a
result of proposed activities. City residents and groups will have access to information and
records covering the preceding five (5) years.
Technical Assistance
The City's Special Projects Division staff will provide information and technical assistance
throughout the process to all individuals and groups that request assistance, particularly in
developing proposals for the Consolidated Plan / Annual Action Plan.
Public Hearings
The City will provide at least two public hearings, as required, during each program year
cycle with at least one held before the proposed Consolidated Plan and/or Annual Action
Plan is published for comment. The hearings will be conveniently timed and located for
persons who may be affected by the proposed funding, accessible to persons with
disabilities and adequately publicized. The hearings will provide the opportunity for
comments and views in identifying housing and community development needs, developing
proposed activities and reviewing program performance. Notification to the public will be
published at a minimum ten (10) days in advance of all public meetings and hearings;
however, a 30-day public review period (Unless during an emergency. See page 10) will be
included in that notice to receive comments from residents of the community on the plan(s).
In addition, a press release will be sent out to the local media, the information will be included
in the City’s electronic newsletter, and the information will be posted on the City’s website
and the City’s library and city hall. This meeting will take place usually in April at City Council.
The second public hearing will be related to the community’s unmet needs and priorities. A
public workshop will usually take place in August or September, and will take place before
the Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) goes out for the upcoming CDBG funding cycle.
Notification to the public will include a press release to the local media, the information will
be included in the City’s electronic newsletter, and the information will be posted on the
City’s website and the City’s library and city hall. Following the public workshop, the
information gathered will be presented to the City Council in the form of a public hearing for
adoption of the set priorities for the upcoming funding cycle.
The abovementioned meetings, along with the contents of the meeting, will abide by the
state’s Brown Act, which calls for the agenda and reports to be posted at least 72 hours
before said meeting.
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Publication of the Consolidated Plan
The City will publish its proposed Consolidated Plan / Annual Action Plan so that affected
residents have sufficient opportunity to review it and provide comments. The requirement
for publishing will be met by publishing a summary of the proposed plan in one or more
newspapers of general circulation and making copies of the proposed plan available at
libraries, government offices, public places and the City’s website. The summary will
describe the contents and purpose of the Consolidated Plan / Annual Action Plan and
include a list of the locations where copies of the entire plan may be examined.
Comments
A period of not less than 30 days will be provided to the public for review and comment on
the proposed Consolidated Plan / Annual Action Plan prior to submission to HUD. The City
will consider the views of residents, public agencies and other interested parties in preparing
its Final Consolidated Plan / Annual Action Plan and attach a summary of such comments
to the Final Plan. A period of not less than fifteen (15) days will be provided to the public for
review and comment on the CAPER prior to submission to HUD.*
* Expedited procedures may take place as a result of a disaster, emergency, pandemic (ex. COVID-19;
natural disaster; man-made disaster). See “Expedited Amendment Process for Response to Disaster Relief”
on pg. 10.

Complaints and Grievances
The City will provide timely, written responses to written complaints and grievances within
fifteen (15) working days, whenever practical.
CITIZEN PARTICIPATION PLAN CITIZEN PARTICIPATION PROCESS
Prior to the adoption of the Citizen Participation Plan, implementation of the following public
comment, review, and adoption procedures will ensure that all residents have a chance to
participate in development of the plan.
Step 1 .

Notify public

The City will provide a notice of 30-day public review period and public hearing on the Citizen
Participation Plan in the Santa Maria Times. The notice will be printed in the Santa Maria
Times a minimum of ten (10) days prior to the public hearing date.
Step 2 .

Allow for public review of Citizen Participation Plan

The proposed Citizen Participation Plan will be available for public review at the following
locations:
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City of Santa Maria Public Library, 421 South McClelland, Santa Maria
City of Santa Maria City Hall, 110 East Cook Street, Santa Maria
City of Santa Maria, Special Projects Division, 110 South Pine Street, Room
107, Santa Maria
City of Santa Maria Website (www.cityofsantamaria.org)

Upon request, the Citizen Participation Plan will be made accessible to any persons with
disabilities. The City will provide a reasonable number of free copies of the Citizen
Participation Plan to residents and groups that request copies.
Step 3 .

Accept written or oral public comment

Comments or views of residents received in writing during the public review period or orally
at the public hearing will be solicited and considered by the City of Santa Maria Block Grants
Advisory Committee and City Council.
Step 4 .

Adoption of Citizen Participation Plan

The Draft Plan will be adopted upon a majority vote of the City of Santa Maria City Council
at a designated and publicly noticed City Council meeting. After adoption of the Citizen
Participation Plan, a Final Plan will be prepared. The Final Plan will include a summary of
public comments and a summary of any comments not accepted and the reasons therefore,
all of which will be attached to the final Citizen Participation Plan.
ANNUAL CITIZEN PARTICIPATION PROCESS
The annual citizen participation process will consist of thirteen (13) basic steps which are
outlined below:
STEP 1.

Notify public of information on annual process and request comments

Public notices and informational packets will be posted on the City of Santa Maria’s
website and sent to interested persons, organizations, groups and the news media (both
English and Spanish), advising them of the annual citizen participation process and
requesting comments and proposals. A bilingual staff person is available for non-English
speaking persons who request information or would like to file a comment.
STEP 2.

Conduct public workshop to identify housing and community
development needs and review program performance

The Block Grants Advisory Committee and the Special Projects Division staff will conduct
a public workshop at a time and place convenient to the public and accessible to persons
with disabilities. At the public workshop staff will provide information and receive
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comments and views form the public concerning housing and community development
needs, development of proposed activities and past program performance. Public notice
of the date and time of the workshop will be posted on the City of Santa Maria’s website
and sent to interested persons, organizations, groups and the news media (both English
and Spanish) in an effort to encourage participation. A bilingual translator and special
audio equipment will be available for non-English speaking persons who attend the public
workshop.
STEP 3.

City Council meeting regarding priorities for the upcoming fiscal year

The Block Grants Advisory Committee will make recommendations to the City Council as
to the priorities for the upcoming funding cycle. These priorities were obtained during
Step 2 (see above). The City Council will ultimately decide what the priorities should be
for the upcoming funding cycle and as a result, the Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA)
will be generated.
STEP 4.

45 Day Written Application and Comment Period

A minimum time period of 45 days will be allowed for the receipt of written applications and
comments for the development of the Consolidated Plan / Annual Action Plan proposed
activities and allocation of funds. At the end of the written input period, staff will coordinate
and analyze the written input for presentation to the Block Grants Advisory Committee.
STEP 5.

Review of Written Applications and Comments by the Block Grants
Advisory Committee

The Block Grants Advisory Committee will have a minimum of 30 days to review all written
applications and comments prior to conducting site visits of all proposed activities. Staff will
prepare an analysis of the eligibility of all proposed activities for presentation to the Block
Grants Advisory Committee.
STEP 6.

Block Grants Advisory Committee Site Visits on Proposed Activities

The Block Grants Advisory Committee will conduct site visits of all proposed activities and
will interview each applicant concerning their proposed program or project.
STEP 7.

Block Grants Advisory Committee Adopts Recommendation for
Proposed Activities and Allocation of Funds

The Block Grants Advisory Committee will complete its review of all comments and
proposals and adopt a recommendation for presentation to the City Council on the proposed
activities and allocation of funds.
Staff will distribute the Advisory Committee's
recommendation to applicants, City Council and news media.
STEP 8.

City Council Public Hearing on Consideration of Block Grants Advisory
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Committee’s Recommendation for Proposed Activities and Allocation of
Funds
The City Council will conduct a public hearing to receive comments and consider the Block
Grants Advisory Committee's recommendation for proposed activities and allocation of
funds in proposed Action Plan.
STEP 9.

Publication of Proposed Consolidated Plan / Annual Action Plan

A summary describing the contents and purpose of the proposed Consolidated Plan and
Annual Action Plan will be published in the Santa Maria Times. The publication will include
a list of the locations where copies of the entire plan will be available for review and
examination (see Step 2 for locations). As per HUD regulations, a reasonable number of
free copies of the plan will be made available to individuals and groups that request it.
STEP 10.

30-Day Public Review Period of Proposed Consolidated Plan / Annual
Action Plan

To provide sufficient opportunity for review and comment, a period of no less than 30 days
will be provided to residents, public agencies and other interested parties on the proposed
Consolidated Plan and Annual Action Plan. The City will consider all comments and views
in preparing its Final Consolidated Plan / Annual Action Plan and will attach a summary of
such comments to the Final Plan.
STEP 11.

City Council Adoption of Final Consolidated Plan / Annual Action Plan

Upon completion of the 30-day public review period and after consideration of all comments
and input, the City Council will adopt the Final Consolidated Plan / Annual Action Plan
including the specific activities and allocation of funds. The Final Adopted Plan will be
submitted to HUD as required.
During HUD’s review period, copies of the Consolidated Plan and Annual Action Plan will
be made available at the Special Projects Office (110 S. Pine Street, Room 107, Santa
Maria) and the City’s website, www.cityofsantamaria.org. Both documents, along with
other information about the City’s programs and projects are also available throughout
the year on the City’s webpage at www.cityofsantamaria.org.
HUD requires 30-day public review periods for the Consolidated Plan and the Annual
Action Plan, while the review period for the Consolidated Annual Performance Evaluation
Report (CAPER) is fifteen (15) days. Questions, concerns, comments and complaints
may be directed to the following City department during these review periods, and at any
time during the year:
City of Santa Maria
Special Projects Division
110 South Pine Street, Room 107
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Santa Maria, CA 93458
Phone: (805) 925-0951, extension 2118
It should be noted that HUD officials will consider public concerns anytime regarding the
City’s plans and programs described in this Citizen Participation Plan, preferably during
the 45-day HUD review period. Written concerns may be submitted to:
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
Office of Community Planning and Development
Arnold C. Sison, CPD Representative
Los Angeles Field Office, Region IX
300 North Los Angeles Street, Suite 4054
Los Angeles, CA 90012
STEP 12.

Amendments

As defined in Section 24 of the Code of Federal Regulations Part 91.505 (24 CFR 91.505),
the City of Santa Maria will amend its approved plan whenever it makes one of the following
decisions:
1. To make a change in its allocation priorities or change the method of distribution of
funds;
2. To carry out an activity, using funds from any program covered by the consolidated
plan (including program income), not previously described in the action plan; or
3. To change the purpose, scope, location, or beneficiaries of an activity.
When an amendment take place, the City of Santa Maria will make the amendment public
by submitting it to the City Council, posting it on the website, and notifying the public. The
document will then be submitted to HUD for approval.
In regards to substantial amendments to the Consolidated Plan or Annual Action Plan, per
the regulations (24 CFR 91.105 and 91.115), the grantee shall identify the criteria it will use
for determining what constitutes a substantial amendment. The City of Santa Maria
identifies a substantial amendment as the following:
1. An increase to the funding level of a previously approved activity or program by 50
percent or more;
2. A change in the purpose, scope, location or beneficiaries of an activity to the extent
that it would be considered a new activity, at the discretion of the City of Santa Maria;
or
3. A change in the types of beneficiaries proposed to be served by the activity (ex. from
homeless to youth), when more than 50 percent of the original beneficiary types will
be changed.
A substantial amendment will require, at a minimum, that Steps 8 through 11 of the entire
citizen participation process be repeated.
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STEP 13.

15-Day Public Review Period of Consolidated Annual Performance and
Evaluation Report (CAPER)

To provide sufficient opportunity for review and comment, a period of no less than fifteen
(15) days will be provided to residents, public agencies, and other interested parties on the
Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER). The City will consider
all comments will attach a summary of such comments to the final HUD report.
CDBG FUNDING CYCLE TIMELINE (subject to change depending on HUD’s allocation process)
Month:

Actions Taken:

August

Needs Assessment Public Workshop / Adopt funding priorities for
upcoming fiscal year

September

City Council / Public Hearing regarding proposed funding priorities.
Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) / Request for Capital project
proposals and applications issued

October

Capital project proposals submitted to City Council for prioritization

November

Mandatory pre-application workshop for sub-recipients

December

Deadline for written applications, staff analysis of applications,
Advisory Committee Regular Meeting to form site visit teams and give
an overview of the application review procedures

January

Advisory Committee Regular Meeting to review criteria, prepare for site
visits, and conduct site visits

February

Advisory Committee Regular Meeting to review site visit team reports,
and special Advisory Committee meeting to conduct deliberations.

March/April

City Council / Public Hearing on proposed plan.

April

Begin 30-day review period of proposed Annual Action Plan based on
the City Council’s decision.

May

City Council final approval of Annual Action Plan and submission of
plan to HUD at least 45 days before the start of the new fiscal year.
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EXPEDITED AMENDMENT PROCESS FOR RESPONSE TO DISASTER RELIEF
In the event of a disaster, emergency, or pandemic, the City of Santa Maria may
implement the amended guidelines imposed by HUD pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act, supplemental assistance under the
Coronavirus Aid, Relief and Economic Security Act (CARES), or other supplemental
appropriations, either directly from HUD or through the State of California. A disaster,
emergency, or pandemic is not limited to: infectious diseases, man-made disasters,
terrorism, natural disasters such as earthquakes, floods, fires, and other events that
cause great damage or loss of life.
Allocation Process
 The City of Santa Maria may establish an amended approach (other than what is
in this plan) to the allocation and funding process when managing and expediting
CDBG and CDBG disaster-relief funding (ex. CDBG-CV). This may mean City
Staff can decide on the proposed activities, allocations, and priorities of the
funding, and present the recommendations to the City Council. The public will be
notified and a proper public comment period will be implemented.
Amendments
 In light of COVID-19, HUD is also “waiving 24 CFR 91.505 to facilitate the use of
the CDBG-CV funds to the extent necessary to require submission of the
substantial amendment to HUD for review in accordance with 24 CFR 91.500.”
Public Participation Process
 When submitting and/or amending a Consolidated Plan/Action Plan, the proposed
plan or amendment will be posted on the City’s website, www.cityofsantamaria.org.


The City will notify the public of said proposed plan or amendment through at least
two (2) of the following ways: City Council agenda, press release(s), public service
announcement(s), public notice(s), social media, e-mail blast/newsletter, the City’s
website, legal ad, or as otherwise required by HUD.



The City will ensure that the public has equal access to information about the
programs, including persons with disabilities and Limited English Proficiency
(LEP).



Public notices for hearings shall be posted on the City of Santa Maria’s website
(via City Council Agenda, press release, or notification on the home page of the
City’s website). Said notices shall provide a minimum of five (5) days for public
comment. The public comment period may be adjusted per HUD’s amended
guidelines.
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The City will receive comments either via e-mail or by mail to the Special Projects
Division and/or the City Clerk’s Office of the City of Santa Maria.



The City will consider all written and verbal comments regarding the Consolidated
Plan / Action Plan amendment.

Urgent Need Waivers
 Waivers to any of the Citizen Participation Plan requirements in this entire
plan may be approved by HUD to expedite the City’s ability to address a
local urgent need. The City will consider any waiver available. Said waivers are
not limited to those in this plan.
The above-mentioned public participation plan may be adjusted based upon the guidance
and direction of HUD, the State of California, and any other governmental/health
organization.
ROLE OF SPECIAL PROJECTS DIVISION
The Special Projects Division will organize and provide staff support throughout all stages
of the citizen participation process. The primary function of the division will be:
1.

To inform residents of impending plans, reports or review via email, news
releases, website postings, mail and other methods.

2.

To provide additional information and technical assistance to those who
request it.

3.

To provide staff support and organize any citizen participation meetings to
discuss public concerns and interests.

4.

To analyze and compile public input. The staff will respond to the public, and
report to the Advisory Committee and the City Council.

5.

To act as liaison between the residents and the Advisory Committee and City
Council.

6.

Whenever possible, to provide written responses to all written proposals
submitted, prior to the final adoption of the Consolidated Plan / Annual Action
Plan.

7.

To make every reasonable effort to provide written responses in answer to
complaints within fifteen working days.
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8.

To provide opportunities for participation by minorities and non-English
speaking persons. All public notices, news releases, and general program
information will be provided in Spanish as well as in English. Verbal Spanish
translation services will also be provided at the required public workshops and
hearings.

9.

To provide opportunities for participation by persons with mobility, visual or
hearing impairments in all stages of the process.

PROCEDURES FOR RECORD KEEPING
With regard to participation in HUD's Community Planning and Development Programs,
particularly the Community Development Block Grant and HOME Investment Partnerships
Programs, the City of Santa Maria will maintain the following records and provide access to
these records to the public for a minimum of five years:
1. Written records describing the process used to inform the public concerning the
amount of funds available for proposed community development and housing
activities, the range of activities that may be undertaken, and other important
program requirements.
2. Written records of public hearings held to obtain the views of City residents, public
agencies and other interested parties on housing and community development
needs, proposed uses of funds and program performance.
3. Written records of the opportunities provided the public to participate in the
development of the Consolidated Plan and Annual Action Plan.
4. Copies of the Consolidated Plan and Annual Action Plan and related records.
5. Copies of the Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER)
and related records.
These records will be retained on file in accordance with federal, state and local
requirements in the Offices of the City Clerk and the Special Projects Division. All original
documents will be kept on file with the City Clerk with copies kept on file with the Special
Projects Division.
RESIDENTIAL ANTI-DISPLACEMENT & RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PLAN
The federal regulations require that jurisdictions set forth their plans to minimize
displacement of persons, even if no displacement is expected to occur, and state how
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this information is available.
The City of Santa Maria’s CDBG program will minimize displacement by following the
City’s CDBG “Residential Anti-Displacement & Relocation Assistance Plan”. This
document is available for public review at the Special Projects Office, 107 S. Pine Street,
Santa Maria.
METHODS OF SOLICITING CITIZEN INPUT


ELECTRONIC MAILINGS
Electronic mailings like e-mails and newsletters will be sent out to interested
organizations and individuals. A mailing list will be maintained and updated on a
regular basis.



WEBSITE
Notices, agendas, news releases, annual action plans, the consolidated plan,
annual performance reports and application forms will be posted regularly on the
City’s website at http://www.cityofsantamaria.org.



NEWS RELEASES
News releases will be mailed out to all news media at all stages of the citizen
participation process. Every effort will be done to ensure that the information is sent
out in English and Spanish.



LEGAL ADVERTISEMENTS
Legal advertisements will be published in the legal section of the local newspaper
when legally required.



BULLETIN BOARDS
Information may be posted on public bulletin boards at City Hall, the Public Library,
City Departments, community recreation facilities and any other available bulletin
boards in public places within the City.

DEFINITIONS
Annual Action Plan

The City is required to prepare an Annual Action Plan which
describes how it will use CDBG and HOME funds during each
new fiscal year to address the needs discussed in the
Consolidated Plan. The Annual Action Plan must be
consistent with the multi-year Consolidated Plan. The Annual
Action Plan must be submitted to HUD 45 days prior to the
beginning of the program year. For the City of Santa Maria,
the beginning of the program year is July 1st.
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CDBG Program

Community Development Block Grant Program is
administered by HUD and is authorized under Title 1 of the
Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as
amended. The purpose of CDBG Program is to enhance and
maintain viable urban communities through the provision of
decent housing, a suitable living environment, and the
expansion of economic opportunities, principally for low and
moderate income persons.

CHDO

Community Housing Development Organizations are housing
non-profit organizations that meet certain requirements set
forth by HUD under the HOME program. The federal
government requires the City to set aside 15% of its HOME
Program allocation for CHDO’s.

CAPER

Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report
describes the accomplishments of the City’s CDBG and
HOME programs at the end of each fiscal year. The Plan is
an assessment of the City’s progress in accomplishing the
goals of the Annual Action Plan and the Consolidated Plan.
There is also a discussion of some of the additional funds that
the City has accessed during the year to leverage the HUD
funding.

Consolidated Plan

The City is required to prepare a five year Consolidated Plan
to receive Community Development Block Grant and HOME
funds. The plan includes a description of the housing and
community development needs of the City, the City’s priorities
given the limited financial resources available to the City, and
a strategy toward addressing those needs.

HOME

Home Investment Partnerships Program is administered by
HUD as authorized by the 1990 National Affordable Housing
Act, as amended by the Housing and Community
Development Act of 1992. The intent of the HOME Program
is to expand the supply of decent, safe, sanitary and
affordable housing.

HUD

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
is the federal agency which administers the CDBG and HOME
funds. The City must abide by HUD regulations for these
programs as a condition for receiving these funds.
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CITY OF SANTA MARIA
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM
RESIDENTIAL ANTIDISPLACEMENT AND RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PLAN

ONE-FOR-ONE REPLACEMENT UNITS
The City of Santa Maria will replace all occupied and vacant occupiable low and moderate
income dwelling units demolished or converted to a use other than as low and moderate
income housing as a direct result of activities assisted with funds provided under the
Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as amended, as described in Section
24 CFR 570.606(b)(1) of the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
Rules and Regulations governing the Community Development Block Grant Program.
All replacement housing will be provided within three years of the commencement of the
demolition or rehabilitation relating to conversion. Before obligating or expending funds
that will directly result in such demolition or conversion, the City of Santa Maria will make
public and submit to the HUD Los Angeles Area Office the following information in writing:
1.

A description of the proposed assisted activity;

2.

The general location on a map and approximate number of dwelling units by size
(number of bedrooms) that will be demolished or converted to a use other than as
low and moderate income dwelling units as a direct result of the assisted activity;

3.

A time schedule for the commencement and completion of the demolition or
conversion;

4.

The general location on a map and approximate number of dwelling units by size
(number of bedrooms) that will be provided as replacement dwelling units;

5.

The source of funding and a time schedule for the provision of replacement
dwelling units;

6.

The basis for concluding that each replacement dwelling unit will remain a low and
moderate income dwelling unit for at least 10 years from the date of initial
occupancy; and

7.

Information demonstrating that any proposed replacement of housing units with
smaller dwelling units or any proposed replacement of efficiency or single-room
occupancy (SRO) units with units of a different size, is appropriate and consistent
with the housing needs and priorities identified in the approved Consolidated Plan.

To the extent that the specific location of the replacement housing and other data in the
above Items 4 through 7 are not available at the time of the general submission, the City

of Santa Maria will identify the general location of such housing on a map and complete
the disclosure and submission requirements as soon as the specific data are available.
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE
The City of Santa Maria will provide relocation assistance, as described in Section
570.606(b)(2) of HUD's Rules and Regulations governing the Community Development
Block Grant Program, to each low and moderate income household displaced by the
demolition of housing or by the conversion of a low and moderate income dwelling to
another use as a direct result of assisted activities.
GENERAL POLICY
It is the general intent of the City of Santa Maria to minimize displacement of persons and
business concerns in the administration of its Community Development Block Grant
Program. Consistent with the goals and objectives of activities assisted under the
Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as amended, the City of Santa Maria
will take the following actions to minimize displacement of low and moderate income
households and preserve or expand the availability of housing for low and moderate
income persons:
1.

The City will continue to enforce its condominium conversion ordinance. This
ordinance minimizes and discourages the conversion of rental housing occupied
by low and moderate income households to higher-priced condominiums or
cooperative housing.

2.

The City will not undertake any CDBG activities or City-sponsored public
improvement projects that are located in low and moderate income areas and will
result in the displacement of low and moderate income households and
subsequent demolition of those dwelling units occupied by low and moderate
income households except under the following conditions:
a.

The displacement and demolition will occur in an area that has been
designated as blighted where substandard structures and conditions exist.
In such cases, displacement and demolition will actually improve the living,
economic, and environmental conditions of the displaced residents as well
as the community as a whole.

b.

Affordable replacement housing is available and all persons affected will
receive uniform non-discriminatory treatment in the provision of relocation
assistance and benefits.

3.

The City will not use CDBG funds to demolish any housing units that are currently
occupied by low and moderate income households.

4.

The City will consider approving the issuance of tax-exempt bonds on a case by
case basis on behalf of qualified non-profit housing corporations to purchase

existing multi-family housing projects. Once acquired, such projects will be
converted to affordable housing for low and moderate income households. At least
20% of the units will be occupied by very low income households with incomes
that do not exceed 50% of the median income. Rents will not exceed 30% of the
tenant's household income.
5.

The City will use HOME Investment Partnerships Program funds for activities that
will promote the development of affordable housing. With respect to rental
assistance and rental units, at least 90% of the units will benefit low income families
whose incomes do not exceed 60% of the median family income for the area. With
respect to homeownership assistance, 100% of the units will benefit households
that qualify as low-income families.

6.

The City will coordinate code enforcement with rehabilitation and housing
assistance programs.
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Section I: Executive Summary
Introduction
This document is an update to the 2015 Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice (AI) for
the County of Santa Barbara HOME Consortium. An AI is required by the U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) for any community that receives federal housing funds.

Analysis of Impediments Purpose
An Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice, or AI, is a U.S. Department of Housing &
Urban Development (HUD) mandated review of impediments to fair housing choice in the public
and private sector. The AI is required for the Consortium to continue to receive federal housing
and community development funds. The AI involves:
•
•
•
•

A review of a jurisdiction’s laws, regulations and administrative policies, procedures and
practices;
An assessment of how those laws, policies and practices affect the location availability
and accessibility of housing;
An assessment of public and private sector conditions affecting fair housing choice; and
An assessment of the availability of affordable, accessible housing in a range of unit sizes.

According to HUD, impediments to fair housing choice are:
•

•

Any actions, omissions, or decisions taken because of race, color, religion, sex, disability,
familial status or national origin that restrict housing choices or the availability of housing
choices.
Any actions, omissions or decisions that have the effect of restricting housing choices or
the availability of housing choices on the basis of race, color, religion, sex, disability,
familial status or national origin.

Fair Housing Laws
The Federal Fair Housing Act, passed in 1968 and amended in 1988, prohibits discrimination in
housing on the basis of race, color, national origin, religion, gender/sex, familial status and
disability. The Fair Housing Act—Amended (FHAA) covers most types of housing including rental
housing, home sales, mortgage and home improvement lending and land use and zoning.
Excluded from the FHAA are owner-occupied buildings with no more than four units, single family
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housing units sold or rented without the use of a real estate agent or broker, housing operated
by organizations and private clubs that limit occupancy to members and housing for older
persons.
The State of California has a substantially equivalent law prohibiting discrimination in housing.
The Fair Employment & Housing Act (FEHA) is the primary state law prohibiting discrimination in
the sale, rental, lease negotiation, or financing of housing based on a person’s race, religion,
national origin, color, sex, marital status, ancestry, family status, disability, sexual orientation,
and source of income. The state’s law exceeds the protections in the Federal Fair Housing Act by
including protected classes of marital status, sexual orientation and source of income. In addition,
the law defines physical and mental disability as a condition that limits a major life activity; this
definition of disability is broader than the federal definition, which requires a “substantial
limitation.” The FEHA also incorporates the protections of the Unruh Act which includes medical
condition as a protected category.

Geographic Scope of Analysis
The geographic scope of this AI covers the Santa Barbara County HOME Consortium and Urban
County Partnership, referred to throughout this document as “Consortium.” Data presented for
the Consortium as a whole reflect the entirety of the County excluding the City of Santa Barbara
and the City of Guadalupe. Consortium jurisdictions are as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

City of Buellton
City of Carpinteria
City of Goleta
City of Lompoc
City of Santa Maria
City of Solvang
Unincorporated County of Santa Barbara

Methodology
The impediments and observations in this AI were developed through a variety of research
methods including demographic and housing market analyses; reviews of complaints and legal
cases; analysis of mortgage lending data; a review of zoning and land use policies; interviews and
meetings with stakeholders; as well as focus groups with residents.
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Executive Summary of Impediments and Recommendations
The following summary documents the impediments to fair housing choice identified in the
research, analysis and public process conducted for the AI documented in detail in Sections II, III
and IV of this report. Section V of this report discusses the impediments and the recommended
action plan in greater detail.
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Section II: Community Participation Process
Fair Housing Survey

The County of Santa Barbara conducted online surveys that were available to residents and other
community stakeholders in both English and in Spanish. In addition to the surveys being available
online (using computers, smart phones, and other handheld devices), the surveys were also made
available to residents in a paper-based version. Access to the survey was provided through the
County of Santa Barbara website, through stakeholder email lists, posted in public convening
locations, and published in print with QR Codes made available for residents to scan and link to
the survey. Background on the Analysis of Impediments process and definitions of fair housing
were provided in the survey introduction. The importance of community participation was also
highlighted in the survey introduction.
The survey was meant to get a sense of community positions on fair housing and more general
housing and economic development issues. It was comprised of 32 questions covering a range
of data points including demographic information, residential information, knowledge of fair
housing rights, experiences with fair housing discrimination, opinions on access to information
on fair housing, and questions related to housing and community development more generally.
There were 386 responses overall, with 379 responses in English and 7 in Spanish. The average
response time was 15 minutes and the completion rate was 87%. The low Spanish participation
rate points to an area of improvement in community engagement for future processes. The
County has provided all materials in multiple languages and connected to community
organizations that cater to the Hispanic community for assistance with outreach, but the effort
did not result in active participation. The survey was open for 3 months with multiple
opportunities and reminders for stakeholders and residents to participate.
Respondent Profile
The respondents to the citizen survey were mostly white (68%) and women (69%). Thirty-nine
percent (39%) identified as Hispanic/Latino. African Americans made up 1% of respondents,
Asian respondents made up 2% of respondents, 9% responded that they were more than one
race, and 4% were Native American.
English was the most common language spoken at home at 94%, 7% said they speak Spanish at
home, and 1% of respondents said that they speak a language other than Spanish or English. 19%
of those that responded said they have a disability or disabling condition.
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The ages of respondents were as follows: 16% were between 25-34, 21% were 35-44, 39% were
between 45 and 64, and 23% were older than 65 years of age. They were mostly long-time
residents of the County, with 79% of them having lived in the County for more than 10 years. The
respondents were distributed throughout the County, with people from zip codes 93436 and
93117 participating more than in other zip codes. Zip code 93460 saw the fewest respondents.
In terms of earnings data, 16% of respondents said they earned $132,000 per year or above, 43%
earned between $55,000-$131,999, and 42% earned below $55,000. Of note is that nearly half
of the 42% that earned below $55,000 stated they earned less than $27,000 per year. Twentyeight percent (28%) of respondents live with 3-4 other people. Fifty percent (50%) of the
respondents own their home, and of those that do, 38% have a mortgage. Forty-three percent
(43%) are renters, and of those, 13% rent with some form of subsidy.
When asked what the most common issues they had faced in the last two years related to their
housing and neighborhoods, the most common response at 40% was that they had difficulty
paying their rent or mortgage. Thirty-four percent (34%) said that they experienced problems
with the maintenance of their plumbing, electrical, appliances and other items in their homes.
Thirty percent (30%) said that they had difficulty paying their utilities. Twenty-eight percent
(28%) said that they had not been able to make needed repairs to their homes. Twenty-six
percent (26%) said their neighborhoods had abandoned homes or homes in disrepair. Twentythree percent (23%) cited vandalism as a problem, and the same number were dissatisfied with
the local services including trash pickup and street maintenance.
The main barriers to good housing options in Santa Barbara County that were cited included cost
the of housing (89%), concentration of affordable housing only in certain areas of the County
(49%), and lack of funds for security deposit (46%).
Fair Housing Questions
There were 12 questions in the survey that specifically focused on fair housing; beginning with
whether or not respondents were familiar with fair housing or anti-discrimination laws. Twentythree percent (23%) of those who answered were not familiar with the laws. Thirty-nine percent
(39%) were somewhat familiar, and 36% were familiar or very familiar. Three percent (3%) were
unsure. When asked about protected classes, most respondents knew about religion, race,
familial status, and age, but were less sure about the other classes. When the questions delved
deeper into whether people were aware of their rights, the responses were split between those
that did know their rights (54%) and those that did not (45%). Twenty-one percent (21%) said
that they were aware of incidents of housing discrimination, 60% said that they were not aware
of any incidents, and 19% said they were unsure.
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Out of the 21% who said they were aware of an incident, when asked to choose all reasons for
discrimination that applied, the top reasons were: income level (64%); source of income (35%);
race/ethnicity (30%); age (23%); and criminal background (22%). The rest of the responses to
this question were distributed among the 10 other possible choices. According to the survey,
these incidents occurred in both single-family neighborhoods and in apartment complexes,
however, the majority cited that it occurred in apartment complexes (60%). Over half of
respondents did not report the incident (78%), and the most common reason given was that they
did not think it would make a difference (32%).
In terms of education on fair housing issues, half of the respondents were not aware of any fair
housing or anti-discrimination education opportunities in their community (50%), and the
majority of them (85%), have never participated in any kind of educational opportunity.
Open Responses
Throughout the survey, there were opportunities to give open responses. Some telling responses
are as follows:
“Actually I live in one of the safest areas in our city however I rated as a 7 [out of 10] because of
all the homeless camping out by the Library as well as other parts of the city.” Zip Code 93436
“Nightly gun violence in Lompoc is distressing. Lompoc is home to a homeless population that is
growing in numbers. Lompoc is the city where the county seems to want to stash all the poor
people they don’t want living in the other SB County cities.” Zip Code 93436
“I appreciate living in subsidized housing, however maintenance doesn't leave notices when
entering the unit, management is not consistent with keeping meetings, and the expectations of
the residents isn't enough for privacy and the expectation that people are doing well rather than
breaking the rules would be greatly appreciated.” Zip Code 93436
“Lack of any housing in general, not enough affordable housing for everyone that needs housing.”
Zip Code 93436
“Our city needs to look at other cities that have successfully addressed the downturn in retail,
e.g., mixed usage residential and commercial downtown properties.” Zip Code 93105
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“Students attending UCSB are dealing with food insecurities and renters are taking FULL
advantage of these students, charging so much to live close to campus as many do not have more
than a bike to travel. It’s really sad!” Zip Code 93117
“The major property managing companies have several people applying for the homes. An exoffender can’t compete. I cannot establish a small group home for their re-entry because of
discrimination in this way.” Zip Code 93458
In word cloud format, the open answers to the request to please share any additional comments
regarding fair housing or discrimination yielded the following word cloud:

Focus Group Discussions

Four community and stakeholder focus groups were held in several areas of the County of Santa
Barbara. Meetings were held on the following dates and in the following locations:
• November 20 – Santa Maria – 9 residents and 4 city/county representatives attended.
• November 21 – Lompoc – 3 residents and 7 city/county representatives attended.
• November 21 – Goleta – 14 residents and 8 city/county representatives attended.
• November 22 – Santa Barbara – 9 residents and 4 city/county representatives attended.
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Participants in the meetings included but were not limited to community residents as well as
members of organizations covering a range of services including economic development and job
training, social services, housing, those serving the elderly and vulnerable populations. The focus
groups covered a broad range of issues including housing, community development, and fair
housing.
The focus group discussions were guided and facilitated, however, it was made clear that
participants should feel free to discuss the topics that were on top of their minds. Participation
was encouraged, and it was pointed out that community input is a critical component of the
Analysis of Impediments (AI) processes. To encourage thinking about suggestions for solutions,
time was set aside at the end of the 90-minute sessions to talk about priorities and thoughts
around action items. Participants were encouraged to think of these plans that can help guide
solutions to barriers and priority issues identified.
Based on the focus groups and conversations, the following observations were raised as priorities
worth further support and consideration. These issues were the top concerns across all focus
groups with specific emphasis on subtopics in specific locations as noted below:
• Affordable housing that is decent and safe is a top priority for many of the participants
across all of the focus groups.
•

Growing number of homeless is an area of concern in terms of housing them and
providing for their social service needs.
o Goleta’s focus group, which consisted primarily of non-profit service providers,
had a particular emphasis on the need to pair services with housing for these
populations and the desire to improve interagency coordination.

•

There are two key vulnerable populations that were highlighted at all of the focus group
meetings – veterans and children. For veterans, it was reported that there is a housing
and services need and, for children, there were concerns of the lack of affordable
childcare and access to afterschool programs.
o The meeting in Santa Maria had an especially engaged group of veterans through
the Band of Brothers organization.

•

Farmworkers were represented at the Santa Maria focus group, which gave an
important voice to a vulnerable population.
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•

While housing affordability was a top priority for communities across the County,
workforce training was brought up as an important issue for areas in the northern part
of the County. At the meeting in Lompoc, which focused on economic development
issues, small business assistance was noted as a concern.

List of Key Points

While the survey was broader in scope than just fair housing issues, it touched on many elements
that contribute to fair housing choice. The priority challenge for those responding to the survey
was overwhelmingly the cost of housing at 84%. That said, there were other issues that
contribute to fair housing choice that respondents called out as important. Those included
workforce development, improved infrastructure like sidewalks, lighting, and crosswalks, and
access to mental health and substance abuse services. While some of these issues seem far
removed from fair housing choice, they contribute to a gainfully employed, healthy community,
that can get to and from the places they work, live, and play safely.
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Section III: Demographic and Housing Profile
Community Profile
The first step is to develop a community profile. The goal of the community profile is to provide
an overview of the current demographic, economic, and housing trends of the Santa Barbara
County HOME Consortium region. This data are important tools to aid decision makers in
affirmatively furthering fair housing and utilizing grant funds. The Community Profile is broken
into two key sections.
The first section is the Demographic and Economic Profile, which looks at the region from the
perspective of its people. Race and Ethnicity, age, disability status, income, employment, and
other variables are explored. This section provides the necessary foundation for determining who
lives in the jurisdiction and what their needs are. This outlines the demand for housing by looking
at households’ preferences and what they can afford.
The second section is the Housing Profile that looks at the Consortium region’s housing stock.
Multiple angles are explored, including home values, rents, occupancy, and age of housing stock,
providing a snapshot of the physical environment of the region. This section establishes the
supply of the available housing and how that matches up with the demand. Together, these
pieces provide a data-driven view of the Consortium region that will advance and inform fair
housing planning and identify conceivable impediments to fair housing choice.

Location of Santa Barbara County within the State of California
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Report Notes
The members of the Santa Barbara County HOME Consortium are Santa Barbara County, and the
cities of Buellton, Carpinteria, Goleta, Lompoc, Santa Maria, and Solvang. Where data are
provided for the Consortium as a whole, the cities of Santa Barbara and Guadalupe are excluded.
Where data are not available for the Consortium, data for the entire County are used instead.
Unless otherwise noted, the primary data sources are from the US Census Bureau including the
Decennial Census and American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year Estimates. The most recent,
available Census data are from 2017. The most important aspect of this analysis is identifying and
addressing the observed trends over time and geography, and not specific static measurements.

Demographic and Economic Profile
Population
There are 344,240 people living in the Santa Barbara County HOME Consortium, which
represents a 7.1% growth since 2010. This growth rate is slightly higher than the statewide
growth rate of 6.4% during the same time period. The table below details the change in
population for the Consortium and state. Within the Consortium, Buellton and Santa Maria
experienced the most growth, while Carpinteria had the least.
Table: Population Change from 2000 to 2017
Municipality
Consortium
Buellton
Carpinteria
Goleta
Lompoc
Santa Maria
Solvang
California (state)

2000

2010

301,363
3,828
14,194
*55,204
41,103
77,423
5,332
33,871,648

321,422
4,609
13,122
29,397
41,864
94,645
5,218
36,637,290

2017
344,240
5,087
13,593
30,847
43,762
104,791
5,650
38,982,847

% Change
2000-2010
6.7%
20.4%
-7.6%
n/a
1.9%
22.2%
-2.1%
8.2%

% Change
2010-2017
7.1%
10.4%
3.6%
4.9%
4.5%
10.7%
8.3%
6.4%

Source: 2000 Census, 2006-2010 & 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP05)
Data note: Does not include the cities of Santa Barbara and Guadalupe.
*Goleta incorporated as a city in 2002. In 2000 Goleta was an unincorporated census-designated place (CDP)
and a significant portion of the CDP did not incorporate into the new city.
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Within the Consortium there are several Census Tracts with a higher concentration of residents.
Census Tract boundaries are determined every ten years by the US Census Bureau; each tract
generally averages 4,000 people in terms of population. Areas with relatively large populations
may reflect areas of population growth and appear concentrated near cities, particularly Santa
Maria, Lompoc, and the south coast area of Santa Barbara County. Low population tracts may
represent areas of a reducing population and tend to be more rural.
Map: Population

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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The Consortium has experienced steady population growth since 2000; however, there were also
certain areas that experienced varying increases/decreases. As displayed in the map below, since
2000, Santa Maria clearly had the largest population growth in the region. Although, not nearly
as rapidly as in Santa Maria, much of the population growth also occurred around the cities of
the Consortium. Population declines were experienced in much of the rural areas, which suggests
signs of urbanization.
Map: Population Change since 2000

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Age
The Consortium’s population has been getting younger, which runs counter to the statewide
trend of an aging population. Since 2010, the median age has decreased from 35.2 years to 33.7
years in Santa Barbara County while the median age has increased from 34.9 years to 36.1 years
in the state.
Table: Age Distribution
Age Cohort
Consortium
# of People in Age % of People in Age
Group
Group
Under 5 years
23,015
6.7%
5 to 9 years
22,388
6.5%
10 to 14 years
22,329
6.5%
15 to 19 years
31,544
9.2%
20 to 24 years
39,427
11.5%
25 to 34 years
43,477
12.6%
35 to 44 years
37,910
11.0%
45 to 54 years
39,544
11.5%
55 to 59 years
20,407
5.9%
60 to 64 years
17,752
5.2%
65 to 74 years
25,350
7.4%
75 to 84 years
14,334
4.2%
85 years and over
6,763
2.0%

California
# of People in
% of People in
Age Group
Age Group
2,493,545
6.4%
2,526,231
6.5%
2,543,419
6.5%
2,609,110
6.7%
2,859,724
7.3%
5,822,872
14.9%
5,180,070
13.3%
5,202,333
13.3%
2,453,244
6.3%
2,143,851
5.5%
2,946,809
7.6%
1,509,528
3.9%
692,111
1.8%

Median Age
*33.7
(x)
Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP05)
Data note: Median age is for Santa Barbara County.
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Chart: Median Age from 2010 to 2017
38
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35.2
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33
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California

2014
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2017

Santa Barbara County

Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (S0101)
Data note: Median age is for Santa Barbara County.

Age Dependency Ratio
Age dependency ratios relate the number of working-aged persons to the number of dependentaged persons (children and the elderly). An area’s dependency ratio is comprised of two smaller
ratios – the child dependency ratio and the old-age dependency ratio. These indicators provide
insight into the social and economic impacts of shifts in the age structure of a population. Higher
ratios of children and the elderly require higher levels of services to meet the specific needs of
those populations. Furthermore, a higher degree of burden is placed on an economy when those
who mainly consume goods and services become disproportionate to those who produce these
same goods and services. It is important to note that these measures are not entirely precise –
not everyone under the age of 18 or over 65 is economically dependent, and not all working age
individuals are economically productive. With these caveats in mind, dependency ratios are
nonetheless helpful indicators in gauging the effect and impact of shifting age structures.
Santa Barbara County has a slightly higher age dependency ratio than the state as a whole.
Within the Consortium the cities of Buellton, Santa Maria and Solvang all have high dependency
ratios. Buellton and Solvang’s high age dependency ratio is from the higher Old-age Dependency
ratio, and Santa Maria’s is from the higher Child Dependency ratio.
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Table: Age Dependency Ratio
Dependency
Santa
Buellton Carpinteria
Goleta
Lompoc
Ratio
Barbara
County
Age ratio (both)
57.9
75.4
54.8
57.6
61.7
Old-age ratio
22.5
34.8
27.6
24.7
17.1
Child ratio
35.4
40.5
27.3
32.9
44.6
Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (S0101)

Santa
Maria

Solvang

California
(state)

70.3
16.8
53.6

75.8
40.8
35.0

57.7
20.8
36.9

Elderly
Persons aged 65 and over may have distinct housing needs. As people age they tend to require
new types of social services, healthcare, and housing. As communities across the nation grow
proportionately older, the needs of the elderly become an increasingly important aspect of both
public and private decision-making. Central to these evolving needs is access to housing options
that are decent, safe, affordable, accessible, and located in close proximity to services and public
or other transportation options. Housing is one of the most essential needs of the elderly as the
affordability, location, and accessibility in terms of where they live may impact their ability to
access health and social services, in terms of financial burden and physical practicality.
In 2017, elderly 65 years and older were 13.6% of the total population in the Consortium. That
represents an increase of 1.3% from 2010, when this same figure represented 12.3% of the total
population. In numerical terms the population of elderly in the region grew from 39,533 persons
in 2010 to 46,447 persons in 2017.
The map below highlights the geographic distribution of the elderly population throughout the
Consortium region. Lighter colored shades represent areas with lower populations and darker
shades represent areas with higher populations. Many of the rural areas that experienced
declines in population are also areas with relatively higher percentages of the elderly. These areas
may require greater attention and resources to ensure these elderly residents have access to
services and support addressing their needs.
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Map: Elderly Population (65 and older)

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
Race and Ethnicity
According to the 2013-2017 ACS 5-Year estimates, White residents make up the majority of the
Consortium population, representing roughly three-quarters of the population, or 74.1% of the
population as a whole; Asians comprise 5.8% of the population and Blacks 2.0%. This differs from
statewide figures where Asians comprise 14.1% and Blacks 5.8% of the state’s total population.
Persons identified categorically as “Some Other Race” accounted for 12.7% of the population of
the Consortium region, which is similar to that of the state as-a-whole. As is the case throughout
most of the country, persons who self-identify as “Some Other Race” are also likely to be
Hispanic; however, in and of itself this does not necessarily provide an accurate account of the
Hispanic population in the region.
The ACS also reports the number of persons who identified ethnically as Hispanic, which was
46.0% of the population – comprising the largest minority group in the Consortium. Persons can
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identify as both ethnically Hispanic and racially as another group – in this case as White. The
table below provides a detailed breakdown of the racial and ethnic composition of the
Consortium and the state.
Table: Racial and Ethnic Composition
Race
Consortium
Estimate
% of total
White
330,827
74.1%
Black or African American
8,307
2.0%
Am. Indian/Alaska Native
3,869
0.9%
Asian
23,927
5.8%
N. Hawaiian/Other Pac
732
0.2%
Some other race
55,909
12.7%
Two or more races
19,425
4.6%
Ethnicity
Hispanic
198,556
46.0%
Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP05)

California (state)
Estimate
% of total
23,607,242
60.6%
2,263,222
5.8%
292,018
0.7%
5,503,672
14.1%
152,027
0.4%
5,329,952
13.7%
1,834,714
4.7%
15,105,860

38.8%

As noted and displayed in the prior population growth map, Santa Maria is the fastest growing
city within the Consortium and this growth largely reflected the increase in the Hispanic
population. Currently, Santa Maria’s population is 74.6% Hispanic whereas in 2010 it was 69.4%,
a 5.2% increase during this timeframe. In contrast, the percent of Whites, Asians and Blacks each
experienced small declines in population. Lompoc and Goleta, the second and third largest cities
in the Consortium, demonstrated similar demographic shifts.
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Table: Racial and Ethnic Composition, Member Cities
Race
Buellton
Estimate % of total
White
4,364
85.8%
Black or African American
137
2.7%
Am. Indian/Alaska Native
38
0.7%
Asian
22
0.4%
N. Hawaiian/Other Pac
0
0.0%
Some other race
310
6.1%
Two or more races
216
4.2%
Ethnicity
Hispanic
1,495
29.4%
Race
Lompoc
Estimate % of total
White
28,183
64.4%
Black or African American
2,229
5.1%
Am. Indian/Alaska Native
842
1.9%
Asian
1,432
3.3%
N. Hawaiian/Other Pac
126
0.3%
Some other race
7,713
17.6%
Two or more races
3,237
7.4%
Ethnicity
Hispanic
24,821
56.7%

Carpinteria
Estimate % of total
9,964
73.3%
50
0.4%
127
0.9%
510
3.8%
0
0.0%
2,535
18.6%
407
3.0%

Goleta
Estimate % of total
21,319
69.1%
601
1.9%
177
0.6%
2,689
8.7%
30
0.1%
4,467
14.5%
1,564
5.1%

6,128
45.1%
Santa Maria
Estimate % of total
76,912
73.4%
1,376
1.3%
438
0.4%
5,465
5.2%
91
0.1%
17,530
16.7%
2,979
2.8%

11,235
36.4%
Solvang
Estimate % of total
5,018
88.8%
0
0.0%
16
0.3%
101
1.8%
0
0.0%
365
6.5%
150
2.7%

78,224

Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP05)

74.6%
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Overall, the Black population is relatively small in the Santa Barbara area and most represented
in the southwest corner of the Consortium approximate to Vandenberg Air Force Base. However,
even here, Blacks comprise approximately 8% of the total population.
Map: Black Population

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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While somewhat larger than the Black population, the Asian population is also relatively small
within the Consortium. There are areas with a concentration of Asian residents along the south
coast from the area of Gaviota State Park to the north down to the City of Goleta to the south.
While not as concentrated, there is also a higher percentage of Asians residing in Lompoc and
Santa Maria.
Map: Asian Population

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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The Native American and Alaskan Native population is very small, representing just under 1% of
the total population and principally concentrated in census tracts stretching north from Gaviota
State Park to south around the Cachuma Lake Recreational Area; other areas of concentration of
Native American and Alaskan Natives are in Lompoc and Carpinteria.
Map: Native American/Alaskan Native Population

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Native Hawaiian and Pacific Islanders comprise 0.2% of the Consortium region’s population with
concentrations in urban areas as well as in the center of the county in and around the area
bordering the Los Padres National Forest. While this central tract (06083001905) encompasses
a large swath of land, the total Hawaiian and Pacific Islanders population in this tract represented
slightly over 40 persons.
Map: Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander Population

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Hispanic residents make up the largest minority group in the Consortium and is most
concentrated in the northwest part of the County surrounding the cities of Santa Maria and
Guadalupe. The Hispanic population in this general area was greater than 70%. A few tracts
around Lompoc and cities along the Consortium’s south coast Consortium also showed
concentrations of residents identifying themselves as Hispanic.
Map: Hispanic Population

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Limited English Proficiency (LEP)
Limited English Proficiency (LEP), is defined as “speaks English less than ‘very well.’” There are
7,909 households representing 7.5% of all Consortium households that indicated Limited English
Proficiency. Of these households, 83.5% are Spanish speaking while 11.4% speak languages of
Asian origin. Approximately 69.5% of these households reside in the cities of Santa Maria and
Lompoc.
Table: Limited English Proficiency
All
# LEP
Households
Consortium
105,957
7,909
Buellton
1,956
69
Carpinteria
5,136
258
Goleta
10,896
563
Lompoc
13,410
1,012
Santa Maria
27,771
4,486
Solvang
2,324
105
California
12,888,128 1,189,745
(state)

% LEP
7.5%
3.5%
5.0%
5.2%
7.5%
16.2%
4.5%
9.2%

# Spanish
6,611
69
234
330
958
4,061
105
665,765

# Asian
899
0
24
190
32
268
0
376,729

# Other
Indo-Euro
194
0
0
43
0
12
0
119,133

# Other
Language
205
0
0
0
22
145
0
28,118

Source: 2010 Census, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (S1602)
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Diversity
The diversity map below provides a visual representation of the predominant race within the
Consortium. While White residents make up the majority, there are areas of the Consortium that
are primarily other racial or ethnic groups. Hispanic residents make up the majority in
northeastern part of the Consortium, as well as in Lompoc, Goleta, and Carpinteria. Although
race/ethnicity is just one factor that may affect fair housing choice, it is a useful tool in
understanding the demographics of individual tracts across the region.
Map: Predominant Race

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap

Santa Barbara County Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice
2020

30

The map below displays the Diversity Index ranking for census tracts in the Consortium, based
on data from Policy Map. As Policy Map explains:
“The diversity index is an index ranging from 0 to 87.5 that represents the probability that two
individuals, chosen at random in the given geography, would be of different races or ethnicities
between 2013-2017. Lower index values between 0 and 20 suggest more homogeneity and higher
index values above 50 suggest more heterogeneity (diverse). Racial and ethnic diversity can be
indicative of economic and behavioral patterns. For example, racially and ethnically homogenous
areas are sometimes representative of concentrated poverty or concentrated wealth. They could
also be indicative of discriminatory housing policies or other related barriers.”

Most tracts in the Consortium are relatively diverse, particularly in areas around Lompoc and
Goleta. The most homogenous areas are in the northwest area and primarily Hispanic.
Suburban tracts in the southwestern area are also highly homogenous and largely represented
by concentrations of persons self-identifying as White.
Map: Diversity Index

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Disability
In addition to having to overcome barriers such as housing discrimination and difficulty in finding
accessible units, people with disabilities face financial hardships at much higher rates than the
average person. An estimated 9.4% of the total population of the Consortium (32,314 people)
had a disability of some sort. Unfortunately, accessible and affordable housing remains firmly out
of reach for a large portion of the disabled population.
The following table provides data on the number of people with a disability in the Consortium,
broken down by age and compared to the state. As is typical across the state and the country,
the elderly experience a higher rate of disability in comparison to other age cohorts: nearly half
of all residents 75 years and over have a disability while less than 10% of those aged 35 to 64
years old have a disability.
Table: Disability and Age
Age
Persons with a disability
Under 5 years
5 to 17 years
18 to 34 years
35 to 64 years
65 to 74 years
75 years and over

Consortium
# w/ disability
% of age group
32,314
9.4%
100
0.4%
2,031
3.5%
4,072
4.1%
10,699
9.5%
5,350
21.3%
10,062
49.5%

California (state)
# w/ disability
% of age group
4,088,523
10.6%
16,039
0.6%
279,466
4.2%
469,908
4.9%
1,525,378
10.3%
702,349
24.1%
1,095,383
51.3%

Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (S1810)
Data note: “# w/ disability” is the estimate of disabled persons in age group and “% of age group” is the percent of the
age group with a disability.
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The following table provides data on the extent of disabilities among different racial and ethnic
groups for the cities of the Consortium. Carpinteria, Lompoc and Solvang have the highest
percentage of disability rates in the Consortium. Where data are reported for minority groups,
Black or African Americans generally have the highest disability rates, while Hispanics have the
lowest.
Table: Disability and Race
Race/Ethnicity

Jurisdiction
White
Black or African American
Am. Indian/Alaska Native
Asian
N. Hawaiian/Other Pac
Some other race
Two or more races
Hispanic

Race/Ethnicity

Jurisdiction
White
Black or African American
Am. Indian/Alaska Native
Asian
N. Hawaiian/Other Pac
Some other race
Two or more races
Hispanic

Buellton
# w/
% of age
disability
group

474
422
0
0
0
0
38
14

9.4%
9.7%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
12.3%
6.5%

49

3.3%

4,765
3,355
320
149
93
20
487
341

11.8%
12.7%
17.6%
19.4%
7.2%
27.4%
7.0%
11.0%

1,730

7.4%

Lompoc
# w/
% of age
disability
group

Carpinteria
# w/
% of age
disability
group

1,570
1,226
8
11
89
0
173
63

11.6%
12.3%
16.0%
8.7%
17.5%
6.8%
15.5%

532

8.7%

9,298
7,258
215
90
541
14
895
285

8.9%
9.5%
15.9%
21.1%
9.9%
15.4%
5.1%
9.6%

4,447

5.7%

Santa Maria
# w/
% of age
disability
group

Goleta
% of age
% of age
group
group

2,568
2,260
34
0
71
16
116
71

8.4%
10.7%
5.9%
0.0%
2.6%
53.3%
2.6%
4.6%

609

5.4%

654
637
0
0
0
0
0
17

11.7%
12.8%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
11.3%

81

5.4%

Solvang
% of age
% of age
group
group

Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (S1810)
Data note: “# w/ disability” is the estimate of disabled persons in a race/ethnicity group and “% of age group” is the
percent of the race/ethnicity group with a disability.
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The map below shows the distribution of people with a disability in the Consortium. Like many
of the variables studied in this analysis, the concentration of people with a disability is
disproportionate across the region. The disability rate in the southwest and northeast tracts are
generally higher than the tracts nearby the cities.
Map: Disability

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Income
Median household income in the Consortium region is comparable to that of the state as a whole;
however, varying widely among cities within the Consortium. In 2017, the difference between
the city with the lowest MHI (Lompoc) and the highest MHI (Goleta) is $37,994. In 2010, this same
difference was $20,963, underlining a growing gap between high-income and low-income tracts
within the Consortium.

Table: Median Household Income
Municipalities
Santa Barbara County
Buellton
Carpinteria
Goleta
Lompoc
Santa Maria
Solvang
California (state)

2010

2017
$60,078
$63,988
$63,834
$67,895
$46,932
$50,208
$61,289
$60,883

$68,023
$77,462
$69,834
$87,068
$49,074
$55,485
$73,373
$67,169

Percent Change
2010-2017
13.2%
21.0%
9.4%
28.0%
4.6%
10.5%
19.7%
10.3%

Source: 2006-2010 & 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP03)
Data note: MHI was not available for the Consortium, so MHI for the county was used.

While each city saw its MHI increase, this does not take into account adjustment for inflation.
According to Bureau of Labor Statistics, inflation between the seven-year period between
January 2010 through January 2017 was approximately 13%. The residents of cities with a growth
in MHI of approximately 13% or less saw their purchasing power decrease between 2010 and
2017. Only Goleta, Solvang, and Buellton had an increase in the median income that increased at
rates great enough to account for inflation.
As noted in the table above, median household income varies throughout the Consortium. Areas
with the lowest MHI, represented by lighter blue, are primarily rural tracts and tracts in the center
of urban areas. The highest MHI areas, which often more than double the lowest MHI areas, tend
to be suburban or along coastal regions. There is a clear concentration of wealth along the
southern coastal areas of the region, while MHI is lowest in the northwest and in Los Padres
National Forest.
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Map: Median Household Income

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Income and Race
In the Consortium, there is a relationship between a household’s median income and race or
ethnicity. In the region, White and Asian households have median household incomes higher
than the county median of $68,023, while all other race/ethnicities were lower. Native American
Indian/Alaskan Native households had the lowest median household income in the county with
$46,250, or 68% less than the countywide median household income. Due to the small size of the
group the median household income for Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander households was not
calculated.
Chart: Income & Race Comparison
80,000
70,000
60,000
50,000
40,000
30,000
20,000
10,000
0

Am.
Some other
Indian/Alaska
race
Native

Hispanic

Black or
African
American

Two or more
races

Median

Asian

White

Data Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Yr Estimates (S1903)
Data Note: Data is for Santa Barbara County
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LMI Changes
Every five years HUD publishes an update to the LMI Status of tract block groups. LMI tracts are
locations where at least 51% of the residents are LMI, which allows HUD grant programs to be
classified as LMA benefit. In the jurisdiction there were 35 LMI, one of which is new. Four tracts
changed from LMI to non-LMI since the last update.
Map: Santa Barbara County LMI Tract Changes

Santa Barbara County Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice
2020

38

Poverty
The poverty rate in the Consortium has consistently been higher than the statewide rate and has
also increased slightly more than the state as a whole. In 2010, the poverty rate in the Consortium
was 14.4% and by 2017 it increased to 15.8%. In the same time period, the poverty rate in the
state as a whole went from 13.7% to 15.1%.
The increase in poverty was uneven throughout the region. Three cities experienced a decrease
in the poverty rate, Buellton and Carpinteria had the largest decrease with 24.7% and 28.0%,
respectively. Solvang experienced a very large increase going from 6% in 2010 to 15.1% in 2017
– an increase of 145%.
Table: Poverty Rate
Consortium/State
Consortium
Buellton
Carpinteria
Goleta
Lompoc
Santa Maria
Solvang
California (state)

Percentage of
population in
poverty 2010
14.4%
7.3%
10.7%
9.1%
18.9%
17.7%
6.0%
13.7%

Percentage of
population in
poverty 2017
15.9%
5.5%
7.7%
8.4%
20.8%
18.6%
14.7%
15.1%

Source: 2006-2010 & 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP03)
Data note: All people.
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Percent change
2010-2017
10.4%
-24.7%
-28.0%
-7.7%
10.1%
5.1%
145.0%
10.2%
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The following map displays the geographical distribution of poverty throughout the Consortium
region. The lighter shaded areas represent a smaller percent of people in poverty and the darker
shaded areas represent a higher percent of people in poverty. Concentrations of poverty are
important to be aware of, particularly if the areas overlap with neighborhoods that have a large
racial or ethnic minority present. Tracts in Santa Maria, Lompoc and Goleta appear to have the
highest poverty in the Consortium.
Map: People in Poverty

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Poverty and Race
A household’s racial or ethnic group is related to the family’s poverty rate. White and “Two or
more races” are the only groups with a poverty rate below the Consortium-wide rate. Native
Americans/Alaskan Natives and Black and African Americans have the highest poverty rates.
Hispanic residents represent the largest minority group and have a poverty rate of 19.5%.

Table: Poverty and Racial / Ethnic Composition
Race/Ethnicity
Santa Barbara County
Consortium
White
Black or African American
Am. Indian/Alaska Native
Asian
N. Hawaiian/Other Pac
Some other race
Two or more races
Hispanic

# in poverty

51,861
36,393
1,303
649
3,096
7
8,331
2,082
29,674

% in poverty

15.9%
14.8%
21.1%
22.3%
18.8%
1.4%
21.0%
14.4%

California (state)

# in poverty

19.5%

5,773,408
3,183,011
502,610
62,078
607,792
21,470
1,141,471
254,976
3,052,999

% in poverty

15.1%
13.7%
23.2%
21.9%
11.2%
14.5%
21.8%
14.3%
20.6%

Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (S1701)
Data note: “# in poverty” is the estimate of people in poverty in race/ethnicity group and “% in poverty” is the
percent of the persons in poverty in the race/ethnicity group.
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The following map displays the poverty rate based on ethnicity. Lighter shaded areas represent
areas where the particular group has lower rates of poverty and darker shaded areas represent
areas where the group has higher poverty rates. Hispanics experienced high poverty rates of 40%
or more in several tracts in the southern coastal areas. Poverty rates are generally higher for
Hispanics in urban areas.
Map: Poverty – Hispanic

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Cost Burden
By HUD’s definition, households paying in excess of 30% of their monthly household income
towards housing costs (renter or owner) are defined as being “cost burdened.” The tables below
detail data on 1.) Owner costs as a percentage of household income for homeowners with a
mortgage, 2.) Homeowners without a mortgage, and 3.) Renter costs as a percentage of income.
Renters are, by far, the most cost burdened group in the Consortium. Approximately 57.9% of
renters pay more than 30% of their income to housing costs, and 48% of these pay in excess of
35%. Homeowners with a mortgage have a lower, but still significant cost burden rate. About
38.1% of those with a mortgage are cost burdened. Lastly, homeowners without a mortgage are
the least at risk of being cost burdened, only 15.7% pay over 30% to housing costs. However,
homeowners without a mortgage also tend to be elderly and may lack disposable income,
meaning any increase in housing costs can cause significant problems.
Table: Monthly Housing Costs, Consortium
Homeowners with a
Mortgage
Number
Percentage
Housing units
39,999
(x)
Less than 20%
13,513
33.8%
20 to 24.9%
6,300
15.8%
25 to 29.9%
4,923
12.3%
30 to 34.9%
3,615
9.0%
35% or more
11,648
29.1%

Homeowners without a
Mortgage
Number
Percentage
19,279
(x)
14,327
74.3%
1,079
5.6%
848
4.4%
752
3.9%
2,273
11.8%

Not Computed
127
(x)
223
(X)
Data Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04)

Renters
Number
43,830
7,786
5,295
5,397
4,328
21,024

Percentage
(x)
17.8%
12.1%
12.3%
9.9%
48.0%

2,499

(x)

The tables below show cost burden for homeowners with a mortgage, homeowners without a
mortgage and renters by cities in the Consortium.
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Table: Selected Monthly Costs of Home Owners with Mortgage, Cities
Buellton
Carpinteria
Number
Percentage
Number
Percentage
Hsg units w/ mortgage
968
968
1,736
1,736
Less than 20%
386
39.9%
570
32.8%
20 to 24.9%
154
15.9%
302
17.4%
25 to 29.9%
43
4.4%
158
9.1%
30 to 34.9%
51
5.3%
170
9.8%
35% or more
334
34.5%
536
30.9%
Not Computed
Hsg units w/ mortgage
Less than 20%
20 to 24.9%
25 to 29.9%
30 to 34.9%
35% or more

0
(X)
Lompoc
Number
Percentage
3,665
3,665
1,261
34.4%
575
15.7%
505
13.8%
394
10.8%
930
25.4%

0
(X)
Santa Maria
Number
Percentage
9,732
9,732
3,328
34.2%
1,592
16.4%
1,207
12.4%
1,079
11.1%
2,526
26.0%

Not Computed
24
(X)
21
(X)
Data Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04)
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Goleta
Number
Percentage
3,984
3,984
1,227
30.8%
572
14.4%
553
13.9%
403
10.1%
1,229
30.8%
0
(X)
Solvang
Number
Percentage
1,003
1,003
290
28.9%
160
16.0%
184
18.3%
29
2.9%
340
33.9%
0

(X)
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Table: Selected Monthly Costs of Home Owners without a Mortgage, Cities
Buellton
Carpinteria
Number
Percentage
Number
Percentage
Hsg unit w/o mortgage
400
400
985
985
Less than 10%
113
28.3%
405
41.1%
10 to 14.9%
129
32.3%
169
17.2%
15 to 19.9%
77
19.3%
77
7.8%
20 to 24.9%
49
12.3%
68
6.9%
25 to 29.9%
11
2.8%
56
5.7%
30 to 34.9%
0
0.0%
90
9.1%
35% or more
21
5.3%
120
12.2%
Not Computed
Hsg unit w/o mortgage
Less than 10%
10 to 14.9%
15 to 19.9%
20 to 24.9%
25 to 29.9%
30 to 34.9%
35% or more

8
(X)
Lompoc
Number
Percentage
1,993
1,993
1,021
51.2%
269
13.5%
198
9.9%
141
7.1%
94
4.7%
59
3.0%
211
10.6%

0
(X)
Santa Maria
Number
Percentage
4,103
4,103
1,913
46.6%
815
19.9%
368
9.0%
200
4.9%
139
3.4%
194
4.7%
474
11.6%

Not Computed
15
(X)
44
(X)
Data Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04)
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Goleta
Number
Percentage
1,758
1,758
846
48.1%
262
14.9%
166
9.4%
129
7.3%
40
2.3%
114
6.5%
201
11.4%
25
(X)
Solvang
Number
Percentage
421
421
80
19.0%
164
39.0%
63
15.0%
50
11.9%
7
1.7%
13
3.1%
44
10.5%
0

(X)
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Table: Selected Monthly Costs of Renters, Cities
Buellton
Number
Percentage
Units paying rent*
542
542
Less than 15%
43
7.9%
15 to 19.9%
26
4.8%
20 to 24.9%
101
18.6%
25 to 29.9%
93
17.2%
30 to 34.9%
23
4.2%
35% or more
256
47.2%
Not Computed
Units paying rent*
Less than 15%
15 to 19.9%
20 to 24.9%
25 to 29.9%
30 to 34.9%
35% or more

38
(X)
Lompoc
Number
Percentage
7,487
7,487
510
6.8%
877
11.7%
930
12.4%
874
11.7%
845
11.3%
3,451
46.1%

Carpinteria
Number
Percentage
2,242
2,242
168
7.5%
245
10.9%
290
12.9%
297
13.2%
241
10.7%
1,001
44.6%

Goleta
Number
Percentage
4,980
4,980
499
10.0%
551
11.1%
695
14.0%
887
17.8%
481
9.7%
1,867
37.5%

173
(X)
Santa Maria
Number
Percentage
13,451
13,451
821
6.1%
1,369
10.2%
1,690
12.6%
1,623
12.1%
1,513
11.2%
6,435
47.8%

149
(X)
Solvang
Number
Percentage
855
855
51
6.0%
87
10.2%
131
15.3%
169
19.8%
117
13.7%
300
35.1%

Not Computed
226
(X)
420
(X)
Data Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04)
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(X)

46

Three areas of the Consortium stand out with a disproportionately high homeowner cost burden,
over 40%. These areas are north of Santa Maria, central areas bordering Los Padres National
Forest and along the southern coastline west of Goleta. Many of the tracts located around the
cities have cost burden higher than the rural tracts of the region.
Map: Cost Burdened Owner-Occupied Households

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap

Santa Barbara County Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice
2020

47

Cost burdened renters exhibit a different geographic pattern than cost burdened home owners.
The lowest rate, under 30%, are found in tracts to both the south and west of Santa Maria and in
central areas bordering Los Padres National Forest. Households with high cost burdened rates,
over 60%, are found in the northwest part of the County, including Santa Maria, Lompoc and
around the cities in the southern coastal area.
Map: Cost Burdened Renter Households

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Employment
According to the 2013-2017 ACS, there were 211,793 workers in Santa Barbara County with the
“Educational services, health care, social assistance” industry being the largest employing
business sector by far with 23% share of all workers. This was followed by the “Arts,
entertainment, recreation, accommodation, food services” and “Professional, scientific,
management, admin, waste management” business sectors with 12.2% and 11.4% respectively.
Retail trade was the fourth largest employing business sector in Santa Barbara County with a
10.4% share of workers.
This is significant because not all jobs have the same earning potential. Two of the four largest
business sectors in the County also have the lowest Industry Median Earnings – the median
earnings of all employed workers in the business sector. Workers in the “Retail trade” business
sector have an annual median earning of $21,003 and those in the “Arts, entertainment, rec,
accommodation, food” business sector have $18,776 – the two lowest earning business sectors
in the County.

Table: Employment by Industry in Santa Barbara County

Industry
Median
Earnings
Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, mining
18,408
8.7%
$22,095
Construction
11,266
5.3%
$38,232
Manufacturing
15,146
7.2%
$45,443
Wholesale trade
4,527
2.1%
$41,250
Retail trade
22,129
10.4%
$21,003
Transportation and warehousing, and utilities
6,050
2.9%
$47,945
Information
4,048
1.9%
$47,419
Finance and insurance, real estate, rental, leasing
10,632
5.0%
$47,772
Professional, scientific, mgmt., admin, waste
24,126
11.4%
$43,345
Educational services, health care, social assistance
48,739
23.0%
$35,582
Arts, entertainment, rec, accommodation, food
25,845
12.2%
$18,776
Other services, except public administration
11,699
5.5%
$24,388
Public administration
9,178
4.3%
$61,639
Total
211,793
(x)
(x)
Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (Number/Share of Workers DP03,
Industry Median Earnings B24031)
Industry

Number of
Workers

Share of
Workers (%)
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Chart: Median Earnings by Industry Comparison
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Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (B24031)
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Employment Status
According to data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics, unemployment rates in the Consortium
and the State are following a very similar trend. Since 2010, the unemployment rates in the
region have been steadily decreasing. Santa Maria experienced an increase from 2015 to 2016;
however, it has since been decreasing as well.
Chart: Unemployment Rate from 2010 to 2018 (%)
15.0
13.0
11.0
9.0
7.0
5.0
3.0
1.0

2010

2011
California

2012

2013

Santa Barbara County

2014

2015
Goleta

2016
Lompoc

2017

2018

Santa Maria

Source: BLS, Local Area Unemployment Statistics, Not seasonally adjusted
Data note: Data were not available for places with a population of 25,000 or below, therefore there was no data
collected for Buellton, Carpinteria and Solvang.
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The map below shows the geographical distribution of the unemployment rate throughout the
Consortium region. While unemployment data from the ACS are based on an estimate from the
years 2013-2017, it serves as a reliable tool to assess where unemployment has been highest
geographically in the Consortium. The lightest shade represents areas with the lowest
unemployment rate, and the unemployment rate increases as the shade darkens.
Unemployment is highest in tracts around the cities of Santa Maria, Lompoc and Goleta.
Map: Unemployment Rate

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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The map below displays the geographical distribution of the labor force in the Consortium. The
lighter shades represent areas where the percentage of the population participating in the labor
force is less. The percent participating in the labor force increases as the shade darkens. The
Consortium’s labor force is more concentrated in the cities in the region. Rural areas of the
region, not including Los Padres National Forest, tend to have less labor force participation, but
not by any significant amount.
Map: Labor Force

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Transportation
The most common form of transportation in Santa Barbara County is driving a car, truck, or van.
Of that group, it is most common that workers drive alone rather than carpool. A distant second
are those working from home. This is similar to the state as whole. With some variance between
public transportation and walking to work, the method of commuting in the cities of the
Consortium is similar to that of the county and state.
Table: Commuting to Work (Method) County
Method
Santa Barbara County
California (state)
Workers 16 years and over
207,428
17,589,758
Car, truck, or van
81.6%
84.0%
Drove alone
68.0%
73.6%
Carpooled
13.6%
10.4%
Public transportation (excluding taxicab)
3.2%
5.2%
Walked
4.6%
2.7%
Bicycle
3.6%
1.1%
Taxicab, motorcycle, or other means
1.2%
1.5%
Worked at home
5.8%
5.6%
Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Yr Estimates (S0801)
Data note: Commuting data were not available for the Consortium, so county data was used.

Table: Commuting to Work (Method) Municipalities
Method
Buellton
Carpinteria

Goleta

Workers 16 years+
2,549
6,947
15,949
Car, truck, or van
94.5%
82.6%
85.6%
Drove alone
85.4%
66.4%
73.8%
Carpooled
9.1%
16.3%
11.8%
Public transportation
0.5%
2.1%
2.8%
Walked
2.2%
5.5%
3.2%
Bicycle
0.8%
2.0%
3.3%
Taxicab, motorcycle, other
0.0%
0.1%
1.4%
Worked at home
1.9%
7.6%
3.7%
Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Yr Estimates (S0801)

Lompoc
17,162
86.4%
68.9%
17.4%
4.8%
3.8%
1.0%
0.6%
3.4%
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Santa Maria
45,867
92.2%
67.7%
24.5%
1.8%
1.6%
0.6%
0.8%
3.0%

Solvang
2,995
77.3%
69.2%
8.0%
0.5%
11.9%
0.0%
0.0%
10.3%
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The commute time is relatively short for most residents in the region as compared the state as a
whole. The vast majority of residents commute less than 30 minutes. Only 4.8% of the population
commutes more than 60 minutes to work in the county as compared to 11.8% in the state.
Table: Travel Time to Work
Workers 16 yrs+ who did not work at home
Less than 10 minutes
10 to 14 minutes
15 to 19 minutes
20 to 24 minutes
25 to 29 minutes
30 to 34 minutes
35 to 44 minutes
45 to 59 minutes
60 or more minutes

Santa Barbara County
195,397
20.9%
23.0%
19.2%
12.5%
3.4%
8.5%
3.7%
3.9%
4.8%

California (state)
16,611,711
9.7%
12.6%
14.9%
14.4%
6.0%
15.0%
6.9%
8.7%
11.8%

Mean travel time to work (minutes)
19.4
Source: 2006-2010 & 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Yr Estimates (S0801)

28.8

The table below shows the commute time for residents who travel to work in the cities in the
Consortium. Commute times to work for residents are generally similar to the county and state;
however, over 10% of workers in Lompoc commute more than 60 minutes to work – twice that
of the county as a whole.
Table: Travel Time to Work Municipalities
Method
Buellton
Workers 16 yrs+ *DNWK
2,549
Less than 10 minutes
25.0%
10 to 14 minutes
18.2%
15 to 19 minutes
18.5%
20 to 24 minutes
7.0%
25 to 29 minutes
2.7%
30 to 34 minutes
9.2%
35 to 44 minutes
10.7%
45 to 59 minutes
7.8%
60 or more minutes
1.0%

Carpinteria
6,947
20.9%
12.9%
12.2%
16.1%
5.2%
13.7%
9.4%
2.7%
6.8%

Goleta
15,949
22.6%
26.9%
23.2%
11.7%
3.4%
6.2%
1.8%
1.6%
2.5%

Lompoc
17,162
24.7%
15.4%
11.4%
7.5%
2.9%
11.0%
5.5%
10.8%
10.8%

Santa Maria
17,162
15.2%
18.4%
18.0%
17.4%
5.0%
14.1%
5.1%
3.3%
3.7%

Solvang
2,995
27.7%
18.4%
14.1%
5.1%
0.6%
5.2%
12.3%
12.4%
4.2%

Mean travel time to work
19.6
23.7
16.3
24.6
Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Yr Estimates (S0801)
Data note: * DNWK (did not work from home) and mean travel time is in minutes.

20.8

22.7
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The following map shows the percentage of the population that must commute over an hour to
work by census tract. The highest percentage of workers commuting more than one hour to
work in the region is from Los Padres National Forest. This is unsurprising given the lack of
economic centers in the area and the large geographic size of the tract. Lompoc also has a high
percentage of workers commuting over one hour to work.
Map: Commute More Than 1 Hour

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Veterans
As of 2017 there were an estimated 22,974 veterans living in Santa Barbara County comprising
6.7% of the total population. Veterans tend to have a higher median household income and lower
poverty rate than non-veterans. The labor force participation rate is higher for veterans and the
unemployment rate is also higher. Unsurprisingly, the disability rate is higher for veterans than
non-veterans.
Veterans in the region have slightly better economic indicators to veterans throughout the state.
The median income and labor force participation are both higher than the state and the
unemployment rate and poverty rate are lower.

Table: Veterans

Santa Barbara County
California (state)
Veterans
Non-veterans
Veterans
Non-veterans
Civilian population 18yrs+
22,974
318,991
1,661,433
28,079,054
- Percent of population
6.7%
93.3%
5.6%
94.4%
Median Income
45,450
26,200
43,342
28,840
Labor force participation rate
80.2%
75.6%
75.1%
75.0%
Unemployment rate
4.7%
6.7%
7.1%
7.6%
Below poverty in past 12 mo.
5.6%
15.0%
7.5%
13.7%
With any disability
27.4%
10.8%
28.5%
12.1%
Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (S2101)
Data note 1: Median Income in the past 12 months
Data note 2: Veteran data were not available for the Consortium, so data for the county were used.
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Due to the location of Vandenberg Air Force Base there is one area of the Consortium with a
relatively large veteran population. The tracts in the southwest corner of the county have a
veteran population of 15% or more, over double the countywide rate.
Map: Veterans

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Crime
Each year, the FBI’s Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) Program compiles standardized incident
reports from local law enforcement agencies in order to produce reliable and uniform crime data.
This data are categorized in several areas including violent crimes and property crimes. Violent
crimes include subcategories such as aggravated assault, murder, rape and robbery while
property crimes include burglary and motor vehicle theft. FBI UCR data are not analyzed
geographically as the FBI UCR does not provide standard geographic identifiers and data are
compiled at county levels.
Below is a table showing the number of crimes and crime rate trends from 2010 to 2017. The
violent crime rate was 434.31 in 2010 and decreased to a low of 293.39 in 2014. However, from
2015 to 2016 the violent crime rate increased again to 342.45 where it has remained steady up
to 2017. In 2017, the violent crime rate was 340.90. Although similar to the overall violent crime
rate trend in the state over the same time period, the county had lower rates annually. Property
crime rates are more prevalent than violent crime rates and, while there have been slight
fluctuations from 2010 to 2017, property crime rates largely remained the same.
Table: Crimes Reported in Santa Barbara County
2010
2011
2012
Violent Crimes (#)
Santa Barbara County
California (state)
Violent Crime Rate
Santa Barbara County
California (state)
Property Crimes (#)
Santa Barbara County
California (state)
Property Crime Rate
Santa Barbara County
California (state)

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

1841
164064

1657
154867

1643
160880

1416
151851

1294
151562

1356
166691

1527
174737

1532
177445

434.31
440.39

386.36
411.12

381.35
423.10

326.16
396.22

293.39
390.67

305.09
425.91

342.45
445.27

340.90
448.90

8703
981679

9083
973254

10164
1048917

9824
1018701

9088
947023

9122
1024005

9779
1001578

8742
986910

2053.10
2635.10

2117.85
2583.67

2359.13
2758.54

2262.84
2658.10

2060.50
2441.06

2052.39
2616.44

2193.05
2552.27

1945.24
2496.66

Source: FBI Uniform Crime Reports
Data note 1: Violent crimes include aggravated assault, murder, rape and robbery. Property crimes
include burglary and motor vehicle theft.
Data note 2: Crimes rates are based per 100,000 people.
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Sexually Transmitted Diseases
Sexually transmitted diseases (STDs) can have serious health consequences and long-term
negative effects on a person’s quality of life if left untreated. According to the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC), STDs are common and preventable. One of the most important
ways to protect oneself is to know and understand STDs. STD data reports are taken from the
CDC and are reported at the county level.
There are relatively few new diagnoses of HIV in Santa Barbara County, which have been
considerably lower than the state since 2010. Still, the overall number of persons living with
HIV/AIDS has been increasing. From 2010 to 2016, the number of persons living with the disease
in the county increased from 458 persons to 572 persons.
Table: New Diagnosed HIV Cases
2010
Diagnosed Cases
Santa Barbara County
Rate
Santa Barbara County
California (state)

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

13

29

30

19

25

23

29

17

3.7
17.1

8.1
16.4

8.3
16.6

5.2
14.8

6.8
16.1

6.2
15.7

7.8
15.6

7.2
13.6

Source: Centers for Disease Control & Prevention (CDC)
Data note: Rates are based per 100,000 people.

Chart: Persons Living with HIV/AIDS in Santa Barbara County
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Other STDs reported for the region and across the U.S. were chlamydia, gonorrhea and syphilis,
for which diagnoses are increasing across the Consortium. Chlamydia has the highest rate of
diagnosis, followed by gonorrhea. Syphilis is not as common. More information on each STD can
be found on the CDC’s website at www.cdc.gov.
Table: Sexually Transmitted Diseases Number of Diagnosed Cases 2010 to 2017
Diagnosed Cases
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
Chlamydia
Gonorrhea
Syphilis

1432
66
3

1786
103
5

1725
171
9

Source: Centers for Disease Control & Prevention (CDC)
Data note: Rates are based per 100,000 people.

1880
117
22

2021
198
24

2095
337
50

2016

2299
319
26

2017

2458
377
35

The following three charts display STD rates in the county in comparison to the state. The rate
of new chlamydia cases has been increasing steadily since 2010 and relatively matches the state
rates and trend. New gonorrhea and syphilis cases have also been on the rise, but come in well
below the state rates.
Chart: Rate of New Chlamydia Cases per 100,000 People
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Chart: Rate of New Gonorrhea Cases per 100,000 People
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Chart: Rate of New Syphilis Cases per 100,000 People
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Opioid Use
The Centers for Disease Control & Prevention (CDC) collects data on opioid related deaths at
the county level. According to the CDC, there were 26 deaths due to opioid overdoses in 2017
and, in the four years that data have been collected, deaths due to opioid overdoses have
ranged between 20-30 deaths per year countywide.
Table: Deaths Due to Opioid Overdoses
2014
2015
Number
Santa Barbara County
20
31
Rate
Santa Barbara County
4.5
7.0
California (state)
4.9
4.8
Source: Centers for Disease Control & Prevention (CDC)
Data note 1: Rates are based per 100,000 people.
Data note 2: Opioid counts includes heroin.

2016

2017

31

26

6.9
4.8

5.8
5.2
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Housing Profile
Type and Size
Like much of the country, the most prevalent housing type in the Consortium is 1-unit, detached
structures, making up 61.4% of the housing stock. However, since 2010 there has been a slight
shift in housing type and size. The proportion of the housing stock made up of 1-unit, detached
structures has reduced slightly by approximately 1.8%. As well, 2-unit properties saw the largest
decline in the Consortium with a decrease of 16.7%, and 5-9-unit structures had a decrease of
8.3%. Larger property types with 20 or more units saw a rapid increase with 17.7% since 2010.
HUD defines a multifamily structure as a structure with more than four housing units; therefore,
a single-family structure may have one to four housing units. Given HUD’s definitions of singlefamily housing, the data show that the most prevalent housing type in the Consortium was
overwhelmingly single-family, with 76.2% of all housing units comprised of structures of one to
four units.

Table: Residential Properties by Type & Number of Units, Consortium
Property Type
2010
2017
% Change
Number
%
Number
%
2000-2017
1-unit, detached structure
62.5%
61.4%
-1.8%
70,061
70,228
1-unit, attached structure
5.8%
7.0%
20.7%
6,519
8,015
2 units
2.4%
2.0%
-16.7%
2,719
2,281
3 or 4 units
5.6%
5.8%
3.6%
6,330
6,671
5-9 units
7.2%
6.6%
-8.3%
8,046
7,544
10-19 units
4.8%
4.9%
2.1%
5,440
5,576
20 or more units
5.1%
6.0%
17.7%
5,673
6,894
Mobile Home
6.5%
6.2%
-4.6%
7,278
7,044
Boat, RV, van, etc.
0.1%
0.1%
0.0%
117
91
Total
112,183
(x)
114,344
(x)
1.9%
Data Source: 2006-2010 & 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04)
Data note: % change is of percentages from 2010 to 2017.
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Unit Size
The following table compares unit sizes from 2010 and 2017. In that time, the total bedroom
count in the Consortium has increased slightly throughout the region. The proportion of homes
with no bedrooms and one bedroom has increased the most in the Consortium, while the most
significant decreases have been in homes with 2 bedrooms and 5 or more bedrooms. The shift in
properties is relatively small and, overall, the housing unit sizes have remained relatively stable.
Table: Housing Units by Size, Consortium
Bedroom Count
2010
2017
% change
Number
%
Number
%
2010-2017
No bedroom
2.4%
2.5%
4.2%
2,692
2,845
1 bedroom
10.7%
11.1%
3.7%
11,965
12,715
2 bedrooms
26.6%
25.7%
-3.4%
29,855
29,330
3 bedrooms
38.1%
38.2%
0.3%
42,705
43,719
4 bedrooms
18.4%
18.8%
2.2%
20,693
21,526
5 or more bedrooms
3.8%
3.7%
-2.6%
4,273
4,209
Total
112,183
(x)
114,344
(x)
1.9%
Data Source: 2006-2010 & 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04)
Data note: % change is of percentages from 2010 to 2017.

Housing Conditions
The table below provides data on the age of the Consortium’s housing stock by year cohort in
comparison to the state. The largest cohort in the Consortium was units between 1960 and 1969,
comprising 22.8% of the stock, which is significantly larger than the state where 13.4% of the
housing stock is in that range. In 1978 the Federal government banned consumer uses of leadcontaining paint due to lead poisoning, which included paint in homes built in 1978 and after.
While Census reports do not report on homes built before and after 1978, the nearest data are
for 1980. Accounting for this limitation in the data, a picture can still be drawn to show the extent
of the risks of lead-based paint hazards in the region.
In the Consortium, approximately 61.2% of the housing stock was built prior to 1980. Homes
older than 1980 have a higher risk of containing lead-based paint, which means that over 70,000
units in the Consortium are at risk.
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Table: Year Unit Built
Range

Consortium
Number
2,613

California (state)
%
Number
%
Built 2010 or Later
2.3%
287,025
Built 2000 to 2009
9.9%
1,615,173
11,273
Built 1990 to 1999
10.3%
1,527,242
11,825
Built 1980 to 1989
16.3%
2,137,731
18,583
Built 1970 to 1979
19.5%
2,496,506
22,289
Built 1960 to 1969
22.8%
1,876,273
26,104
Built 1950 to 1959
11.5%
1,906,691
13,150
Built 1940 to 1949
3.2%
852,988
3,659
Built 1939 or earlier
4.2%
1,296,670
4,848
Total
114,344
(x)
13,996,299
Data Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04)
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11.5%
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17.8%
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6.1%
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(x)
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In the Consortium newer homes are primarily concentrated in the northwest, particularly just
west of Santa Maria. In those tracts the median year built is 1990 or later. Tracts running north
and south along highway 101 also have newer homes with a median year built of 1980 or later.
In general, tracts surrounding the cities have homes with a median year built of 1980 or later,
and rural tracts have a median year built before 1980.
Map: Median Year Built

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Occupancy Characteristics
The table below compares renter and owner occupancy data across the Consortium between
2010 and 2017. Since 2010, the total number of housing units increased by approximately 2,161
units, most of which became renter occupied units. The percentage of occupied units that are
renter-occupied has increased in this time from 41.9% to 43.7% - an increase of 4.3%.
Table: Housing Occupancy, Consortium
2010
2017
% change
Number
%
Number
%
2010-2017
Total Housing Units
112,183
(x)
114,344
(x)
1.9%
Occupied Housing Units
104,570
93.2%
105,957
92.7%
-0.5%
Vacant Housing Units
7,613
6.8%
8,387
7.3%
7.4%
-Owner Occupied Units
60,766
58.1%
59,628
56.3%
-3.1%
-Renter Occupied Units
43,804
41.9%
46,329
43.7%
4.3%
Data Source: 2006-2010 & 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04)
Data note: % change is of percentages from 2010 to 2017.

Table: Housing Occupancy in 2017, Cities
Buellton
Carpinteria
Goleta
Number
%
Number
%
Number
Total Housing Units
2,045
2,045
5,961
5,961
11,635
Occupied Housing Units
1,956
95.6%
5,136
86.2%
10,896
Vacant Housing Units
89
4.4%
825
13.8%
739
-Owner Occupied Units
1,376
70.3%
2,721
53.0%
5,767
-Renter Occupied Units
580
29.7%
2,415
47.0%
5,129
Lompoc
Santa Maria
Solvang
Number
%
Number
%
Number
Total Housing Units
14,129
14,129
28,887
28,887
2,539
Occupied Housing Units
13,410
94.9%
27,771
96.1%
2,324
Vacant Housing Units
719
5.1%
1,116
3.9%
215
-Owner Occupied Units
5,697
42.5%
13,900
50.1%
1,424
-Renter Occupied Units
7,713
57.5%
13,871
49.9%
900
Data Source: 2006-2010 & 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04)
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The map below depicts residential vacancy rates1 by census tract in the Consortium region. The
lightest shade signifies a vacancy rate under 10%, and the rate increases as the shade darkens.
Predictably, rural tracts in Los Padres National Forest, areas outside of Lompoc, and in the
northeastern and southeastern parts of the Consortium experience the highest vacancy rates
with over 25%. This skewing is unsurprising given the lack of economic centers in these tracts and
the large geographic size of the tract of the national forest.
As noted in the above tables, census tracts within the cities of Lompoc, Santa Maria, and Goleta
tend to have lower vacancy rates than the County. Looking more specifically at rental vacancy
rates, the Countywide numbers reflect a much lower rate than that of the US and California. In
2017, the rental vacancy rate for Santa Barbara County California was 1.9% according to Census
ACS data.
Map: Vacancy

1 Vacancy rates cited are from 2013-2017Census data; however, local data sources indicate that vacancy rates in 2017 for the

County as a whole currently were about 1.9%, and 0% for affordable units with restricted rents. Those on waiting lists for
affordable units wait from 6 months to 5 years. Sources: https://www.deptofnumbers.com/rent/california/santa-barbaracounty/#vacancyrate and 2017 market studies for two affordable housing projects to be constructed in Santa Maria.
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Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Construction Activity
From 2010 to 2018, residential construction permits issued increased across the region. The
majority of the permits issued were for 1-unit structures. Larger properties with 5+ unit
structures also experienced an increase in permits issued.
From the data provided by the U.S. Census Building Permits Survey, multi-family units, especially
from larger 5+ unit structures have a much lower price per unit (PPU) construction cost than
single-family units (1-unit). Single-family units typically cost more than twice that of large multifamily units.
Table: Residential Construction Permits Issued
1-Unit
#

PPU

Santa Barbara County
2-Units
3-4 Units
#
PPU
#
PPU

2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016

229
134
255
370
372
411
455

$506,203
$515,014
$365,942
$323,259
$348,289
$483,061
$346,413

10
10
6
12
26
32
4

$139,944
$125,489
$185,603
$121,163
$208,564
$168,085
$120,779

20
18
8
4
6
87
3

2017

832

$303,805

4

$272,399

2018
631 $270,765
120
$65,337
Source: US Census Bureau, Building Permits Survey
PPU = Price Per Unit in dollars.

$164,734
$147,331
$64,250
$75,000
$254,867
$79,019
$246,278

5+ Units
#
PPU
141
69
192
19
351
552
380

Total
#

PPU

$129,897
$103,533
$148,143
$108,772
$102,069
$161,234
$107,005

400
231
461
405
755
1082
842

$347,325
$346,591
$267,649
$304,757
$228,267
$277,073
$236,938

33 $169,554

411 $102,218

1280

$235,517

16 $109,438

161 $151,662

928

$220,756

Note: The figures shown are from 2013-2017 census data; however, affordable housing developers in
Santa Barbara County recently have noted that the per unit costs for low-rise multifamily housing are
hovering around $425,000 - $500,000. Contributing factors include AUD zoning, shortages of contractors
due to the 2017 Thomas Fire/Montecito Debris flow and contractors bidding higher than in the recent
past, tariffs affecting pricing of building products produced outside the United States, and changes in the
Uniform Building Code. In fact, developers have observed a 25% increase over the last 9 months. At least
one developer has had to procure contractors from outside the County, including from Bakersfield, 150
miles away.
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Chart: Residential Construction Permits Issued in Santa Barbara
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Source: US Census Bureau, Building Permits Survey
The price per unit (PPU) fluctuated from 2010 to 2018; however, it generally decreased in the
region. Stakeholder interviews and focus group participants, however, noted that more recent
trends show sharp increases in price per unit costs.
Chart: Change in Price Per Unit PPU in Santa Barbara
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Market and Demand
The table below demonstrates the negative impact of the 2007 nationwide housing market
collapse on annual housing sales in the Consortium. Starting in 2006 there was a significant
decrease in housing sales; however, since that time sales have recovered.

Chart: Annual Number of Housing Sales from 2005-2017
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Data Source: Policy Map & Zillow
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The City of Santa Maria, and to a certain degree, the City of Lompoc also showed similar trends
in housing sales to the County. The City of Santa Maria had the largest number of housing sales
in the area.
Chart: Annual Number of Housing Sales, Cities from 2005-2017
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Housing sales prices across the County decreased during the housing crisis of 2007 2 and remained
low for several years; however, the sales prices have been rising since. The cities in the
Consortium also experienced the same trend. The City of Lompoc is the only location with a
median sales price below the countywide average.
Chart: Median Sales Prices in Santa Barbara County from 2005-2017
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The housing crisis of 2007, preceded with the housing bubble burst in 2006, led to large declines in home prices,
increased foreclosures across the country as well as the subprime mortgage crisis. Several causes contributed to
the crisis include overbuilding during the boom period and the inability of homeowners to make their mortgage
payments due to reasons such as overextended borrowing, adjustable-rate mortgages, and predatory lending.
2
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Chart: Median Sales Prices, Cities from 2005-2017
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The map below shows the number of home sales by geographic location in the Consortium. Areas
where the shade is darkest is where more homes were sold, over 100 per tract. According to the
map below, homes sales were highest in the northwest, in central areas, and in tracts north of
Lompoc. This matches up with the above charts that showed sales concentrated in Lompoc.
Map: Number of Home Sales in 2017

Source: Policy Map & Zillow
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Housing Costs
Owner Occupied
The following section examines data on housing costs for owners and renters across the
Consortium between 2010 and 2017.The median home value of owner-occupied units in the
Consortium has decreased across the board since 2010. The largest drop was in Lompoc where
the median housing costs decreased by 18.6%, the same city with the largest number of sales
and lowest housing costs. There are limitations in the datasets as the effects of the housing boom
and following recession affected the median home values in both figures.
Table: Median Home Value

2010

2017

% Change
2010-2017
Santa Barbara County
$576,500
$509,400
-11.6%
Buellton
$561,100
$458,600
-18.3%
Carpinteria
$669,200
$617,000
-7.8%
Goleta
$767,100
$718,300
-6.4%
Lompoc
$330,600
$269,100
-18.6%
Santa Maria
$338,800
$297,200
-12.3%
Solvang
$723,900
$689,700
-4.7%
California (state)
$458,500
$443,400
-3.3%
Data Source: 2006-2010 & 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04)

In the Consortium there are very few homes valued at under $200,000 and small changes to the
number of homes in those price cohorts affect the percentage change more greatly. The majority
of the homes are valued at $200,000 or more and the general trend over time is that lower price
cohorts are accounting for smaller portions of the housing stock.
Table: Median Home Value for Owner-Occupied Units
Consortium
2010
2017
% Change
Number Percentage
Number
Percentage
2010-2017
Less than $50,000
2.6%
4.1%
57.7%
1,580
2,420
$50,000 to $99,999
2.9%
3.1%
6.9%
1,751
1,850
$100,000 to $149,999
2.9%
1.9%
-34.5%
1,737
1,155
$150,000 to $199,999
4.3%
3.6%
-16.3%
2,619
2,162
$200,000 to $299,999
12.4%
16.6%
33.9%
7,549
9,927
$300,000 to $499,999
27.6%
28.4%
2.9%
16,779
16,958
$500,000 to $999,999
31.0%
27.5%
-11.3%
18,809
16,423
$1,000,000 or more
16.4%
14.6%
-11.0%
9,942
8,733
Total Units
60,766
(x)
59,628
(x)
-1.9%
Data Source: 2006-2010 & 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04)
Data note 1: Percent change measures the change in “percentage”.
Data note 2: Percent change of Total Units measures change in “number”
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The following map displays the median home values across the Consortium. The lightest shaded
areas are where median home values were less than $400,000, and the shade darkens as the
home values increase. The highest value homes are concentrated in the central areas bordering
Los Padres National Forest, in the southeast coastal areas as well as areas just south and east of
Santa Maria.
Map: Median Home Value

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Rent
The table below compares 2010 and 2017 rent 3 cohort data for the Consortium. Rents have
generally increased across the Consortium more than in the state as a whole. The general trend
since 2017 shows that costs continue to increase. The City of Carpinteria saw the largest increase,
approximately 32%. Carpinteria has the second highest median rent in the Consortium. The
lowest median rent is also the place with the lowest increase in median rent, the City of Lompoc.
Table: Median Contract Rent

2010

2017

% Change
2010-2017
Santa Barbara County
$1,181
$1,397
18.3%
Buellton
$1,071
$1,388
29.6%
Carpinteria
$1,296
$1,711
32.0%
Goleta
$1,448
$1,746
20.6%
Lompoc
$810
$936
15.6%
Santa Maria
$970
$1,164
20.0%
Solvang
$1,165
$1,511
29.7%
California (state)
$1,044
$1,227
17.5%
Data Source: 2006-2010 & 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04, B25058)

When examining by rent cost cohorts, the general trend over time is that there are fewer units
available in the lower rent cohorts and an increasing number in the higher rent cohorts. The
largest change is the availability of fewer units under $500 and the increase in rents $1,500 or
more. Units that cost over $1,500 almost doubled and made up nearly half of all rental units as
of the data year presented here. Stakeholder interviews and focus group respondents noted that
the rents continue to rise and exceed these figure today.
Table: Rental Housing Costs

Consortium
2010
2017
% Change
Number Percentage
Number
Percentage
2010-2017
Less than $500
2,465
6.0%
4.1%
-31.7%
1,823
$500 to $999
11,213
27.2%
18.7%
-31.3%
8,331
$1,000 to $1,499
33.9%
30.2%
-10.9%
13,996
13,470
$1,500 or more
33.0%
42.4%
13,600
20,938
47.0%
Total Units
41,274
(x)
44,562
(x)
8.0%
Data Source: 2006-2010 & 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (DP04)
Data note 1: Median Rent is calculated based solely on those renters actually paying rent.
Data note 2: Percent change measures the change in “percentage”.
Data note 3: Percent change of Total Units measures change in “number”

A rent survey conducted by the City of Santa Barbara in August 2019 of rental housing listings for the entire south Coast of
Santa Barbara County, indicated that average rents by bedroom size were $1,570 for studio units; $1,875 for 1-bdrm units;
$2,695 for 2-bdrm units; and $3,900 for 3-bdrm units. https://www.santabarbaraca.gov/civicax/filebank/blobdload.aspx?BlobID=21274

3
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Though the goal for a more comparative analysis is to use the same data source (ACS 20132017) across all measurements, the below chart from Best Places Data Engine displays the
average rent rates from each judication from September 2019 in order to reflect a more current
look at the rising costs for renters that has proven to be a primary barrier for affordable
housing. The table gives a more updated average rent costs and shows the various costs of
renting across the Consortium. The reflected high rental rates ties into the observed trend of
increased housing costs and higher cost burden for renters across the County. As stated
previously, just under 60% of renters pay more than 30% of their income to housing costs, and
48% of these pay in excess of 35%.
Table: Average Rent for Home or Apartment
Santa
Barbara Buellton Carpinteria Goleta Lompoc
County
Average Rent
$2,758
$2,529
$3,037 $3,620
$1,797

Santa
Maria

Solvang

$1,925

$2,967

Studio Apartment

$1,403

$1,290

$1,540 $1,840

$1,260

$1,260

$1,450

1 Bedroom Home
or Apartment

$1,667

$1,540

$1,840 $2,190

$1,480

$1,480

$1,730

2 Bedroom Home
or Apartment

$1,951

$1,800

$2,150 $2,560

$1,730

$1,730

$2,020

3 Bedroom Home
or Apartment

$2,625

$2,420

$2,890 $3,445

$2,350

$2,350

$2,720

4 Bedroom Home
or Apartment

$3,040

$2,810

$3,350 $3,990

$2,730

$2,730

$3,150

Source: bestplaces.net Data Engine - September 2019
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Median rent varies throughout the Consortium; however, rents are clearly highest within the
south coast and in the surrounding areas of the cities. In general, the rental costs of a tract mirror
the housing costs for owner-occupied units. Rural areas tend to have lower costs, but a shrinking
population and fewer economic opportunities while urban areas are growing and getting more
expensive.
Map: Median Rent

Source: 2013-2017 ACS via PolicyMap
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Housing Units Affordable
Table: Housing Affordability
% Units affordable to Households earning
Renter
Owner
30% HAMFI
1,453
No Data
50% HAMFI
4,108
2,011
80% HAMFI
15,846
5,481
100% HAMFI
No Data
9,760
Total
21,407
17,252
Source: 2015 CHAS
Note 1: This data is provided by HUD in the Consolidated Plan
Note 2: HAMFI (HUD Area Median Family Income) is the median family income calculated by HUD for
each jurisdiction, in order to determine Fair Market Rents (FMRs) and income limits for HUD
programs.

In general, there are fewer units available to lower income households than higher income
households. According to the 2013-2017 ACS, the median family income for the County was
$68,023. That means at 50% of the median family income, only 5,561 units were affordable to
renter households and 2,011 homes affordable for homeowners.
Affordability Gap
The affordability gap is the difference between the median sales price in an area and what is
affordable to households at different income levels. For the purposes of this report, the
affordability is calculated with the following assumptions:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Monthly Debts: $250
Down Payment: $20,000
Debt-to-income: 36%
Interest Rate: 4.54
Loan Term: 30 years
Property Tax: 0.68% (Santa Barbara County)
Home Insurance: $1,000 annually

The actual affordability will vary depending on changes to these assumptions, but this gap
analysis provides a broad estimate of the difference between household income and
affordability. Since 2010, the affordability gap has grown substantially for residents of Santa
Barbara County. Households earning the median income are unable to purchase a home sold at
the median sales price.
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Median
Sales
Price
2010
2017
% Change
$ Change

$295,000
$530,000
76.99%
$235,000

80% Median Household Income
Affordable
Household
Affordability
Home
Income
Gap
Value
$48,062
$192,403
$102,597
$54,418
$222,715
$307,258
199.5%
$204,688

100% Median Household Income
Affordable
Household
Affordability
Home
Income
Gap
Value
$60,078
$249,707
$45,293
$68,023
$287,597
$242,403
435.2%
$197,110

Source: Boxwood Means, 2006-2010 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Santa Barbara County Affordability Gap
$530,000
2017
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$295,000
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2010
$192,403
$-
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Rental Evictions

Housing costs is a significant barrier to acquiring affordable housing for renters. However, there
are additional barriers that renters often face. Historically, California law allowed landlords to
evict tenants without providing a reason for eviction. Tenants could be subjected to eviction in
retaliation for repair requests or organizing with their neighbors against rent hikes and
displacement.
An Unlawful Detainer (UD) lawsuit is a lawsuit seeking to evict a tenant and is a summary
proceeding with significantly shorter timelines than ordinary civil cases. According to Tenants
Together (TT), California’s statewide organization for renter’s rights, most of these do not go
through the court process. In TT’s California Evictions Are Fast and Frequent report released in
May 2018, it explains:
Most evictions do not go through the court process since landlords give eviction notices prior
to the filing of unlawful detainer eviction lawsuits. Tenants who are served with this notice
to terminate tenancy (also known as a notice to quit) know that they have limited rights and
limited access to legal representation. In many cases, landlords serve a notice and tenants
just move out. For every tenant facing a court filed eviction, there are others displaced from
their homes who do not show up in court data because they moved by the end of the notice
period.
In Santa Barbara County, from 2014 to 2016 unlawful detainer filings averaged 1,060 a year.
Table: Unlawful Detainer Filings in Santa Barbara County
2014
2015
2016
3-Year Avg
Santa Barbara County
1,074
1,085
1,022
1,060
Source: Tenants Together, California Evictions Are Fast and Frequent, May 2018

3 Year Total
3,181

However, state and local government have taken action to address the eviction crisis. The County
has increased its dispute resolution services as a direct result of the passage of the new State and
local laws found in the Tenant Protections Act of 2019, which became effective on January 1,
2020. The passage of AB 1482 enacts three new California Civil Code Sections, which together
establish Statewide Rent Control, Just Cause Eviction protections and remedies, including tenant
relocation costs until January 1, 2030.
Additionally, on June 7, 2019 the Santa Barbara City Council adopted Mandatory Lease Ordinance
No. 5885 to help housing retention and prevent homelessness. The Rental Mediation Housing
Program is specifically named in the ordinance. In cases of non- renewal of leases, it states “the
tenant shall be offered a one-session conciliation meeting with the landlord using the Santa
Barbara Rental Housing Mediation Board…” This new ordinance with the Program’s neutral
Dispute Resolution Services, at no cost to the parties, has already led to an increase in staff
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workload with the scheduling and performance of conciliation and face-to-face mediations,
including multiparty mediations.
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Section IV: Fair Housing Enforcement
This section evaluates private and public compliance with existing fair housing laws, regulations,
and guidance, and provides an assessment of fair housing infrastructure in the County of Santa
Barbara. This analysis is informed by fair housing complaints; data on mortgage lending practices;
and a review of relevant public policies.

Housing Discrimination
This section discusses housing discrimination as evidenced by complaint filings, investigations of
violations and residents’ self-reported experience with discrimination. The Federal Fair Housing
Act, passed in 1968 and amended in 1988, prohibits discrimination in housing on the basis of
race, color, national origin, religion, gender/sex, familial status and disability. The Fair Housing
Act—Amended (FHAA) covers most types of housing including rental housing, home sales,
mortgage and home improvement lending and land use and zoning. Excluded from the FHAA are
owner-occupied buildings with no more than four units, single family housing units sold or rented
without the use of a real estate agent or broker, housing operated by organizations and private
clubs that limit occupancy to members and housing for older persons.
HUD has the primary authority for enforcing the FHAA. HUD investigates the complaints it
receives and determines if there is a “reasonable cause” to believe that discrimination occurred.
If reasonable cause is established, HUD brings the complaint before an Administrative Law Judge.
Parties to the action can also elect to have the trial held in a federal court (in which case the
Department of Justice brings the claim on behalf of the plaintiff).
The State of California has a substantially equivalent law prohibiting discrimination in housing.
The Fair Employment & Housing Act (FEHA) is the primary state law prohibiting discrimination in
the sale, rental, lease negotiation, or financing of housing based on a person’s race, religion,
national origin, color, sex, marital status, ancestry, family status, disability, sexual orientation,
and source of income. The state’s law exceeds the protections in the Federal Fair Housing Act by
including protected classes of marital status, sexual orientation and source of income. In addition,
the law defines physical and mental disability as a condition that limits a major life activity; this
definition of disability is broader than the federal definition, which requires a “substantial
limitation.” The FEHA also incorporates the protections of the Unruh Act which includes medical
condition as a protected category.
Fair Housing Complaints
The County collected fair housing complaint data from HUD’s Office of Fair Housing Enforcement.
The information received is summarized below. It should be noted that based on the information
received, the County cannot fully assess the extent to which this data duplicates complaints
received elsewhere.
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Analysis of fair housing complaints submitted to HUD between 2015 and 2019 from residents of
Santa Barbara County, which includes the Consortium member cities as well as the City of Santa
Barbara, Mission Canyon, and Summerland, reveals that 56 complaints were filed between 2015
and 2019 with some complaints citing multiple bases for their claims. The table below shows the
number of complaints filed in each year with the most active year in 2015.
Table: HUD Fair Housing Complaints - Number of complaints filed per year throughout the
County, 2015-2019

2015
2016

Total Cases
Filed
21
5

2017

9

12
4

Familial
Status
5
0

National
Origin
1
0

6

3

1

Disability

Race

Sex

Religion

Retaliation

3
0

2
1

0
0

1
1

1

0

1

0

0
0
1

2
1
5

1%

7%

2018
2019
TOTAL

6
3
3
1
1
0
15
6
7
1
0
1
56*
31
18
4
5
4
Percentage
of Basis
Cited
46%
26%
6%
7%
6%
* Thirty-two (32) of the total 56 complaints were filed in the City of Santa Barbara.

The analysis further revealed that disability is the most commonly cited basis for complaints,
comprising about 46% of all complaints. Familial Status follows and is cited at a rate of about
26%. Other bases cited include Race (7%), National Origin (6%), Sex (6%), and Religion (1%).
Interestingly, retaliation is cited as often as race at 7%. The table below shows how many times
each basis was cited in each year between 2017 and 2019.
Among disability complaints, all but 2 of the complaints citing this basis included failure to make
or allow reasonable accommodations as a basis for their complaint. Throughout focus groups
and stakeholder interviews, participants noted a particular concern about failure to make
reasonable accommodations as well.
Breakdowns of the bases cited in complaints filed in the member cities follows. As illustrated,
Lompoc and Goleta had the highest number of complaints between 2015 and 2019. In Goleta
the most frequently cited basis was familial status, while in Lompoc all complaints focused on
disability.
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Table: HUD Fair Housing Complaints By Consortium Member City, 2015-2019
TOTAL
CASES
FILED

Disability

Buellton

1

1

Carpinteria

1

Goleta
Lompoc
Santa Maria

Familial
Status

National
Origin

Race

Sex

Religion

Retaliation

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

9

3

6

2

1

0

0

0

10

10

0

0

0

0

0

0

5

2

1

1

0

1

0

1

Of the 56 complaints filed between 2015 and 2019, 13 (23.2%) were closed with conciliation or a
successful settlement. Thirty-one complaints had a no cause determination (55.3%). One case
has not been determination yet, and the remainder were either withdrawn, had a non-responsive
or uncooperative complainant, lacked jurisdiction, or had an untimely filing.
Private and Public Sector Barriers
This section reviews private and public barriers to housing choice, beginning with lending
practices of regulated financial institutions. The section then reviews public land use policies,
public housing policies, and current fair housing activities of the County and its partners.
Lending Practices

Countywide lending practices were analyzed using data gathered from lending institutions in
compliance with the Home Mortgage Disclosure Act (HMDA). The HMDA was enacted by
Congress in 1975 and is implemented by the Federal Reserve Board as Regulation C. The intent
of the Act is to provide the public with information related to financial institution lending
practices and to aid public officials in targeting public capital investments to attract additional
private sector investments.
Since enactment of the HMDA in 1975, lending institutions have been required to collect and
publicly disclose data regarding applicants including: location of the loan (by Census tract,
County, and MSA); income, race and gender of the borrower; the number and dollar amount
of each loan; property type; loan type; loan purpose; whether the property is owner‐occupied;
action taken for each application; and, if the application was denied, the reason(s) for denial.
Property types examined include one‐to‐four family units, manufactured housing and multi‐
family developments.
HMDA data are useful in assessing lending practices and trends within a jurisdiction. While
many financial institutions are required to report loan activities, it is important to note that not
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all institutions are required to participate. Depository lending institutions – banks, credit
unions, and savings associations – must file under HMDA if they hold assets exceeding the
coverage threshold set annually by the Federal Reserve Board, have a home or branch office in
one or more metropolitan statistical areas (MSA), or originated at least one home purchase or
refinancing loan on a one‐to‐four family dwelling in the preceding calendar year. Such
institutions must also file if they meet any one of the following three conditions: status as a
federally insured or regulated institution; originator of a mortgage loan that is insured,
guaranteed, or supplemented by a federal agency; or originator of a loan intended for sale to
Fannie Mae or Freddie Mac. For‐profit, non‐depository institutions (such as mortgage
companies) must file HMDA data if: 1) the value of loans for home purchase or loan refinancing
exceeds 10% of their total loan originations or, 2) the total amounts of loans equals or exceeds
$25 million or, 3) they either maintain a home or branch office in one or more MSAs or, 4)if, in
any given year, they execute five or more home purchase, home refinancing, or home
improvement loan applications, originations, or loan purchases for properties located in MSAs
or, 5) they hold assets exceeding $10 million or, 6) they have executed more than 100 home
purchase or refinancing loan originations in the preceding calendar year.
It is recommended that the analysis of HMDA data be tempered by the knowledge that no one
characteristic can be considered in isolation, but must be considered in light of other factors.
For instance, while it is possible to develop conclusions simply based on race data, it is more
accurate when all possible factors are considered, particularly in relation to loan denials and
loan pricing. According to the FFIEC, “with few exceptions, controlling for borrower‐related
factors reduces the differences among racial and ethnic groups.” Borrower‐related factors
include income, loan amount, lender, and other relevant information included in the HMDA
data. Further, the FFIEC cautions that the information in the HMDA data, even when controlled
for borrower-related factors and the lender, “is insufficient to account fully for racial or ethnic
differences in the incidence of higher‐priced lending.” The FFIEC suggests that a more thorough
analysis of the differences may require additional details from sources other than HMDA about
factors including the specific credit circumstances of each borrower, the specific loan products
that they are seeking, and the business practices of the institutions that they approach for
credit.
The following analysis is provided for Santa Barbara County, California summarizing 2017
HMDA data and data between 2007 and 2017 where applicable. Where specific details are
included in the HMDA records, a summary is provided below for loan denials including
information regarding the purpose of the loan application, race of the applicant and the
primary reason for denial. For the purposes of analysis, this report will focus only on the
information available and will not make assumptions regarding data that are not available or
was not provided as part of the mortgage application or in the HMDA reporting process.
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2017 County Overview
In 2017, there were approximately 15,200 applications within Santa Barbara County for home
loans to purchase, refinance or make home improvements for a single-family home - not
including manufactured homes. Of those applications, around 8,000 or 53% were approved and
originated. This represents a decrease of approximately 3,000 originations from 2016 and a
percentage decrease of approximately 28%, a greater decline than the national decrease of 13%.
Of the remaining 7,100 applications, approximately 1,900 or 12% of all applications were denied.
The top two application denial reasons within the County were debt-to-income ratio (39%) and
credit history (17%), representing over half of the County’s total denials. Incomplete applications
and lack of collateral represented 14% and 11% of denials respectively. It is important to note
that financial institutions are not required to report reasons for loan denials, although many do
so voluntarily. Also, while many loan applications are denied for more than one reason, HMDA
data reflect only the primary reason for the denial of each loan. The balance of the approximately
5,200 applications, that were not originated or denied, were closed for one reason or another
including a) the loan was approved but not accepted by the borrower, b) the application was
closed because of incomplete information or inactivity by the borrower or c) in many instances
the application may have been withdrawn by the applicant.

Disposition of Application by Loan Type and Purpose, 2017
Single Family Homes (excluding manufactured homes)
Loan Type

Home
Purchase

Refinance

Home
Improvement

Conventional

4,302

6,767

843

FHA

1,005

800

40

VA

583

765

42

FSA/RHS

19

0

0

Conventional

2,650

3,413

412

FHA

579

288

15

VA

341

319

24

Total Applications

Loans Originated
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FSA/RHS

8

0

0

Conventional

95

158

19

FHA

20

29

3

VA

11

15

3

FSA/RHS

0

0

0

Conventional

302

1,008

208

FHA

61

142

5

VA

28

131

5

FSA/RHS

3

0

0

Conventional

523

1,167

103

FHA

92

165

15

VA

56

129

6

FSA/RHS

4

0

0

Conventional

68

325

38

FHA

4

72

0

VA

3

78

0

FSA/RHS

0

0

0

Loans Approved but Not Accepted

Applications Denied

Applications Withdrawn

Files Closed for Incompleteness

Source: 2017 HMDA

A further examination of the 1,893 denials within Santa Barbara County during 2017 indicates
that approximately 68% were for applicants seeking to refinance existing mortgages for owneroccupied, primary residences. The number one reason for denial of refinance applications was
debt-to-income ratio (38%), followed by incomplete credit applications (17%) and lack of
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collateral (11%). Typically, homeowners seeking to refinance their existing home mortgages are
able to use their home as collateral. When the denial is due to a lack of collateral, this would
indicate the home is worth less than the existing mortgage; therefore, refinancing is not an
option. In these cases, the homes are often referred to as “under-water” or the borrowers are
“upside-down” in their mortgage. Shown below, the percentage of refinance denials given for
lack of collateral has declined significantly since the peak of the housing crisis, suggesting that
the number of “under-water” homes in Santa Barbara County has declined since 2009.

Lack of Collateral as a Share of Refinance Denials
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Home Purchase Lending in Santa Barbara County
Of the home purchase loans for single family homes that were originated in 2017 (3,578 loans),
approximately 74% were provided by conventional lenders, 4 higher than the national 64%. The
remaining 26% of home purchase loans in Santa Barbara County were provided by federally
backed sources including the Federal Housing Administration, the Farm Service Agency, and
the Department of Veterans Affairs. Nonconventional loans, including the FHA and VA lending
programs, have relatively lower down-payment requirements in comparison to conventional
lenders. The FHA, FSA, and VA lenders had application approval ratios of 48%, 42%, and 49%,
respectively. Conventional lenders, by contrast, approved home purchase loans at a higher 54%
of all applications.
The share of applications and percentage of loan application denials for traditional home
purchase loans in Santa Barbara County varies by race/ethnic groups. The largest applicant
Conventional lending are loans that are not guaranteed or insured by any government agency, including the
Federal Housing Administration, the Farm Service Agency, and the Department of Veterans Affairs.

4
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group in 2017 were non-Hispanic Whites (63%) followed by Hispanics (30%). Asians
represented 6% of all home purchase applications while Black applicants represented 1%. For
much of the following analysis by race/ethnicity, Black applicants will be excluded due to
limited sample size. In 2017, non-Hispanic Whites had the lowest denial rates for conventional
single-family home purchases, with a denial rate of 6%. Hispanics and Blacks were denied at a
rate of 7% collectively, while Asian applicants faced the highest conventional home purchase
denial rate at 11%.

Composition of Applicants by Race/Ethnicity, 2017
Asian
6%
White
Black
Hispanic

Hispanic
30%
White
63%

Asian
Other
Black
1%

Additionally, a closer look at home purchase denial rates by race/ethnicity and income groups
within Santa Barbara County, shown below, demonstrates that Asians with incomes greater than
120% of Area Median Income had higher denial rates for a single-family home purchase (16%)
than Whites with incomes less than 80% of Area Media Income (12%). Additionally, Low Income
Asians were the group with the highest home purchase denial rates at 17%. High Income Whites
were denied at a rate of 9%, the lowest of all groups examined.
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Single Family Home Purchase Denial Rate, 2017
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Application Denial Reasons by Income Group
The charts below compare reasons for loan denials among White, Hispanic, and Asian applicants
in Santa Barbara County for 2017 by income group. Black applicants are excluded due to the small
sample size.
As of 2017, the leading reason for denials for high income White and Asian applicants was debtto-income ratio. For high income Hispanic applicants, the top denial reason was credit history
(33%), which was more than double the share for high income Whites and Asians. White
applicants had the highest share of denials for lack of collateral, while high income Asians had
the highest share for incomplete applications.
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High Income Denial Reasons by Race/Ethnicity, 2017
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For denials in the low-income group, the top reason for all race/ethic groups was debt-to-income
ratio, with all Low-Income groups being denied for debt-to-income ratio at a higher rate than
their High-Income counterparts. In the case of Hispanics, the difference relative to High Income
applicants was more than double. Additionally, low income applicants in all groups were less
likely to be denied due to lack of collateral relative to High Income applicants.
Low Income Denial Reasons by Race/Ethnicity, 2017
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Santa Barbara County’s Single-Family Lending Market, 2007-2017

The following section will examine HMDA data over the time period 2007-2017, for Santa Barbara
County.
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As shown in the chart below, the number of single-family loan originations in Santa Barbara
County followed a dynamic trajectory between 2007 and 2017. At the onset of the housing crisis,
originations declined 40% between 2007 and 2008, followed by a 61% increase between 2008
and 2009. Subsequently, originations trended downward between 2009 and 2011, followed by
an increase of 49% between 2011 and 2012, reaching the highest total originations of all years
examined. Loan originations fell by half between 2012 and 2014, but then grew steadily between
2014 and 2016. Between 2016 and 2017, originations fell by 28% and, as of 2017, total
originations in Santa Barbara County are about 80% of the level prior to the housing crisis.
In contrast to originations, the number of application denials within Santa Barbara County
demonstrated fewer extreme changes between 2007 and 2017. As of the most recent data year,
denials are two-thirds below the level experienced in 2007. Relatedly, the share of denials as a
percent of total originations and total denials has declined markedly since the housing crisis, from
36% in 2007 to approximately 19% as of 2017.

SF Loan Originations and Application Denials, Santa Barbara County
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As shown in the chart below, much of the year-to-year fluctuations in total originations that
occurred between 2007 and 2017 were the result of refinancing originations. Refinancing was
the dominant loan type for all years analyzed, particularly 2012 as interest rates were broadly
falling. In 2017, refinances and home purchases comprised 50% and 45% of the County’s total
originations respectively, and the 3,578 home purchase loans originated is the highest annual
total since 2007. The growth of home purchase originations since 2010 (42% growth rate
between 2010 and 2017) reflects a steady and recovering demand for housing within the County.
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SF Loan Originations by Purpose, Santa Barbara County
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The share of refinance originations in Santa Barbara County appears to move generally with the
30-year fixed rate mortgage average, shown in the chart below. In 2012, for example, when the
average 30-year fixed rate mortgage was at its lowest level in all the years examined, refinance
originations reached the highest level in both absolute number and percentage of all years
analyzed. Similarly, when interest rates rose between 2012 and 2014, the share of refinance
originations fell from 76% to 56%. The increase in the annual average of the 30-year fixed
mortgage rate between 2016 and 2017 is consistent with Santa Barbara County’s 44% reduction
in the number of refinance loan originations over the same time period.

SF Loan Origination Share by Purpose, Santa Barbara County
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Source: HMDA, Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

For home purchase loans, the movement of originations often tracks trends in the number of
single-family building permits issued, as shown in the chart below. Both trends are indicative of
steady growth in housing demand within the County in recent years.

SF Home Purchase Originations and Building Permits, Santa Barbara
County
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Income, Race, and Single-Family Loan Denials in Santa Barbara County
Denial rates for single family loans in Santa Barbara County over time vary by race and ethnicity.
The charts below show that between 2007 and 2017, White applicants had a lower denial rate
relative to Hispanic applicants. The overall denial rate for all groups has fallen during the analysis
period, and the disparity between White and Hispanic applicants fell to 3% as of 2017, compared
to 10% in 2007.
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Single Family Denial Rate by Race/Ethnicity, Overall
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Home purchase applications exhibit lower denial rates for all applicant groups relative to overall
denial rates. Similar to overall rates, Whites had the lowest denial rates during the years
examined. As of the most recent data year, Asian applicants experienced the highest home
purchase denial rates at approximately 10%.

Single Family Denial Rate by Race/Ethnicity, Home Purchase
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Similar to the overall denial rate and home purchases, White applicants had lower denial rates
for refinance loans relative to Hispanics in every year between 2007 and 2017. Refinance denials
rates have fallen by over 10% for all groups between 2007 and 2017, with Black applicants
experiencing the greatest percentage decrease at 18%.
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Single Family Denial Rate by Race/Ethnicity, Refinance
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A view of single-family denial rates by applicant income group within Santa Barbara County,
highlighted below, generally shows the expected outcome of higher income groups experiencing
lower denial rates than lower income groups. However, Very Low-Income applicants (50% or less
of Area Median Income) have remained well above other income groups, with generally
increasing divergence since 2012, despite a decrease from 40% to 30% between 2016 and 2017.
As of 2017, High Income (greater than 120% of Area Median Income) and Middle Income (80 to
120 % of Area Median Income) applicants are the lowest and second-lowest denied groups
respectively, with Low Income (between 50%and 80% of Area Median Income) the third lowest.
The single-family denial rate declined for all income groups between 2007 and 2017.
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SF Denial Rate by Applicant Income Group, Overall
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Similar to overall denial rates by income group, home purchase applications were denied at a
much higher rate for Very Low-Income applicants between 2007 and 2017 while Low, Middle,
and High-Income applicants have remained closer to each other. As of the most recent data year,
Very Low Applicants are over five times as likely to be denied for a home purchase relative to
High Income and Middle-Income applicants.

SF Denial Rate by Applicant Income Group, Home Purchase
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For all income groups, denial rates for refinance applications were typically higher than overall
denial rates as well as those for home purchases. Additionally, the refinance denial rate for all
income groups declined between 2016 and 2017.

SF Denial Rate by Applicant Income Group, Refinance
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As a percentage of total applications within Santa Barbara County, the distribution among
neighborhoods by income group (defined as median income of property’s Census tract) shows
that for every year examined, Middle- and High-Income neighborhoods represented the vast
majority of applicants (76% as of 2017).
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Application Share by Neighborhood Income Group
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Within Santa Barbara County, Very Low Income and Low-Income neighborhoods represent 36%
of the County’s total neighborhoods, although they are represented by approximately 24% of
total originations and applications as of 2017, shown below. This suggests that Low and Very LowIncome neighborhoods within the County are less likely to participate in the single-family
homebuyer market relative to other neighborhoods. By contrast, loan applications and
originations within Santa Barbara County are disproportionately likely to occur for properties in
High and particularly Middle-Income neighborhoods.

Santa Barbara County Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice
2020

104

Originations and Denials by Census Tract Income, 2017
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The Subprime Market
Subprime loans are defined as loans that have an annual percentage rate that exceeds the
average prime offer rate by at least 1.5%. As illustrated below, the subprime mortgage market
in Santa Barbara County declined significantly between 2007 and 2010, dropping by 92%.
However, subprime originations increased by more than 150% between 2010 and 2017, to about
200 per year (approximately 20% of the 2007 total). The total number of subprime loan
originations decreased by approximately 80% on net between 2007 and 2017, while prime
originations decreased by 13% during the same time period. As a percent of Santa Barbara
County’s total, subprime originations declined from 11% to 3% between 2007 and 2017.
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Single Family Subprime Mortgage Originations, Santa Barbara County
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Consistent with broader national trends, the composition of subprime loans within Santa Barbara
County has shifted from conventional loans to government-insured nonconventional loans in
recent years. In 2007, 99.9% of subprime loans within the County were originated by
conventional lenders. As of 2017, that percentage is 53%, up from a low of 25% in 2014. Of the
nonconventional subprime loans originated in Santa Barbara County, 100% are insured by the
Federal Housing Administration. By contrast, the FHA’s share of nonconventional prime loans is
53%, while 46% are insured by the Department of Veterans Affairs.
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As a percentage of all subprime loan originations within Santa Barbara County, home purchases
represented two-thirds in 2017, up from its share of 31% in 2007.

Subprime Originations by Loan Purpose
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Though nearly half of all subprime loans within Santa Barbara County in 2017 were
nonconventional, 79% of all single-family originations in 2017 were from conventional lenders.
The highest share of nonconventional originations for any loan purpose was for home purchase
loans in 2010 at 47%. The share of conventional lending in Santa Barbara County has stabilized
to around 80% in the last few years.
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Conventional and Nonconventional Share, Overall
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Conventional and Nonconventional Share, Refinance
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Lending Practices Conclusion
Mortgage lending activity in Santa Barbara County is consistent with many of the broader trends
that have occurred in the wake of the housing crash, Great Recession, and subsequent economic
recovery.
Home purchase originations have increased every year since 2010 and as of 2017 were higher
than 2007 levels, suggesting signs of growing housing demand and a housing market recovery
within the County. Additionally, the share of refinance applications denied for lack of collateral,
suggesting an “under-water” home, has declined substantially since the peak of the housing
crisis.
The County has also been subject to cyclical trends that reflect broader economic conditions in
recent years, including changes in mortgage rates that influence the prevalence of refinance
originations and a subprime lending market that remains well below its peak prior to the housing
bust. Government-insured mortgages have increased, consistent with tighter credit conditions
and a more active regulatory environment in the wake of the housing crash.
Some trends, however, have continued despite business cycle fluctuations, such as higher denial
rates for Hispanic applicants relative to White applicants, in addition to higher denial rates for
lower income applicants and neighborhoods.
Land Use Policies and Practices
It is important to note that the State of California has a number of laws that influence the
planning and housing policies of counties and cities. Compliance with the state’s laws helps
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mitigate numerous barriers to fair housing. State laws that are related to affirmatively furthering
fair housing choice through reducing barriers and promoting inclusive communities include, but
are not limited to:
•

The Housing Element (required by California Government Code, of GC, Section 65580)—
many requirements that reduce barriers to fair housing choice. See discussion in the
section that follows.

•

State Density Bonus Law (GC 65915)—requires local governments to provide density
increases and reduce regulatory barriers to housing to promote supply and affordability.
In 2018, the California Legislature approved four bills that expanded the density bonus to
a wider range of housing projects and strengthened procedures to make the density
bonus more workable for developers. Those changes include bills granting a density
bonus for affordable student housing, clarifying and strengthening the use of the density
bonus in the Coastal Zone, allowing the density bonus to be provided through a floor area
ratio bonus for certain transit-adjacent projects, and requiring local jurisdictions to
provide developers with more comprehensive information about their density bonus
rights.

•

Second Units Law (GC 65852)—requires local governments to establish a process to
consider Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs).

•

Anti-NIMBY Law (GC 65589.5)—specifies that developments for low to moderate income
households may not be denied except for under certain conditions, including a compliant
Housing Element.

•

No Net Residential Capacity Loss (GC 65863)—limits down-zoning of sites identified in
Housing Element unless capacity in the community (adequate sites) can address regional
housing needs.

•

Limited Conditional Use for Multifamily in Multifamily Zones (GC 65589.4)—Multifamily
projects must be permitted uses, not subject to a conditional use permit on any parcel
zoned for multifamily housing if it meets certain criteria.

•

Least Cost Zoning (GC 65863)—Requires that sufficient land be zoned for residential use
with appropriate standards relative to nonresidential use and to meet the housing needs
of all income groups.

Housing Element

Housing Elements are required through General Plans (California Government Code Article 10.6,
Section 65580-65589.8) and must be updated every eight years. The Housing Element requires
local governments to plan to meet the community’s existing and future housing needs. The state
law requiring Housing Elements requires that local government adopt land use plans and
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regulatory systems which “provide opportunities for, and do not unduly constrain, housing
development.” Housing Elements are reviewed by the state for compliance with state law.
Housing element law also requires an analysis of the needs of persons with disabilities and the
existence of potential government constraints to the “development, improvement and
maintenance of housing for persons with disabilities.” Local governments are also required to
demonstrate local efforts to remove such constraints and provide for reasonable
accommodations.
Legislation effective in January 2019 amended GC 65583 to further ensure access to housing for
California residents. The amendment requires supportive housing to be considered a use allowed
“by right” in zones where multifamily and mixed uses are permitted (including nonresidential
zones permitting multifamily uses), provided the proposed housing development meets specified
criteria. Supportive housing assists the resident in retaining affordable housing, improving the
resident’s health status and ability to live and work in the community. The law requires a local
government to approve, within requisite timeframes, supportive housing developments that
comply with specified requirements. Additionally, the law was amended to require a public
agency to administer its programs and activities relating to housing and community development
in a manner to affirmatively further fair housing and not take any action that is inconsistent with
this obligation. "Affirmatively furthering fair housing" means, among other things, "taking
meaningful actions ... that overcome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive communities"
and "address significant disparities in housing needs and in access to opportunity." Additionally,
an assessment of fair housing practices must now be included in housing elements.
The County of Santa Barbara’s 2015-2023 Housing Element was revised in November 2014 and
adopted in February 2015. The Housing Element identified some concern with the current
Reasonable Accommodation Policy in that it focuses more on a given project’s impact on and
compatibility with the surrounding neighborhood instead of the necessity of the requested
disability accommodation. The Housing Element also suggested that the zoning code’s definition
of “family” could be expanded to include “individuals residing in a dwelling for group use.”
Housing Element Programs 2.1, 2.5 and 2.7 were proposed to help mitigate constraints on the
development of housing for persons with disabilities. Implementation of those programs would
include revision of the existing Reasonable Accommodation Policy to ensure compliance with
state law; housing consultation services to help applicants understand regulations related to the
development of special needs housing; incorporation of the Reasonable Accommodation Policy
into zoning ordinances; and clarification of the definition of “family” in the zoning ordinances.
County Land Use and Zoning Code Updates

Below are updates to County Land Use and Zoning issues since the previous Analysis.
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Santa Barbara County
The County’s land use and development codes cover three distinct portions of unincorporated
County lands: the coastal zone, the Montecito planning area, and the balance of the
unincorporated area, which are governed by the following planning documents — Santa Barbara
County Land Use & Development Code (LUDC), the Coastal Zoning Ordinance (Article II), and
Santa Barbara County Montecito Land Use & Development Code (MLUDC).
On February 27, 2018, the Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors adopted a series of
ordinances that allow commercial cannabis operations within the County's unincorporated area.
The ordinances categorize cannabis operations into 8 permit types, and allow each license type
in certain zones throughout the County's unincorporated area. These measures have had an
upward economic effect on tax revenues in the County.
Goleta
In February 2020, the City of Goleta adopted a new zoning ordinance. The purpose of the new
zoning ordinance is to implement the City of Goleta’s General Plan, and to protect and promote
the public health, safety, peace, comfort, convenience, prosperity, and general welfare. The
adoption fully replaced the previously existing zoning regulations.
Lompoc
In December 2019, the City of Lompoc adopted an updated zoning code as part of the
implementation of the Lompoc 2030 General Plan. The 2030 General Plan consists of overarching
policy guidance and zoning code implementations that include land use designations,
revitalization and mixed-use, H Street overlay, encouraging housing development, and
encouraging reinvestment in industrial zones. The zoning code update was made with the goal
of producing more modern, user-friendly and streamlined zones and development standards.
Santa Maria
In 2016, the City Council adopted Ordinance 2016-15 to allow for building height increases within
the Planned Development (PD) overlay district over and above the height maximum of the
underlying zone design standards on a case-by-case basis. The amendment added to the existing
flexibility that is offered for new construction in the PD overlay district.
In 2017, the City adopted a zoning text amendment for accessory dwelling unit (ADU)’s, creating
Municipal Code Chapter 12-56. ADUs are generally regarded as an effective way to increase
housing options while minimizing changes in neighborhood character or creating additional
sprawl. They can effectively provide affordable housing for renters, a source of income for
homeowners, and a housing resource for multi-generational households, including extended
families, as well as seniors, college students, and others.
The City adopted an amendment to the multi-family residential parking standards (Chapter 32 of
Title 12) in 2018, allowing required parking spaces to be located within the front setback of sites,
along with allowing required parking in a tandem space configuration. The amendment provides
another method by which development can achieve conformance with required on-site parking
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requirements, particularly on smaller and narrower infill development properties. The ability to
credit parking in the front setback, and the ability to incorporate tandem parking will facilitate
better site design, make more efficient use of land, help accommodate residential density, and
likely reduce development costs.
Fair Housing Infrastructure
This section summarizes fair housing organizations and activities in the Consortium. It also
includes a discussion the availability of fair housing information on Consortium member
websites.
Legal Aid Foundation of Santa Barbara County

The County contracts with a qualifying organization, currently the Legal Aid Foundation of Santa
Barbara County, to address fair housing concerns. Legal Aid provides the following services:
•

Training presentations to property managers, tenant groups, and others;

•

Legal advice and information on landlord/tenant rights and responsibilities;

•

Monitoring of rental housing advertisements to search for evidence of fair housing
discrimination;

•

Makes reports, as warranted, to the California Department of Fair Employment and Housing
(DFEH) and/or the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) for further
investigation; and

•

Provides a dedicated section on its website on fair housing information and how to file a
claim.

Other Fair Housing Resources

A number of other organizations that serve the County contribute to the fair housing
environment through education, advocacy, and/or legal services. Those include:
•

California Rural Legal Assistance (CRLA)—CRLA provides legal representation for low income
residents on a range of civil issues, including housing discrimination. CRLA has offices in both Santa
Maria and Santa Barbara. https://www.crla.org/

•

Conflict Solutions Center Community Mediation Program—The Conflict Solutions Center is
committed to community-based conflict resolution and provides mediation and training in conflict
resolution and restorative justice. The Community Mediation Program provides an assortment of
mediation services including landlord-tenant mediation. http://www.cscsb.org/

•

Santa Barbara Rental Property Association—a membership organization for rental property owners,
the SBRPA provides fair housing training and produces a monthly magazine on signification housing
issues. https://www.sbrpa.org/
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Affirmative Fair Housing Marketing Procedures
Adopted by the County in 1995 (and updated in 2007), the Affirmative Fair Housing Marketing
Procedures are designed to ensure that all residents are aware of affordable housing
opportunities. The requirements apply to projects funded (in part or whole) by Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG), HOME Investment Partnerships, or other local funds. Some of
the requirements outlined include:
•

Display the equal housing opportunity logo and title on project advertisements;

•

Advertise available units in publications marketed to non-English speakers;

•

Employ affirmative efforts to attract minority groups;

•

Provide fair housing training for management and sales employees; and

•

Implement fair waitlist and lottery policies.

As a part of the Affirmative Fair Housing Marketing Procedures, the County publicizes fair housing
literature, logos and slogans in both English and Spanish.
Availability of Fair Housing Information

A lack of fair housing information and awareness is a common issue cited in Analyses of
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice (AIs). It is important that all members of a community—
residents, community leaders, landlords, HOA board members—correctly understand fair
housing laws so they do not intentionally or inadvertently deny a member of a protected class
the same housing rights as other community members. It is also critical that residents who feel
they may have experienced discrimination be able to access resources to investigate their rights
and/or file a complaint. The chart below summarizes information available on Consortium
members’ websites.

Santa Barbara
County

Goleta

Does the
county/city website
contain fair housing
information?

Is the Information
available in
language other
than English?

Does the website
contain a list of
protected classes?

Yes

Is there a link to
HUD and/or
information about
how to file a
complaint?
Yes

Yes. The county
website includes
fair housing
information on its
"Landlord Tenant
Issues" page. The
page includes a link
to HUD and contact
information for
mediation and legal
services.
Yes

Yes

Yes

No
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Lompoc
Santa Maria

Buellton

Solvang

Yes. Information is
provided for fair
lending.
Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No. General
information about
fair housing is not
included. A search
of “fair housing” on
the City’s website
results in links to
the City’s Housing
Element where the
goals and policies to
affirmatively further
fair housing are
found in Section III,
and to the County
HOME Consortium’s
Consolidated Plan.
Yes. The city's
planning
documents page
includes a
downloadable fair
housing brochure
produced by HUD.

No

Yes. There is not a
link to HUD but the
site directs
residents to Legal
Aid and the RHMTF.
No

No

Yes, in brochure

Yes, in brochure

No

Section IV: Fair Housing Impediments and Action Plan
Past Action Review
The table below summarizes actions recommended in the 2015 Analysis of Impediments to Fair
Housing Choice along with progress made on suggested strategies.
Action
Expand affordable housing
opportunities.
Working to expand the supply
of affordable housing
throughout the County should

Suggested Strategies
Continue to use federal and
other County administered
funds to support affordable
housing and explore
opportunities to increase
funding for affordable housing
creation.

Outcomes
The County utilized its federal
and local funding sources for
affordable housing
development. The County also
utilized State funding for local
development opportunities.
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Action
also expand access to housing
for protected classes.

Suggested Strategies
Support opportunities to reduce
barriers to affordable housing
development discussed in the
County’s Housing Element.

Outcomes
The County requires long-term
affordability, along with State
funding sources to ensure a
portfolio of low-income housing
into the future.

Increase access to family
oriented housing (e.g., units
with at least two bedrooms).

Reduce fair housing barriers for
persons with disabilities.
The shortage of affordable,
accessible units near transit and
services coupled with landlords’
failure to provide reasonable
accommodations further
constrains housing choices for
people with disabilities in an
already tight market.

Improve access to fair housing
information.

The County has utilized HOME
funds to support family and
farmworker housing with units
containing 2 or more bedrooms,
Proactively monitor and address most recently Los Adobes III,
loss of existing affordable
farmworker housing in Santa
housing units, particularly in
Maria.
“high opportunity” areas.
The County engages with
owners of affordable housing at
the term of affordability
restrictions to endeavor to keep
properties affordable.
Maintain a list of resources on
During the 2015-2019
City and County websites for
Consolidated Plan period, the
people with disabilities—for
County contracted with the City
example, information about
of Santa Barbara Rental Housing
rights concerning service
Mediation Program and, later,
animals, reasonable
the Legal Aid Foundation of
accommodations procedures,
Santa Barbara County, to offer a
list accessible housing.
variety of services related to fair
housing, tenant/landlord
mediation and counseling,
Sponsor fair housing training
training, and testing.
sessions with landlords and
property managers, particularly
those who serve the city’s
The County consults with the
lowest income and special
Independent Living Resource
needs populations. A key
Center (ILRC) when updating the
element of the trainings would
Consolidated Plan to better
be presenting case studies on
understand the needs of
reasonable accommodations
persons with disabilities. ILHC
and tricky fair housing
promotes independent living
landlord/tenant situations and
and full access for individuals
resolving the situations through with disabilities through
the training. Participants would advocacy, education, and
be able to offer their own
action.
situations for group discussions
and explore solutions.
Encourage Consortium
County contracted with the
members to improve fair
Legal Aid Foundation of Santa
housing content (in both English Barbara County to offer a
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Action
Santa Barbara County should
increase the availability, access,
and volume of fair housing
information and educational
opportunities.

Suggested Strategies
and Spanish) on their websites.
Improvements could include
adding visible, easy to
understand fair housing
information; listing protected
classes; providing clear
information on how to file a fair
housing complaint; and links to
"California Tenants, A Guide To
Residential Tenants' and
Landlords' Rights and
Responsibilities” (in both
English and Spanish).
Continue and increase fair
housing education efforts and
trainings through local fair
housing organizations such as
the Legal Aid Foundation of
Santa Barbara County and the
Rental Housing Mediation Task
Force.

Support efforts to improve
residents’ creditworthiness.
Support local credit counseling
agencies in their efforts to
educate residents about good
personal finance practices and
their understanding of
mortgage loan financing.
Continue supporting programs
to improve the landlord tenant
relationship and consider
expanding contracted fair
housing services.
The County of Santa Barbara
has provided funding to the
Rental Housing Mediation Task
Force and Legal Aid Foundation

Support and/or lead regional
collaboration on fair housing
awareness, issues and solutions.
Refer residents who contact the
County with personal finance or
credit questions to local
counseling agencies.

The County should continue
providing existing types of
services but also consider
expanding services to include
fair housing testing and more
robust outreach activities

Outcomes
variety of services related to fair
housing, tenant/landlord
mediation and counseling,
training, and testing. Legal Aid
maintains a page on its website
dedicated to fair housing
resources.
The County Division of Housing
and Community Development
maintains a list of fair housing
resources on its website.
Consortium members are
encouraged to include fair
housing information on their
websites.
The City of Santa Barbara’s
Rental Housing Mediation
program is ongoing serving the
citizens of the Cities of Santa
Barbara, Goleta, and
Carpinteria.
The County maintains a list of
Housing Counseling agencies
serving the County, currently,
the Ventura County Community
Development Corporation:
Phone: 805-273-7800
Fax: 805-604-1359
E-mail: contactus@vccdc.org
Website: https://www.vccdc.org
2231 Sturgis Road, Suite A
Oxnard, California 93030-7813
The County has expanded
services to include fair housing
testing and more robust
outreach activities by
contracting with the Legal Aid
Foundation of Santa Barbara
County to offer a variety of
services related to fair housing,
tenant/landlord mediation,
counseling, training, and testing.
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Action
of Santa Barbara County to
provide landlord tenant
counseling, fair housing
counseling, legal aid and fair
housing education.

Suggested Strategies

Outcomes
Legal Aid provides training to
property managers and direct
services to tenants.

Current Findings
This section summarizes the main findings of this report, which will inform the discussion of
impediments to follow.
Demographics
•

Population is growing slightly faster and is younger than the national and state
averages. The area reviewed has grown 7.1% since 2010. This growth rate is slightly
higher than the statewide growth rate of 6.4% during the same time period. Santa Maria
(22.2%) and Buellton (20.49%) have had the greatest growth. Further, the Consortium’s
population has been getting younger with a median age of 33.7 years in the County, which
runs counter to the statewide trend of an aging population.

•

Persons who identify ethnically as Hispanic are a growing segment of the population.
Forty-six percent (46%) of the Consortium population identifies as Hispanic. Santa Maria
has seen the fastest growth of Hispanic residents with a 5.2% increase since 2010 for a
total Hispanic population of 74.6%.

•

Residents with Limited English Proficiency represent a notable percentage of the
population. The Consortium has 7,909 households representing 7.5% of all Consortium

households that indicated Limited English Proficiency. Of these households, 83.5% are Spanish
speaking while 11.4% speak languages of Asian origin. Approximately 69.5% of these households
reside in the cities of Santa Maria and Lompoc.

•

People with disabilities are more likely to be older and concentrated in the southwest
and northeast tracts of the County. Further, Carpinteria, Lompoc and Solvang have the
highest percentage of disability rates in the Consortium. Where data reported for
minority groups, Black or African Americans generally have the highest disability rates,
while Hispanics have the lowest.

•

As of 2017 there were an estimated 22,974 veterans living in Santa Barbara County
comprising 6.7% of the total population. Due to the location of Vandenberg Air Force
Base there is one area of the Consortium with a relatively large veteran population. The
tracts in the southwest corner of the county have a veteran population of 15% or more,
over double the countywide rate.
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Income and Affordability
•

Median household income in the Consortium region is comparable to that of the state
as a whole; however, varying widely among cities within the Consortium. In 2017, the
difference between the city with the lowest MHI (Lompoc) and the highest MHI (Goleta)
is $37,994. In 2010, this same difference was $20,963, underlining a growing gap between
high-income and low-income tracts within the Consortium. Further, only Goleta, Solvang,
and Buellton had an increase in the median income that increased at rates great enough
to account for inflation.

•

The poverty rate in the Consortium has consistently been higher than the statewide
rate, and has also increased slightly more than the state as a whole. In 2010, the poverty
rate in the Consortium was 14.4% and by 2017 it increased to 15.8%. In the same time
period, the poverty rate in the state as a whole went from 13.7% to 15.1%. Tracts in Santa
Maria, Lompoc and Goleta appear to have the highest poverty in the Consortium.
Further, Hispanics experienced high poverty rates of 40% or more in several tracts in the
southern coastal areas. Poverty rates are generally higher for Hispanics in urban areas.

•

According to data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics, unemployment rates in the
Consortium and the State are following a very similar decreasing trend. Since 2010, the
unemployment rates in the region have been steadily decreasing. Santa Maria
experienced an increase from 2015 to 2016; however, it has since been decreasing as
well.

•

Renters are, by far, the most cost burdened group in the Consortium. Approximately
57.9% of renters pay more than 30% of their income toward housing costs, and 48% of
these pay in excess of 35%. Homeowners with a mortgage have a lower, but still
significant cost burden rate. About 38.1% of those with a mortgage are cost burdened.
The Cities of Santa Maria and Lompoc have the highest percentages of cost-burdened
renters with over 60%.

•

Since 2010, the affordability gap for homebuyers has grown substantially for residents
of Santa Barbara County. Households earning the median income are unable to purchase
a home sold at the median sales price. The median home price in Santa Barbara County
is about $530,000 compared to $295,000 in 2010. Homes affordable to those earning
100% of the median household income would need to be priced at about $287,000 as
compared to $249,000 in 2010. Homes affordable to those earning 80% of the median
household income would need to be priced at about $222,000 as compared to $192,000
in 2010.

•

Residents noted difficulties with housing affordability. Forty percent (40%) of survey
respondents noted they had difficulty paying their rent or mortgage in the last two years.
Thirty-four percent (34%) said that they experienced problems with the maintenance of
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their plumbing, electrical, appliances and other items in their homes. Thirty percent
(30%) said that they had difficulty paying their utilities. The main barriers to good housing
options in Santa Barbara County that were cited included cost the of housing (89%),
concentration of affordable housing only in certain areas of the County (49%), and lack of
funds for security deposit (46%). Across all four focus groups, the participants
consistently noted housing affordability as a concern.
Services
•

Focus group and stakeholder interviews revealed a need for greater coordination of
service delivery. This is especially true when addressing the needs of the homeless or
mentally disabled. Special concerns were also noted for seniors and youth aging out of
foster care as these populations may have multiple challenges. Veterans were also
highlighted as a population in need of specialized considerations for housing and service
delivery.

•

The County has taken great strides to protect tenant rights. The County has increased
its dispute resolution services as a direct result of the passage of the new State and local
laws found in the Tenant Protections Act of 2019, which became effective on January 1,
2020.

Housing Conditions
•

While single unit detached structures are most common in the Consortium area, the
number of larger property types is increasing. Like much of the country, the most
prevalent housing type in the Consortium is 1-unit, detached structures, making up 61.4%
of the housing stock. However, larger property types with 20 or more units saw a rapid
increase with 17.7% since 2010.

•

The Consortium area has a slightly older housing stock than the rest of the state. The
largest cohort of units in the Consortium was units built between 1960 and 1969,
comprising 22.8% of the stock, which is significantly larger than across the state where
13.4% of the housing stock is in that range. In the Consortium, approximately 61.2% of
the housing stock was built prior to 1980. Homes older than 1980 have a higher risk of
containing lead-based paint, which means that over 70,000 units in the Consortium are
at risk.

•

Vacancy rates in the Consortium area have risen 7.4% since 2010. Rural tracts in Los
Padres National Forest and northeast parts of the Consortium experience the highest
vacancy rates with over 25%. Tracts around Lompoc and the cities in the southeastern
coast also have high vacancy rates.
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•

House prices have continued to rise and have recovered to pre-2007 levels. The median
home price in the Consortium area is now above $500,000. The City of Lompoc is the only
location with a median sales price below the countywide average at about $300,000, and
it also has the highest concentration of sales.

•

Rents increased by 18.3% since 2010. The median rent for the county in 2017 was $1,397.
The City of Carpinteria saw the largest increase, approximately 32%, while Goleta has the
highest median rent at $1,746 in 2017. The lowest median rent, $936, is also the place
with the lowest increase in median rent, the City of Lompoc.

•

About a quarter of survey respondents noted concerns with neighborhood conditions.
Twenty-six percent (26%) said their neighborhoods had abandoned homes or homes in
disrepair. Twenty-three percent (23%) cited vandalism as a problem, and the same
number were dissatisfied with the local services including trash pickup and street
maintenance.

Lending Concerns
•

Asian applicants are more likely to be denied financing than other races as similar
income levels. Overall, Asian applicants faced the highest denial rates at 11%. Further,
Asians with incomes greater than 120% of Area Median Income had higher denial rates
for a single-family home purchase (16%) than Whites with incomes less than 80% of Area
Media Income (12%). Additionally, Low Income Asians were the group with the highest
home purchase denial rates at 17%.

•

Hispanic applicants are most likely to be denied financing based on credit history. For
high income Hispanic applicants, the top denial reason was credit history (33%), which
was more than double the share for high income Whites and Asians.

•

Subprime lending has begun to increase. Subprime originations increased by more than
150% between 2010 and 2017, to about 200 per year (approximately 20% of the 2007
total).

Fair Housing
•

Residents may not have adequate knowledge of fair housing laws. Twenty-three
percent (23%) of those that answered were not familiar with the laws and 45% indicated
that they did not know they fair housing rights. In terms of education on fair housing
issues, half of the respondents were not aware of any fair housing or anti-discrimination
education opportunities in their community (50%), and the majority of them (85%),
have never participated in any kind of educational opportunity.

•

Discrimination based on income and source of income appears to be a common
concern. Of the survey respondents indicating knowledge of housing discrimination, the
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most commonly cited bases for discrimination were income level (64%); source of income
(35%); race/ethnicity (30%), age (23%); and criminal background (22%).

Current Impediments
IMPEDIMENT NO. 1: Housing affordability gaps are increasing for both renters and owners,
but renters are significantly more likely to face cost-burden challenges. The data in this report
demonstrates that affordability is rapidly becoming the County’s greatest housing challenge.
While these challenges are significant for most residents, they pose particular risks for
vulnerable populations, including people with physical and mental disabilities, seniors, and atrisk youth and veterans.

IMPEDIMENT NO 2. Greater coordination in service delivery to at-risk populations is needed
to address needs and prevent homelessness. The County is experiencing increases in
homelessness and at-risk populations become increasingly more likely to become homeless
when there is a lack of affordable housing options and service delivery is disconnected. Further,
in an environment where resources are limited, efficiency and partnership are necessary to
connect what’s available to those in need.
IMPEDIMENT NO. 3. Asian applicants for home purchase financing are more likely to be
denied than applicants of other races at the same income level. Hispanic applicants are more
likely to be denied for creditworthiness. This data suggests that there is a need for targeted
outreach to these demographics to address lack of access to credit and to lenders to explore
issues around denials.
IMPEDIMENT NO. 4. Fair housing protections and education efforts have increased, but
residents still report a lack of fair housing knowledge and specific discrimination around
source of income. Education around fair housing rights and enforcement is an ongoing
challenge that governments must address continuously. In particular, California’s fair housing
law includes source of income as a protected class, but residents reported that over 60% of
discrimination they were aware of was based on source of income.

Recommended Actions
This update to the AI builds upon the previous studies, surveys and public input. It analyzes data
and identifies the private and public sector conditions that foster housing discrimination and
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provides recommended actions to overcome the effects of the fair housing issues identified.
Several of these actions address multiple impediments and linkages among them are noted.
It is the goal of the jurisdictions to undertake actions that can help reduce and eliminate existing
housing discrimination and prevent its reemergence in the future, as well as to address other
impediments to equal housing opportunity. While the jurisdictions cannot control systemic issues
related to fair housing and fair housing choice challenges, they can work to coordinate actions
that improve fair housing, encourage coordination among disparate public entities, encourage
stakeholders to act and report on fair housing issues, analyze existing data sources, report
progress on fair housing issues, highlight findings from data analyses, and encourage meaningful
action and cooperation at community levels.
Given these constraints, the jurisdictions will undertake actions each year aimed at addressing
fair access to housing and fairness of housing choices for the region’s residents. These may
include some of the actions outlined below, or other actions that may be subsequently identified
as relevant and potentially effective in combating and eliminating impediments to fair housing
choice. Specific activities that may support those actions are itemized as well.
ACTION NO. 1. Increase affordable housing opportunities. Given the increase in affordability
concerns across the County, increasing affordable housing opportunities continues to be an
important focus. Working to expand the supply of affordable housing throughout the County
should also expand access to housing for protected classes. Potential strategies include:
•
•
•
•
•

Continue to use federal and other County administered funds to support affordable
housing and explore opportunities to increase funding for affordable housing creation.
Support opportunities to reduce barriers to affordable housing development discussed in
the County’s Housing Element.
Increase access to family oriented housing (e.g., units with at least two bedrooms). 
Seek opportunities that expand housing options for vulnerable populations, such as
people with disabilities, seniors, veterans, and youth aging out of foster care.
Proactively monitor and address loss of existing affordable housing units, particularly in
“high opportunity” areas.

ACTION NO. 2. Increase focus on and partnerships to better coordinate service delivery to atrisk populations. Coordinating service delivery that the County has control over as well as
forging partnerships between service providers will help to ensure that limited resources are
used efficiently. Potential strategies include:
•

Seek to pair affordable housing options with service delivery through supportive housing
development.
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•
•

Coordinate peer networks to connect service providers who can work together to
maximize resources.
Identify greater opportunities for homelessness prevention outreach.

ACTION NO. 3. Provide greater access to financial counseling for minority and Hispanic
applicants and increase outreach to lenders to address concerns in denial rates. Outreach
should be targeted to address specific concerns surfaced in the data. Potential strategies
include:
•

•

•

Support local credit counseling agencies in their efforts to educate residents about good
personal finance practices and their understanding of mortgage loan financing. Ensure
that these programs offer courses in Asian communities, which are at highest risk for
denials, and have materials available for those with Limited English proficiency. Also,
ensure that Hispanic communities receive opportunities for education around
creditworthiness, which is the biggest reason for loan denials in this group. Refer
residents who contact the County with personal finance or credit questions to local
counseling agencies.
Offer or partner with providers to educate the community on specifically on subprime
lending through financial literacy courses. Ensure courses are available in Spanish and
English.
Conduct outreach to lenders to better understand denial rates and encourage more
coordination within communities to assist residents in accessing financing.

ACTION NO. 4. Continue supporting programs to improve the landlord tenant relationship and
fair housing education.
• Support fair housing training and education opportunities throughout the region,
specifically for rental properties that will be directed to housing service providers,
management companies, and rental residents. Provide an emphasis on the protection
for source of income under California law.
• Ensure training opportunities for rental residents to clearly inform this population of their
rights and responsibilities, particularly in the area of disabilities. Ensure these trainings
are offered in English and Spanish.
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APPENDIX D
City Profile

APPENDIX E
Citizen Participation Process

Community Needs Workshop

Alicia Vela
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Mark van de Kamp
Monday, July 15, 2019 4:10 PM
Rosa Rojo
Alicia Vela
FW: FYI: tweet for publicity about community needs workshop

Rosie, FYI, tweet sent at 4:08 p.m. today.

Mark van de Kamp
Public Information Manager
City Manager’s Office
(805) 925‐0951 ext. 2372 / mobile (805) 720‐4038
mvandekamp@cityofsantamaria.org
City Manager's Office / City of Santa Maria / City Hall, Room 1, 110 E. Cook Street, Santa Maria, CA 93454
Our Mission is “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost‐effective and courteous manner possible.”
Please Note: Most City of Santa Maria administrative offices are closed to the public on Fridays. This step is an effort to
help bridge a multi-million dollar budget gap. Staff will have limited availability by phone and email. We appreciate you
making arrangements to conduct your in-person business with the City Monday through Thursday.

1

NEWS RELEASE
August 9, 2019
PAGE 1 OF 2
Traducción en español sigue a continuación / Spanish translation follows below
Community Needs Workshop
The Block Grants Advisory Committee (BGAC) of the City of Santa Maria is conducting a
public community needs workshop at Shepard Hall inside the Santa Maria Public Library,
421 South McClelland Street, at 5:30 p.m. on Tuesday, August 13th. The purpose of the
workshop is to discuss general unmet needs in the community. A Spanish-speaking
translator will be available at the workshop.
It is important to hear from the public as to how they want their federal grant dollars spent
in our City, not just in the upcoming year, but in the next five years. Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) and HOME funding in our area has primarily been
used to assist low-to-moderate income clientele and areas (more than 60 percent of
Santa Maria residents fall under this category). Most of the funding the City receives,
which is approximately $1.5 million, is given to non-profit agencies in our community who
assist those who fall under the CDBG requirements. What each agency receives is
primarily the result of what the needs are in the community.
This workshop also marks the beginning of the public participation process to develop
priorities for the Annual Action Plan for Fiscal Year 2020-21 and the Five-Year
Consolidated Plan for Fiscal Year 2020-2025. These plans are required of local
governments that apply directly for Federal funds, such as CDBG and HOME. These
Federal programs are administered by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD). The Annual Action Plan describes the activities to be undertaken
during the upcoming fiscal year with the available resources.
In addition to this workshop, the City also has an electronic survey available which only
takes five to ten minutes to complete. It is in English and Spanish, and the information
collected will also be taken into consideration when generating the funding priorities for
the next five years.
The survey can be found by going to:
www.cityofsantamaria.org/surveys and clicking on “Needs of the Community”.
Questions may be directed to the Special Projects Division, (805) 925-0951 extension
2118.
Department:
Contact Person:
Telephone Number:
Email Address:

Community Development / Special Projects Division
Rosie Rojo, Community Programs Manager
(805) 925-0951 extension 2381
rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org

NEWS RELEASE
9 de Agosto del 2019
PAGE 2 OF 2
Taller Aserca De Las Necesidades En La Comunidad
El Comité Consultivo de Block Grants (BGAC) de la Ciudad de Santa Maria llevará a
cabo un taller público para la comunidad en Shepard Hall dentro de la Biblioteca Pública
de Santa Maria, 421 Sur McClelland Street, a las 5:30 p.m. el martes, 13 de agosto. El
propósito del taller es de discutir las necesidades generales insatisfechas en la
comunidad. Un traductor de habla hispana estará disponible en el taller.
Es importante saber del público cómo quieren que se gasten los dólares de las becas
federales que recibe la Ciudad, no solo en el próximo año, sino en los próximos cinco
años. La financiación de las becas de desarrollo comunitario (CDBG) y HOME en
nuestra área se ha utilizado principalmente para ayudar a la clientela y las áreas de
ingresos bajos a moderados (más del 60 porciento de los residentes de Santa María se
encuentran en esta categoría). La mayor parte de los fondos que recibe la Ciudad, que
es de aproximadamente $1.5 millones, se otorga a agencias sin fines de lucro en nuestra
comunidad que ayudan a aquellos que cumplen con los requisitos de CDBG. Lo que
cada agencia recibe en financiamiento es principalmente el resultado de cuáles son las
necesidades en la comunidad.
Este taller también marca el inicio del proceso de participación pública para desarrollar
prioridades para el Plan de Acción Anual para el año fiscal 2020-21 y el Plan quinquenal
Consolidado para el año fiscal 2020-2025. Estos planes son requeridos a los gobiernos
locales que solicitan directamente fondos federales bajo ciertos programas de vivienda y
desarrollo comunitario.
Estos programas federales son administrados por el
Departamento de Vivienda y Desarrollo Urbano los Estados Unidos (HUD). El Plan de
Acción Anual describe las actividades que se llevarán a cabo durante el próximo año
fiscal con los recursos disponibles.
Además de este taller, la Ciudad también tiene una encuesta electrónica disponible que
solo le tomara entre cinco y diez minutos en completar. Está en inglés y español, y la
información recopilada también se tomara en cuenta al generar las prioridades de
financiación para los próximos cinco años. La encuesta se puede encontrar en:
www.cityofsantamaria.org/surveys y oprima la area que dice "Necesidades de la
Comunidad".
Preguntas pueden ser dirigidas a la División de Proyectos Especiales, (805) 925-0951,
extención 2118.

Alicia Vela
From:
Sent:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Alicia Vela
Monday, August 12, 2019 1:41 PM
Rosa Rojo
REMINDER: August 13, 2019 - Community Needs Workshop
Needs Workshop Press Release.pdf

Hello!
You are invited to participate in the following upcoming Community Needs Workshop to be held at
Shepard Hall inside the Santa Maria Public Library, 421 South McClelland Street, at 5:30 p.m. on
Tuesday, August 13th. Additional information enclosed.
In addition to this workshop, the City also has an electronic survey available which only takes five to
ten minutes to complete. It is in English and Spanish, and the information collected will also be taken
into consideration when generating the funding priorities for the next five years. The survey can be
found by going to: http://www.cityofsantamaria.org/surveys and clicking on “Needs of the
Community”.

Alicia Vela

Grants Specialist / City of Santa Maria / Special Projects Division
110 South Pine Street, Room 107, Santa Maria, CA 93458 / Phone: 805.925.0951 ext. 2469 / Fax: 805.928.0535
Our Mission: “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost-effective, and courteous manner possible.”
Effective June 29, 2018, most City of Santa Maria administrative offices (including Special Projects) will be closed on Fridays. Staff will have limited availability by phone and email. We
appreciate you making arrangements to conduct your in-person business with the City Monday through Thursday.

1

City of Santa Maria
Community Needs Workshop
August 13, 2019

Agenda
1.

CALL TO ORDER – Chairperson, Nicolette Reeves

2.

ATTENDANCE SHEET

3.

MEETING MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING ON JULY 8, 2019
 Action: Review and Approval

4.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD (NOT TO EXCEED A TOTAL OF 10 MINUTES)
This time is reserved to accept comments from the public on matters not otherwise scheduled on this
agenda. Individual speakers are asked to state their name and address prior to speaking and limit their
comments to three minutes if possible or as directed by the Chairperson.

5.

OVERVIEW OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) (Presenter: Special
Projects Division)
a.

Current Community Needs
•

Open Public Discussion

•

Overview of Downtown Friday Community Needs Assessment (July 19th and August 2nd)

•

Overview of Needs Assessment Survey (latest results)

•

Open forum (attendees will have a chance to speak and share what they feel the needs are in the
community)

•

Needs Assessment Exercise (Dot exercise)

Agenda (Continued)
6.

CDBG PROCESS FOR FY 2020-2021
•
•
•

Action: Tentative review and adoption of proposed priorities for FY 2020-2021 and FY 2020-2025
Action: Direct Staff to make any necessary changes to the recommended priorities, if results from
further community outreach generate major changes.
Key Dates: Priorities to City Council for Final Approval (September 17th, 2019) and Notice of
Funding Availability (NOFA) for FY 2020-2021 Funding (September 5th, 2019)

7.

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE MEMBERS

8.

AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT REGULAR MEETING
•

9.

Approval of Board Chairs

ADJOURNMENT TO NEXT REGULAR MEETING on Monday, September 9, 2019 at 5:30 p.m.
at Community Development in the Moon Room, 110 South Pine Street, Santa Maria

Current Priorities for
CDBG/HOME Funding
1. Prevent homelessness and address critical emergency, at-risk youth and special population
needs
A. Assist persons, particularly working families living in poverty, in need of food, shelter, clothing, health
care or safety on an emergency basis. The safety provision is defined as an immediate threat to an
individual’s physical well being.
B. Address the housing, health care, accessibility and service needs of special needs populations such as the
elderly, frail elderly, persons with mental, physical, and developmental disabilities, and persons with
AIDS.
C. Prevent juvenile delinquency and divert at-risk youth from gang involvement, crime, substance abuse,
family violence, school problems, and out-of-control behavior.
2. Expand educational and youth development opportunities
A. Support and develop social services and facilities and provide opportunities for youth development that
will provide positive experiences needed by youth to achieve success as adult members of society.
B. Encourage programs to improve the academic performance and educational outcomes for youngsters
aged preschool through post K-12.
C. Support and encourage programs to provide literacy training and encourage life-long learning for adults.
3. Provide affordable housing & revitalize existing neighborhoods
A. Develop and support programs and projects to increase the supply of affordable housing for low and
moderate income households, particularly working families living in poverty; maintain and upgrade
existing low and moderate income neighborhoods; preserve the affordable housing stock; and provide
rental assistance to alleviate rental cost burden experienced by low-income families and individuals.
B. Revitalize existing neighborhoods in low and moderate income areas by increasing services such as code
enforcement, supportive social services, residential rehabilitation, and upgrading public infrastructure,
such as street lighting, streets and sidewalks, and parks and recreation facilities.

Downtown Fridays Outreach
Twelve Categories / 78 People Surveyed
62 – Homelessness
57
50
50
43
41

-

Crime prevention
At-risk youth
Youth education
Seniors
Family support services

37
35
31
26
19
17

-

Special needs
Mental health
Housing-related needs
Critical needs (food, shelter, medicine)
Revitalized neighborhoods
Infrastructure/public facilities

Online Needs Assessment Survey
73 Responses as of Monday, August 12th
Top Priority:
73.6%
65.7%
61.1%
60.2%
59.7%
58.9%
56.9%
53.4%
52.7%
52.0%
51.3%
48.6%

-

Services for abused and neglected children
Mental health services
Services for at-risk youth
Additional facilities for abused and neglected children
Affordable rental housing opportunities
Infrastructure improvements (street/sidewalk/sewer)
Affordable homeownership opportunities
Additional homeless facilities and services
Senior services
Additional youth centers and services
Extracurricular K-12 enrichment programs
Services to augment core K-12 education

Online Needs Assessment Survey
73 Responses as of Monday, August 12th
Top Priority (continued):
48.6%
47.2%
47.2%
45.8%
44.4%
41.6%
40.2%
39.7%
34.2%

-

Services and facilities for battered and abused spouses
College preparation services for adolescents
Substance abuse facilities and services
Increase housing opportunities for special needs groups
Crime prevention and awareness programs
Legal services programs
Transportation services
Space for overnight safe parking
Create tiny homes community

Online Needs Assessment Survey
73 Responses as of Monday, August 12th
Medium Priority:
46.5%
45.8%
45.2%
41.6%
38.8%
38.8%
36.9%

-

Energy efficiency improvement programs
Home repair assistance for low-income residents
Additional child care facilities and services
ADA improvements
Services for the disabled
Adult literacy classes
Additional parks, recreational facilities

Low to Lowest Priority:
44.3%
42.9%
37.4%
34.7%

-

Security deposit assistance for tenants
Rental assistance for tenants
Code enforcement
Fair housing activities

Current Unmet Needs


Open Public Discussion




Name, Agency, Need

Needs Assessment Exercise


Dots

Proposed Priorities for
CDBG/HOME Funding
1.

Prevent homelessness, address critical needs, and assist at-risk youth, seniors, and underserved populations

A.

Assist low to moderate income persons in need of food, shelter, clothing, health care and/or safety.

B.

Prevent juvenile delinquency and divert at-risk youth from gang involvement, crime, substance abuse, family violence,
school problems, and out-of-control behavior.

C.

Address the housing, health care, accessibility and service needs of underserved populations such as, but not limited
to: seniors and persons with mental, physical, emotional and developmental disabilities and/or diseases.

2.

Expand educational and youth development opportunities

A.

Support and develop social services and facilities and provide opportunities for youth development that will provide
positive experiences needed by youth to achieve success.

B.

Encourage programs to improve the academic performance and educational outcomes for youngsters aged preschool
through post K-12.

C.

Support and encourage programs to provide adult literacy training and encourage life-long learning.

3.

Provide affordable housing

A.

Develop and support programs and projects to maintain and/or increase the supply of affordable housing for low to
moderate income persons.

B.

Provide services that will assist low to moderate income homeowners and renters to continue living in their homes
safely.

4.
A.

Revitalize existing neighborhoods
Revitalize existing neighborhoods in low to moderate income areas by increasing services such as supportive social
services, and upgrading public infrastructure, such as street lighting, improved sidewalks, parks, and recreational
public facilities.

What’s Next?


BGAC adopts proposed priorities for FY 2020-2021 / FY 2020-2025.



Staff will make necessary changes to priorities if results from
further outreach generates significant changes.



Online survey will continue until August 31st. Please help us spread
the word. We want to hear from everyone!



Brown Bag meeting Wednesday, August 14th at 12:00 pm. in the
Community Development Conference Room, 110 S. Pine Street.
Dot exercise will also take place!



Final approval of proposed priorities to City Council on Tuesday,
September 17th at 5:30 p.m.

Thank You!
Rosie Rojo, Community Programs Manager

(805) 925-0951 ext. 2381
rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org
Alicia Vela, Grants Specialist
(805) 925-0951 ext. 2469
avela@cityofsantamaria.org

Community Needs Workshop – August 13, 2019 5:30-7:00 p.m.
15 attendees
There were 12 categories of priorities, and each person was given 6 dots to
choose as most important. Results of the priorities are below:
21 - Homelessness = Falta de vivienda
19 - At-risk youth = Jóvenes en riesgo
14 - Seniors = Personas mayores
3 - Special needs = Necesidades especiales
1 - Youth education = Educación juvenil
22 - Critical needs (food, shelter, medicine) = Necesidades críticas
(comida, refugio, medicina)
4 - Revitalized neighborhoods = Barrios revitalizados
18 - Housing-related needs = Necesidades relacionadas con la vivienda
13 - Crime prevention = Prevención del crimen
1 - Infrastructure/public facilities improvements = Mejoras de infraestructura
/ instalaciones públicas
8 - Family support services = Servicios de apoyo familiar
19 - Mental health = Salud mental

CITY OF SANTA MARIA
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM
PROPOSED PRIORITIES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020-2021

1.

Prevent homelessness, address critical needs, and assist at-risk youth, elderly, and
underserved populations
A. Assist low to moderate income persons in need of food, shelter, clothing, health care
and/or safety.
B. Prevent juvenile delinquency and divert at-risk youth from gang involvement, crime,
substance abuse, family violence, school problems, and out-of-control behavior.
C. Address the housing, health care, accessibility and service needs of underserved
populations such as, but not limited to: elderly and persons with mental, physical,
emotional and developmental disabilities and/or diseases.

2.

Expand educational and development opportunities
A. Support and develop social services and facilities and provide opportunities for
youth development that will provide positive experiences needed by youth to
achieve success.
B. Encourage programs to improve the academic performance and educational
outcomes for youngsters aged preschool through post K-12.
C. Support and encourage programs to provide adult literacy training and encourage
life-long learning.

3.

Provide affordable housing
A. Develop and support programs and projects to increase the supply of affordable
housing for low to moderate income persons.
B. Maintain and upgrade existing low to moderate income neighborhoods and preserve
the affordable housing stock.
C. Provide services that will assist low to moderate income homeowners and renters
to continue living in their homes safely.

4.

Revitalize existing neighborhoods
A. Revitalize existing neighborhoods in low to moderate income areas by increasing
services such as supportive social services, and upgrading public infrastructure,
such as street lighting, improved sidewalks, parks, and recreational public facilities.

8/14/2019

The blocks grant advisory committee, hosts a "community needs" workshop in Santa Maria - KEYT

The blocks grant advisory committee, hosts a "community
needs" workshop in Santa Maria
By:
KEYT Staff (https://www.keyt.com/meet-the-team/keyt---kcoy---kkfx-newsroom-staff/87542658)
 (mailto:assignmentdesk@keyt.com)
Posted: Aug 13, 2019 10:55 PM PDT
Updated: Aug 14, 2019 10:42 AM PDT

SANTA MARIA, Calif. - The blocks grant advisory committee in Santa Maria, conducted a public community
needs workshop on Tuesday, August 13.
The purpose of the workshop is to discuss needs that have not been met in the community. The city also got the
chance to hear about how people want them to spend federal grant money.

"And what we found is that the needs haven't really changed in the last few years. The needs are still helping
people who are homeless or about to be homeless, helping at risk youth, helping seniors, affordable housing is
a big one, also improving the infrastructure in our area," Rosie Rojo, Community Programs Manager.

The community development block grant and home funding has been used to help those who have a low to
moderate income.
If you would like to be heard you can fill out a survey on their website, this will be available until the end of the
month.

Sponsored Content on KEYT.com

A Car That Looks Good on and Off the Road
[Video]
By Genesis

https://www.keyt.com/news/the-blocks-grant-advisory-committee-hosts-a-community-needs-workshop-in-santa-maria/1109032487
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Notice of Funding Availability
(NOFA)

NEWS RELEASE
September 5, 2019
Page 1 of 2
City of Santa Maria Issues Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA)
The City of Santa Maria is now requesting proposals from local agencies for the use of
fiscal year 2020-21 Community Development Block Grant Program (CDGB) for public
service activities and capital projects. This Federal grant program is administered by the
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). There are THREE
mandatory application deadlines this year.
Deadline #1:
All agencies interested in applying for CDBG Capital must submit a proposal (preapplication), budget and an evaluation worksheet through ZoomGrants
(www.zoomgrants.com) by Thursday, September 26th by midnight. This is ONLY for
CDBG Capital projects that agencies would like to be considered for funding for FY 202021. Agencies will not be admissible to apply for Capital funding unless a proposal is
submitted. This does not involve Public Services.
Deadline #2:
All agencies applying for funding (Public Services and Capital) are required to attend a
mandatory pre-application workshop on Thursday, October 24th at 10:30 a.m. at Shepard
Hall in the Santa Maria Public Library, 421 South McClelland Street. At least one
representative from each applicant must attend the workshop to be considered for
funding. Please RSVP by Monday, October 21st to the Special Projects Division staff.
Deadline #3:
The deadline for submittal of completed applications for CDBG Public Services and
Capital is Wednesday, December 11th by midnight. Capital applicants, keep in mind that
the only applications that will be accepted are the ones who submitted proposals.
Applicants can access the City of Santa Maria’s CDBG application through ZoomGrants;
all applications must be completed using the online application. Any application not
following the prescribed format will not be considered for funding.
MORE

Page 2 of 2
To apply, create a ZoomGrants account or log in to an existing account by clicking on
the ZoomGrants logo located on the City’s webpage under the Community Development
Block Grant (CDBG) program tab: www.cityofsantamaria.org/specialprojects.
Included on the website are instructions for applying (NOFA packet), a summary of the
Federal Guidelines for Eligibility, and the City’s criteria.
For more information, contact the Special Projects Division at (805) 925-0951 extension
2118.
Department:
Contact Person:
Telephone Number:
Email Address:

Community Development / Special Projects Division
Rosie Rojo, Community Programs Manager
(805) 925-0951 extension 2118
rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org

Alicia Vela
From:
Sent:
Cc:
Subject:

Alicia Vela
Tuesday, September 24, 2019 8:58 AM
Rosa Rojo
REMINDER: CITY OF SANTA MARIA NOTICE OF FUNDING AVAILABILITY FOR FY
2020-2021

REMINDER!
If your agency plans to submit a CDBG grant application for Fiscal Year 2020-2021, a representative
must attend our MANDATORY Pre-Application workshop. Our Pre-Application workshop will take
place on Thursday, October 24th at 10:30 am in Shepard Hall at the Santa Maria Public Library, 421
South McClelland.
For Capital project applicants, please note that on Tuesday, October 15th at 5:30 p.m., City Council
will publicly review and prioritize all capital project proposals that will be submitted on Thursday,
September 26th. The intent is to allow Council the ability to prioritize potential capital projects prior to
the agencies going through the long and extensive application and bid process. Once the projects
have been prioritized, the agency can decide whether it would like to attend the workshop based on
the results.
Note: The City of Santa Maria’s NOFA packet has been revised (9/19/19) and posted, it can be found
on our City’s webpage and in the ZoomGrants library. (click here)
Please make sure to RSVP (respond to this email or call 925-0951 ext. 2469). Any agency who does
not attend the Pre-Application Workshop will not be able to submit a grant application.

Alicia Vela

Our Mission: “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost-effective, and courteous manner possible.”
Effective June 29, 2018, most City of Santa Maria administrative offices (including Special Projects) will be closed on Fridays. Staff will have limited availability by phone and email. We
appreciate you making arrangements to conduct your in-person business with the City Monday through Thursday.

From: Alicia Vela
Sent: Thursday, September 5, 2019 5:16 PM
Cc: Rosa Rojo <rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: CITY OF SANTA MARIA NOTICE OF FUNDING AVAILABILITY FOR FY 2020‐2021

CITY OF SANTA MARIA
NOTICE OF FUNDING AVAILABILITY (NOFA)
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020-2021
1

The City of Santa Maria’s NOFA packet has been posted and can be
found on our City’s website.
(click here)
The City is using ZoomGrants for its Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
application process, applicant training handout enclosed. Detailed instructions and resources
for applicants are located in the NOFA packet. It is advised that you read through the NOFA
packet to ensure CDBG funding is the right source of funding for your agency.
IMPORTANT FOR CDBG CAPITAL APPLICANTS:
Agency must submit a proposal (Pre-Application) via ZoomGrants in order to apply for capital
funding. The proposal deadline and additional details are included in the NOFA packet. The
capital project proposal is not as extensive as the application, it will include brief questions as
to what your agency’s proposed project is and will require a proposed budget.
The NOFA packet may be subject to change, when referring to the document please use the
file link on the City’s webpage to ensure that the document you are using is current. If any
revisions are made to the original document, a revision date will be listed on the first page.

If you have any questions or concerns please contact us at (805) 9250951, extension 2118.

2

DEADLINE FOR CAPITAL PROJECT PROPOSAL
Thursday, September 26th, 2019 by midnight
ZoomGrants automatically closes at midnight (Pacific) at the end of the deadline date.

MANDATORY PRE-APPLICATION WORKSHOP
Thursday, October 24th, 2019, 10:30 a.m.
Shepard Hall in the Santa Maria Public Library, 421 South McClelland Street

APPLICATION DEADLINE (CDBG Public Service & Capital Projects):
Wednesday, December 11th, 2019, by midnight
Automatically closes at midnight (Pacific) at the end of the deadline date.

City of Santa Maria
Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) Fiscal Year 2020-2021

Introduction to the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program

2

Eligible Activities under CDBG Program

3

Block Grants Advisory Committee (BGAC)

4

City of Santa Maria Priorities for Fiscal Year 2020-2021

5

Criteria for CDBG Funding / Available Funding (Estimated)

6-7

Electronic Application Process – ZoomGrants

8

Technical Assistance / Deadlines

9

Capital Projects – Building Codes Memo
Insurance Requirements

10
11-13

Timetable of Key Dates for Applicants
City of Santa Maria
Special Projects Division Staff
110 South Pine Street, Room 107
Rosie Rojo, Community Programs Manager
(805) 925-0951 ext. 2381
rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org
Alicia Vela, Grants Specialist
(805) 925-0951 ext. 2469
avela@cityofsantamaria.org
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City of Santa Maria
Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) Fiscal Year 2020-2021

INTRODUCTION
The City of Santa Maria is now requesting proposals for the use of Fiscal Year 2020-2021
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program funding for public service
activities and capital projects. This federal grant program is administered by the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD).

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) PROGRAM
The CDBG Entitlement Program, established in 1974 and administered by HUD, provides
metropolitan cities and urban counties with funds to assist in achieving their goals of
neighborhood revitalization, economic development, improved community facilities,
prevention and elimination of slums and blight, and assistance to low and moderateincome persons. An appropriation amount is determined by a statutory formula which
uses measurements of need. The City of Santa Maria has been participating as an
entitlement city under this program since its inception and receives a yearly grant.
To qualify for CDBG funding, the applicant must meet one of the three national objectives:


Benefit to low and moderate income persons as defined by the U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development (HUD);



Aid in the prevention or elimination of slums or blight; or



Meet a community development need having a particular urgency where existing
conditions pose a serious and immediate threat to the health or welfare of the
community, and no other funding sources are available.
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City of Santa Maria
Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) Fiscal Year 2020-2021

ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES UNDER CDBG
 Acquisition or disposition of real property
 Acquisition, construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, or installation of public
facilities and improvements
 Site improvements
 Privately-owned utilities
 Clearance, demolition, removal of buildings and improvements, and/or movement
of structures to other sites
 Interim assistance in areas exhibiting physical deterioration where immediate
action is necessary to arrest deterioration and permanent improvements will be
carried out as soon as practicable
 Relocation of individuals, families, businesses, non-profit organizations and/or
farms
 Removal of architectural barriers, ADA improvements
 Housing rehabilitation
 Code enforcement
 Historic preservation
 Commercial or industrial rehabilitation
 Special activities by subrecipients
 Public services
 General program administration

NOTE: For public services eligibility (ONLY if not previously funded):
Must be a new service -OR- Must be an increase in the level of an existing service
above that provided in the previous twelve months.
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City of Santa Maria
Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) Fiscal Year 2020-2021

BLOCK GRANTS ADVISORY COMMITTEE (BGAC)
Duties: Assesses the community's needs, conducts public workshops and hearings,
reviews applications for funding, and makes recommendations to the City Council for the
allocation of funds under the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program and
other grant programs as required.
Membership: Fifteen members nominated by individual Council members, appointed by
the Mayor, and confirmed by the City Council serve a three year term. Members should
have an understanding of housing and community development needs and a knowledge
of or background in providing human services to the community.
Meeting Schedule: Meets monthly (second Monday of the month) or as deemed
necessary by the Committee chairperson.

BGAC VISION STATEMENT
The BGAC has adopted the following vision statement to guide the use of CDBG funding:
“To provide for the development and support of programs, facilities, services and
opportunities that best build a stable economic environment, maintain suitable living
conditions, expand the supply of decent, affordable housing and enhance the overall quality
of life for all Santa Marians, particularly families in need, at-risk youth, homeless,
disadvantaged, elderly, and disabled in the community.”
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City of Santa Maria
Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) Fiscal Year 2020-2021

CITY OF SANTA MARIA PRIORITIES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020-21
REVISED: 09/19/19
1. ) Prevent homelessness,
address critical needs, and
at-risk youth, elderly and
underserved populations.

A. Assist low to moderate income persons in need of food, shelter, clothing, health care
and/or safety.
B. Prevent juvenile delinquency and divert at-risk youth from gang involvement, crime,
substance abuse, family violence, school problems, and out-of-control behavior
C. Address the housing, health care, accessibility and service needs of underserved
populations such as, but not limited to: elderly and persons with mental, physical,
emotional, and developmental disabilities and/or disesases.

2.) Expand educational and
development opportunities

A. Support and develop social services and facilities and provide opportunities for youth
development that will provide positive experiences needed by youth to achieve success.
B. Encourage programs to improve the academic performance and educational outcomes
for youngsters aged preschool through post K-12.
C. Support and encourage programs to provide adult literacy training and encourage lifelong learning .

3.) Provide affordable
housing

A. Develop and support programs and projects to increase the supply of affordable housing
for low to moderate income income persons.
B. Maintain and upgrade existing low to moderate income neighborhoods and preserve the
affordable housing stock.
C. Provide services that will assist low to moderate income homeowners and renters to
continue living in their homes safely

4.) Revitalize existing
neighborhoods.

A. Revitalize existing neighborhoods in low to moderate income areas by increasing
services such as supportive social services, and upgrading public infrastructure, such as
street lighting, improved sidewalks, parks, and recreational public facilities.

The priorities listed above are the results of ongoing community outreach. The priorities were
adopted by City Council on September 17th, 2019.
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City of Santa Maria
Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) Fiscal Year 2020-2021

ADDITIONAL CITY CRITERIA FOR CDBG FUNDING
In addition to the Federal guidelines for eligibility, the City of Santa Maria has established
the following local criteria for allocating CDBG funds to agencies that provide public services:



Priority will be given to public service agencies that provide food, shelter, clothing
or safety on an emergency basis to Santa Maria City residents. The safety provision,
as defined by the City Council, means an immediate threat to an individual's physical
well-being.



Priority will be given to those programs that prevent juvenile delinquency and divert
at-risk youth from gang involvement, crime, substance abuse, family violence,
school problems, and out-of-control behavior.



Services provided by an agency are targeted at Santa Maria City residents. The intent
is to ensure that funding is provided to those agencies that provide direct services to City
residents.



The agency does not provide a duplicative service, i.e. one that is already provided
by another agency or organization. This is to avoid funding new agencies that propose
to offer services that are already being effectively provided by existing community agencies
or organizations.



The agency demonstrates it has sought funding from a variety of sources. This is to
provide higher priority to agencies that attempt to obtain funding from other sources, rather
than just the City of Santa Maria.



The agency demonstrates a high level of cooperation and coordination with existing
related programs and other community resources. This is to ensure that funding is
provided to those agencies which effectively coordinate the services they offer with other
agencies and organizations within the City.



Past performance and history of the agency or organization are considered in order
to assess the agency's prospects for achieving its goals and objectives. Priority will
be given to those agencies that have been in existence and have effectively provided
services for at least three years. With the limited amount of funding that is available for
public services and the tremendous need in the community, it is not possible to provide
seed money to agencies for new services. It is important that agencies demonstrate an
effective, efficient and proven level of service in order to favorably compete for funding.



The agency's program provides a service to or for a City department, or reduces City
costs or other government costs elsewhere. It has been demonstrated that, in many
cases, private, non-profit agencies can provide a less costly and more efficient level of
service than government. Priority should be given to those agencies that provide a needed
service to a City department or reduce costs to a City department or other governmental
agency.



The agency provides an efficient level of service at the least cost possible. Higher
priority will be given to those agencies that provide the most cost-effective level of service.
Typically this will include agencies that maximize the use of funding for direct services rather
than indirect or overhead costs and utilize volunteers whenever possible.
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ADDITIONAL CRITERIA CONSIDERED BY THE BGAC
The criteria below is in regards to Capital projects.
 Project Readiness – How quickly can the project commence work and expend
the funding awarded?
 Financial Feasibility – How realistic is the budget, and is the project or program
able to operate sufficiently based on the budget?
 Cost Efficiency – Is the budget efficient and are the costs reasonable to develop
a capital or housing project or deliver program services? Does the budget
effectively accomplish the goals of the project or program without using more
funding than necessary to accomplish those goals?
 Administrative Capacity – Is the project team able to deliver project results in
compliance with complex program regulations and other federal requirements,
including applicants experience with similar projects, Federal grant programs,
finance, and past performance under City projects and/or programs?

AVAILABLE CDBG FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020-2021
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APPLICATION PROCESS
All agencies interested in applying for funding are REQUIRED to attend a MANDATORY
pre-application workshop which will be held on Thursday, October 24, 2019, at 10:30
a.m. at Shepard Hall in the Santa Maria Public Library, 421 South McClelland Street,
Santa Maria, CA. At least one representative from each applicant must attend the
workshop to be considered for funding.
IMPORTANT CAPITAL PROJECTS: Any agency wishing to apply for 2020-21 CDBG
capital funds must complete a proposal. This pre-application will need to be
submitted through ZoomGrants. The deadline for submittal of the required
proposals for CDBG Capital projects is Thursday, September 26, 2019, by midnight
(ZoomGrants default time). This preliminary proposal will give City Council, City staff
and the BGAC the opportunity to evaluate the project before an agency goes through the
extensive application and bid process. The proposals are expected to go to City Council
for review on October 15, 2019.

ELECTRONIC APPLICATION GRANT SUBMISSION PROCESS
Applicants can access the City of Santa Maria’s CDBG application through ZoomGrants,
all applications must be completed using the online application. Any application not
following the prescribed format will not be considered for funding.
Create a ZoomGrants account or log in to your existing account by clicking the image
below:

Zoom Grants Resources for Applicants
Video: Zoom Grants, How to Apply
Presentation: How to Apply for Funding Via Zoom Grants
Resource: Zoom Grants Applicant Tip Sheet

A separate application must be submitted for each proposed program, project or activity.
Please note, public service programs and capital projects will have the same grant
application. Please be sure to answer each question thoroughly. If a question is not
applicable, please write "N/A" and a brief explanation, as the system will not allow you to
submit your application if any question is left blank. Copies of the Federal Guidelines for
Eligibility, the current HUD Income Limit Schedule, the City’s criteria, and the current priorities
are included in this NOFA packet to assist the applicant in determining if a particular project
or activity is eligible for funding. After receiving the applications, the BGAC will evaluate the
applications, rank the project proposals and make recommendations for funding.
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TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE
ZoomGrants Technical Support staff can assist with technical questions or general
inquiries about the system. Please email Questions@ZoomGrants.com or call (866)
323-5404 extension 2.
Applicants are encouraged to contact City staff for all content-related questions.
City of Santa Maria Special Projects Division at (805) 925-0951 extension 2118.

DEADLINES
 The deadline for submittal of the required proposals for CDBG Capital projects is
Thursday, September 26th, 2019, by midnight (ZoomGrants default time).
 The deadline for submittal of completed applications for CDBG Public Service &
Capital Projects is Wednesday, December 11th, 2019, by midnight
(ZoomGrants default time).
LATE AND/OR INCOMPLETE APPLICATIONS WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED.
The BGAC will review all applications and conduct site visits of all the proposed
projects and programs January 21st through January 30th, 2020. The committee will
then conduct its deliberations process on Monday, February 10, 2020 and Thursday,
February 20, 2020. Both meetings will take place in Shepard Hall at the Santa Maria
Public Library, 421 South McClelland Street. On Monday, February 10th, agencies will
have an opportunity to speak before the entire Block Grants Advisory Committee. On
Thursday, February 20th, agencies will not have the opportunity to speak and the
committee will adopt a recommendation for funding allocations. This recommendation
will be distributed to all applicants and considered by the City Council at a public
hearing to be held on Tuesday, April 7th, 2020, at 5:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers
at City Hall, 110 East Cook Street, Santa Maria, CA.
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CAPITAL PROJECTS
REVISED: 09/19/19

Please Note:
Starting January 1, 2020, there will be new building codes in the State of California. This
means that whatever estimates and/or bids you receive for your FY 2020-2021 application
MUST take into consideration these updated codes.
Failure to do so may result in a bid that is not accurate, which may put your project in
jeopardy. Contractors should be very well aware of these changes; however, it’s
ultimately the agency’s responsibility to ensure that it is getting the appropriate bids for
the proposed project.
Here is a link to the Building Standards Commission which publishes the California
Codes. Each document can be viewed via the links of this site.
https://www.dgs.ca.gov/BSC/Codes
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INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS
REVISED: 11/12/19

Please note:
If your agency is approved for funding for fiscal year 2020-2021, per the contract
agreement the agency must comply with the City’s insurance requirements.
Please share the insurance language below with your agent so to ensure that any
additional costs are included in the agency’s program budget for the FY 2020-2021
funding application. Any additional costs may be billed to the grant, if needed.

INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS
SUBRECIPIENT shall procure and maintain for the duration of the contract insurance against
claims for injuries to persons or damages to property which may arise from or in connection with
the performance of the work hereunder by the SUBRECIPIENT , his/her agents, representatives,
or employees. If the SUBRECIPIENT maintains broader coverage and/or higher limits than the
minimums shown above, the CITY requires and shall be entitled to the broader coverage and/or
higher limits maintained by the SUBRECIPIENT.
A.

Minimum Scope of Insurance
Coverage shall be at least as broad as:
1.

2.

3.
4.

B.

Insurance Services Office Commercial General Liability coverage
(occurrence form CG 0001), including products and completed
operations, property damage, bodily injury and personal &
advertising injury.
Insurance Services Office Business Auto Coverage Form Number
CA 00 01 covering any auto (Code 1), or if SUBRECIPIENT has
no owned autos, covering hired (Code 8) and non-owned autos
(Code 9).
Workers' Compensation insurance as required by the State of
California and Employer's Liability Insurance.
Errors and Omissions liability insurance appropriate to the
SUBRECIPIENT's profession. Architects' and engineers' coverage
is to be endorsed to include contractual liability.

Minimum Limits of Insurance
SUBRECIPIENT shall maintain limits no less than:
1.

General Liability - $2,000,000 per occurrence for bodily injury,
personal injury and property damage. If Commercial General
Liability Insurance or other form with a general aggregate limit is
used, either the general aggregate limit shall apply separately to
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2.
3.
4.
5.
C.

this project/location (ISO CG 25 03 or 25 04) or the general
aggregate limit shall be twice the required occurrence limit.
Automobile Liability - $1,000,000 per accident for bodily injury and
property damage.
Workers’ Compensation: Statutory limits.
Employer's Liability - $1,000,000 per accident for bodily injury or
disease.
Errors and Omissions Liability - $1,000,000 per occurrence or
claim, $2,000,000 aggregate.

Self-insured Retentions
Self-insured retentions must be declared to and approved by the CITY.
The CITY may require the SUBRECIPIENT to purchase coverage with a
lower retention or provide proof of ability to pay losses and related
investigations, claim administration and defense expenses within the
retention.

D.

Other Insurance Provisions
The commercial general liability and automobile liability policies are to
contain, or be endorsed to contain, the following provisions:
1.

The CITY, its officers, officials, employees and volunteers are to be
covered as additional insureds on the CGL policy with respect to
liability arising out of work or operations performed by or on behalf
of the SUBRECIPIENT including materials, parts or equipment
furnished in connection with such work or operations. General
liability coverage can be provided in the form or an endorsement to
the SUBRECIPIENT’s insurance (at least as broad as ISO Form
CG 20 10 11 85 or both CG 20 10, CG 20 26, CG 20 33, or CG 20
38 and CG 20 37 forms if later revisions are used).

2.

For any claims related to this project, the SUBRECIPIENT's
insurance coverage shall be primary insurance coverage at least
as broad as ISO CG 20 01 04 13 as respects the CITY, its officers,
officials, employees and volunteers. Any insurance or selfinsurance maintained by the CITY, its officers, officials, employees
or volunteers shall be excess of the SUBRECIPIENT's insurance
and shall not contribute with it.

3.

Each insurance policy required by this clause shall be endorsed to
state that coverage shall not be canceled or reduced, except with
notice stating the title of this contract to the CITY. All notices
provided pursuant to this Agreement shall be given to the City
representative listed for notice in this agreement and shall
specify the title of this Agreement. Notice may be given by
overnight mail, facsimile with confirmation of receipt, or certified
mail with return-receipt requested.
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4.

SUBRECIPIENT hereby grants to CITY a waiver of any right to
subrogation which any insurer of said SUBRECIPIENT may
acquire against the CITY by virtue of the payment of any loss under
such insurance. SUBRECIPIENT agrees to obtain any
endorsement that may be necessary to affect this waiver of
subrogation, but this provision applies regardless of whether or not
the CITY has received a waiver of subrogation endorsement from
the insurer.

5.

If any of the required policies provide claims-made coverage:
a. The Retroactive Date must be shown, and must be
before the date of the contract or the beginning of contract work.
b. Insurance must be maintained and evidence of
insurance must be provided for at least five (5) years after
completion of the contract of work.
c. If coverage is canceled or non-renewed, and not
replaced with another claims-made policy form with a Retroactive
Date prior to the contract effective date, the SUBRECIPIENT must
purchase “extended reporting” coverage for a minimum of five (5)
years after completion of work.

E.

Acceptability of Insurers
Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current A.M. Best's rating of
no less than A:VII, unless otherwise acceptable to the CITY.

F.

Verification of Coverage
SUBRECIPIENT shall furnish the CITY with original certificates and
amendatory endorsements of the applicable policy language effecting
coverage required by this clause. All certificates and endorsements are to
be received and approved by the CITY before work commences.
However, failure to obtain the required documents prior to the work
beginning shall not waive the SUBRECIPIENT’s obligation to provide
them. The CITY reserves the right to require complete, certified copies of
all required insurance policies, including endorsements effecting the
coverage required by these specifications at any time.

G.

Special Risks or Circumstances
The CITY reserves the right to modify these requirements, including limits,
based on the nature of the risk, prior experience, insurer, coverage, or
other special circumstances.
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IMPORTANT DATES

The timeline for the fiscal year 2020-21 process can also be found in
the ZoomGrants library.
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INVOCATION
Larry Sauceda of Church for Life gave the Invocation.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Councilmember Soto led the Pledge of Allegiance.
CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Patino called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m.
ROLL CALL:
MEMBERS PRESENT:
Mayor Alice Patino, Councilmember Michael Moats, Councilmember Mike Cordero, Councilmember
Gloria Soto, and Councilmember Etta Waterfield
STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT:
City Manager Jason Stilwell, City Attorney Thomas Watson, Fire Chief Leonard Champion, Chief of
Police Phillip Hansen, Director of Finance Mary Harvey, City Librarian Mary Housel, Chief Information
Officer Jeffrey Marecic, Director of Public Works/City Engineer Kevin McCune, Director of Community
Development Chuen Ng, Director of Recreation & Parks Alex Posada, Community Programs Manager
Rosie Rojo, Director of Utilities Shad Springer, Grants Specialist II Alicia Vela, and Chief Deputy City
Clerk Rhonda White
1

PROCLAMATIONS
A.

2

Councilmember Cordero presented a Proclamation recognizing the week of September 28 October 5, 2019, as “Active Aging Week” in the City of Santa Maria. The proclamation was
accepted by Judy Garrett and Crystal Lawrence.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
Lisa Toke (Legal Counsel representing Rancho Buena Vista, Casa Grande, and Casa Del Rio mobile
home parks) spoke about the mobile home parks she represents, and provided a status on the
negotiations for a mobile home rent stabilization model lease.
Victoria Brown and Bob Hedley spoke about the history of the mobile home parks they live in, and the
amenities they provide.
Gary Hall, Andrea Mayfield, Judy Robertson, Eileen Encinias, Madeline Gay Robertson, Beth
Schneider spoke in support of a mobile home rent stabilization model lease.
Sara Macdonald, representing the League of Women Voters, addressed the City Council.
City Manager Stilwell commented that staff continues to facilitate the model lease negotiations with the
mobile home parks and mobile home owners. Progress was being made and moving forward, and staff
anticipates bringing a model lease before the City Council very soon.

3

CONSENT CALENDAR
Consent Calendar Items 3A-3H were approved as presented, including the adoption of Resolution Nos.
2019-106, 2019-107, 2019-108, and 2019-109. The recorded vote appears with each item below.
A.

Waive the reading in full of all Ordinances and Resolutions. Ordinances on the Consent Agenda
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will be adopted by the same vote cast at the first meeting, unless City Council indicates
otherwise.
Action:

B.

Approve the Minutes of the regular City Council meeting of September 3, 2019.
Action:

C.

Agreement approved for Countywide Free Library System.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Moats.
Motion carried. Adopted by Resolution No. 2019-107. 5-0.

Adopt a Resolution approving the modification of a school crosswalk crossing at the western leg
of the intersection of West Donovan Road at North Western Avenue, and establish no-stopping
zones on West Donovan Road and North Western Avenue.
Action:

H.

Ratified.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Moats.
Motion carried. 5-0.

Adopt aResolutionapproving an agreement with the County of Santa Barbara, the City of Lompoc,
the City of Goleta, and the City of Santa Barbara to provide for the operation of a Countywide
Free Library System for fiscal year 2019-2020.
Action:

G.

Ratified.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Moats.
Motion carried. 5-0.

Payment of Payroll. Ordered ratified subject to having been certified by the proper Department
Directors, as shown on records on file in the Department of Finance, and having been approved
for payment by the Director of Finance.
Action:

F.

Professional Services Agreement with TDA Consulting, Inc., was approved.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Moats.
Motion carried. Adopted as Resolution No. 2019-106. 5-0.

Payment of Warrants. Ordered ratified subject to having been certified as being in conformity with
the budget and having been approved for payment by the Director of Finance.
Action:

E.

Minutes were approved as submitted.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Moats.
Motion carried. 5-0.

Adopt a Resolution authorizing the Community Development Director to enter into a Professional
Services Agreement with TDA Consulting, Inc., to conduct an Analysis of Impediments to Fair
Housing Choice (AI) for the City’s Consolidated Plan under the Community Development Block
Grant (CDBG) program.
Action:

D.

Reading waived.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Moats.
Motion carried. 5-0.

Crosswalk approved on West Donovan Road.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Moats.
Motion carried. Adopted as Resolution No. 2019-108. 5-0.

Adopt a Resolution approving a transit advertising and marketing program for Santa Maria Area
Transit (SMAT) public transportation buses and transit facilities.
Action:

Transit advertising and marking program for SMAT was approved.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Moats.
Motion carried. Adopted as Resolution No. 2019-109. 5-0.
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PRESENTATION
The City Council received the Santa Maria Valley Chamber of Commerce, Economic Development
Commission, and Visitors Bureau and Tourism Marketing District 2018-2019 Annual Report.
Glenn Morris, CEO of the Santa Maria Valley Chamber of Commerce; Jennifer Harrison, Director
of the Visitors Bureau; and Suzanne Singh, Director of Economic Development gave the
presentation as detailed in the Council Agenda Report.
Public Input
Ernest Armenta spoke about the City's transient occupancy tax.

5

PUBLIC HEARING
A.

FY 2020-2025 PROPOSED PRIORITIES FOR CDBG FUNDING AND CDBG CITIZEN
PARTICIPATION PLAN AMENDMENT. The City Council considered recommended Block
Grants Advisory Committee priorities, and an update to the Community Development Block
Grants Citizen Participation Plan.
Community Programs Manager Rojo and Grants Specialist II Vela gave the presentation as
detailed in the Council Agenda Report.
Written Communications
There were no written communications.
Public Hearing
Mayor Patino opened the public hearing at 6:51 p.m.
Ernest Armenta suggested Measure U funds be used for CDBG items.
Mayor Patino closed the public hearing at 6:52 p.m.
Action:

Adopt a Resolution approving the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
priorities for Fiscal Year 2020-2025 funding process.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. Adopted as Resolution No. 2019-110. 5-0.

Action:

Adopt a Resolution approving the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
Citizen Participation Plan.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. Adopted as Resolution No. 2019-111. 5-0.

REPORT BY CITY MANAGER
City Manager Stilwell announced an upcoming Public Workshop scheduled for Monday, September
30th at 6:00 p.m. in Council Chambers. The workshop will include an informational presentation by the
Central Coast Water Authority regarding water resources in the Santa Maria Valley. He also reported
that the next regular City Council meeting would be October 1, 2019. Items on the agenda would
include a number of proclamations and a presentation by the Utilities Department regarding water
rates.
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ORAL REPORTS OF COUNCILMEMBERS AND OFFICERS (INCLUDING AB1234 REPORTS)
Councilmember Soto reported she attended a USDA Community Summit and Conversation Panel; a
panel presentation by Leading from Within; the 9/11 Memorial Services; and a Fiesta Celebration.
Councilmember Waterfield reported she attended the Law Enforcement Appreciation Dinner; the
LAFCO Board Meeting; the 9/11 Memorial Services; a New Timers Meeting; and the SATC Drug Court
Graduation.
Councilmember Moats reported he attended the Law Enforcement Appreciation Dinner and the
Quarterly Schools Meeting at Santa Maria Bonita School District.
Councilmember Cordero reported he attended the Law Enforcement Appreciation Dinner and a
meeting with Fighting Back Santa Maria's Executive Director.
Mayor Patino reported she attended a USDA Community Summit and Conversation Panel; a Mayor's
Task Force Teen Council Meeting; a meeting with a representative of Senator Feinstein's; the Law
Enforcement Appreciation Dinner; the 9/11 Memorial Services; the Quarterly Schools Meeting at Santa
Maria Bonita School District; the North County Subregional Meeting; a Mayors and City Managers
Meeting; and a Rotary meeting.
ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business before the City Council, Mayor Patino declared the City Council meeting
adjourned at 7:01 p.m.
Approved at a regular meeting on October 1, 2019.

______________________________________

Rhonda M. White, CMC
Chief Deputy City Clerk and ex officio Clerk
of the City Council
ATTEST:

___________________________________
Rhonda M. White, CMC
Chief Deputy City Clerk

__________________________________
Alice M. Patino
Mayor of the City of Santa Maria

City Council Review and Prioritization
of CDBG Capital Project Proposals

CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
CITY OF SANTA MARIA, CALIFORNIA
OCTOBER 15, 2019 - CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS
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CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Patino called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m.
ROLL CALL:
MEMBERS PRESENT:
Mayor Alice Patino, Councilmember Michael Moats, Councilmember Mike Cordero, Councilmember
Gloria Soto, and Councilmember Etta Waterfield
STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT:
City Manager Jason Stilwell, City Attorney Thomas Watson, Interim Human Resources Director Carl
Crown, Director of Utilities Shad Springer, and Chief Deputy City Clerk Rhonda White (for roll call only).
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
There were no requests to speak.
RECESS - CLOSED SESSION
Mayor Patino recessed to a Closed Session at 5:03 p.m. for:
1)

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – WORKER’S COMPENSATION CLAIM pursuant to
Subdivision (a) of Section 54956.95 of the Government Code. Claimant: Mark Norling, Claim
No. 17-130031-108-84224. Agency Claimed against: City of Santa Maria.

2)

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – ANTICIPATED LITIGATION pursuant to Section
54956.9 of the Government Code: significant exposure to litigation pursuant to paragraph (2) of
subdivision (d) of Section 54956.9 of the Government Code: one potential case.

INVOCATION
Sergio Gomez of Santa Maria Foursquare Church gave the Invocation.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Councilmember Moats led the Pledge of Allegiance.
CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Patino reconvened the meeting and called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m.
ROLL CALL:
MEMBERS PRESENT:
Mayor Alice Patino, Councilmember Michael Moats, Councilmember Mike Cordero, Councilmember
Gloria Soto, and Councilmember Etta Waterfield
STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT:
City Manager Jason Stilwell, City Attorney Thomas Watson, Fire Chief Leonard Champion, Police
Commander Marc Schneider, Director of Finance Mary Harvey, City Librarian Mary Housel, Chief
Information Officer Jeffrey Marecic, Director of Public Works/City Engineer Kevin McCune, Director of
Community Development Chuen Ng, Director of Recreation & Parks Alex Posada, Community Programs
Manager Rosie Rojo, Director of Utilities Shad Springer, Grants Specialist II Alicia Vela, and Chief Deputy
City Clerk Rhonda White.
1
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CLOSED SESSION REPORT: CITY ATTORNEY
City Attorney Watson announced the Closed Session report as follows: 1) direction was given to enter
into a settlement agreement with Claimant Mark Norling; and 2) direction was given.
1

2

PROCLAMATIONS
A.

Councilmember Cordero presented a Proclamation recognizing the month of October 2019, as Arts
& Humanities Month in the City of Santa Maria. Marti Fast accepted the Proclamation.

B.

Councilmember Waterfield presented a Proclamation recognizing the day of October 26, 2019, as
Fill the Boot for MDA Day in the City of Santa Maria. Firefighter Nick LaMonica accepted the
Proclamation.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
Walt Brown, Jerry Nelms, Pamela Brown, Paul Kirk, Kathy Gentry, Lloyd Gentry, Victoria Brown, Carlos
Escobedo, Gary Hall, Eileen Encinias, Esther Jensen, and Lois Sullivan spoke in support of the mobile
home Model Lease 2020 and encouraged the City Council to continue exploring affordable housing
opportunities in Santa Maria.
Lisa Toke, representing several larger mobile home parks in the City, pointed out there was room for
improvement on the proposed Model Lease 2020, including the need for more specifics. She presented
three executed enforceability agreements to the City Attorney.
Michaela Melena, Bob Melena, William Melena, Larry Hilslop, Bryn Smith, Shirley Garris, James Melena,
Theresa Robles, and Stacy Newby spoke against the City's plan to convert certain baseball/softball fields
at Simas and Minami Parks to turf for soccer and other sports.
Steven Baird spoke about getting local youth involved in the community and the importance of "healthy"
debates where both sides work together and are equally heard.
Sara Macdonald indicated she was in attendance representing the League of Women Voters.
Ernest Armenta spoke about the increase in attendance at City Council meetings.
City Manager Stilwell commented that the video of a workshop regarding the conversion of the baseball
fields was available on the City's website.
Director of Recreation & Parks Posada indicated that, in 2015, the City Council had approved an Athletic
Facilities Allocation and Uses Policy which was used to determine field uses. With a growing demand
for soccer, football, and lacrosse fields, staff determined it would be beneficial to convert the Simas and
Minami softball diamonds to turf. Turf fields could be converted back into softball diamonds as needed
each season.
The City Council expressed concern over the availability of softball diamonds and the quality of the soil
being converted, and asked Mr. Posada if the project could be put on hold.
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CONSENT CALENDAR
Consent Calendar Items 3A-3I were approved as presented, including the adoption of Resolution Nos.
2019-114, 2019-115, 2019-116, 2019-117, 2019-118, and Ordinance No. 2019-08. The recorded vote
appears with each item below.
Councilmember Soto requested that Item 3D (ABC License for Sunrise Market) be pulled for clarification
citing concern for a nearby Charter School and how an ABC License is granted. City Manager Stilwell
stated that two criteria for approval of an ABC license are the density and proximity of other
establishments that have beer/wine licenses and the crime rate in the area. Neither of these factors
posed a problem at this location and the Charter School that was operating in the area is no longer open.
A.

Waive the reading in full of all Ordinances and Resolutions. Ordinances on the Consent Agenda
will be adopted by the same vote cast at the first meeting, unless City Council indicates otherwise.
Action:

B.

Approve the Minutes of the regular City Council meeting of October 1, 2019.
Action:

C.

A determination of public convenience was made for Sunrise Market.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. Adopted as Resolution No. 2019-116. 5-0.

Payment of Warrants. Ordered ratified subject to having been certified as being in conformity with
the budget and having been approved for payment by the Director of Finance.
Action:

F.

City Manager Stilwell and his designee(s) were appointed as representative and
alternate, respectively, to the ERMA and ERMAC Boards of Directors; and
amendments were approved to the ERMAC Joint Powers Agreement.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motioned carried. Adopted as Resolution Nos. 2019-114 and 2019-115. 5-0.

Adopt a Resolution approving a determination of public convenience for the issuance of a Type 20
(Off-Sale Beer and Wine) alcoholic beverage license for the existing Sunrise Market located at
2880 Santa Maria Way, Suite C1.
Action:

E.

Minutes approved as submitted.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. 5-0.

Adopt Resolutions appointing a Representative and an Alternate to the Employment Risk
Management Authority (ERMA) and Exclusive Risk Management Authority of California (ERMAC)
Boards of Directors; and approving amendments to the ERMAC Joint Powers Agreement.
Action:

D.

Readings waived.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. 5-0.

Ratified.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. 5-0.

Payment of Payroll. Ordered ratified subject to having been certified by the proper Department
Directors, as shown on records on file in the Department of Finance, and having been approved
for payment by the Director of Finance.
Action:

Ratified.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. 5-0.
3
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Adopt a Resolution approving an agreement with CalPortland Construction, Bid No. 2019/06, the
Revised Santa Maria Police Department (SMPD) Los Flores Ranch Shooting Facility Project, and
a one-time budget appropriation from Measure U funds to cover remaining costs of the project.
Action:

H.

Second reading was conducted, and water and sewer rates for 2020-2023 were
adopted.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. Adopted as Ordinance No. 2019-08. 5-0.

APPOINTMENTS
A.

The City Council considered making one appointment to the Library Board of Trustees for a term
ending in July 2022.
Action:

5

Final Map and Subdivision Improvement Agreement were approved for Betteravia
Plaza.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. Adopted as Resolution No. 2019-118. 5-0.

Conduct the second reading and adopt Ordinance No. 2019-08 setting water and sewer rates for
2020-2023.
Action:
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An agreement with CalPortland Construction, and a one-time budget appropriation from
Measure U funds was approved.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. Adopted as Resolution No. 2019-117. 5-0.

Adopt a Resolution approving the Final Map and Subdivision Improvement Agreement for the
Betteravia Plaza Final Map, Tract 6008.
Action:

I.

October 15, 2019
Page 4 of 6

Charlie Baker-Boyd was appointed by the City Council to the Library Board of Trustees
to fill a term ending July 2022.
Moved by Mayor Patino, seconded by Councilmember Waterfield.
Motion carried. 5-0.

REGULAR BUSINESS
A.

REVIEW AND PRIORITIZATION OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANTS CAPITAL
PROJECT PROPOSALS. The City Council considered the Capital project proposals for FY 202021 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funding, and provide the Block Grants Advisory
Committee (BGAC) and the participating applicants direction for projects that should be given
priority for the upcoming funding cycle.
Grants Specialist Vela gave a presentation as outlined in the Council Agenda Report.
Public input
Ernest Armenta commented on the projects being proposed.
Carmen Rivera spoke briefly on a photo contest through Family Service Agency.
Mayor Patino recessed meeting for a short break at 6:57 p.m. Meeting reconvened at 7:05 p.m.
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City of Santa Maria
City Council Meeting
Action:
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Provide direction to the Block Grants Advisory Committee and CDBG funding
applicants regarding Capital project proposals.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Moats.
Direction to staff and BGAC was given to prioritize Capital project proposals in
the following order: 1) City of Santa Maria Recreation & Parks Department
Chapel Plaza Rehabilitation Project; 2) Family Services Agency Youth and
Family Center Improvement Project; 3) Peoples' Self-Help Housing Learning
Center Rehabilitation; 4) Community Action Commission Minor Home Repair
Program; 5) Community Action Partnership of San Luis Obispo Minor Home
Repair Program; and 6) GRID Alternatives Central Coast Solar Installation
Project. 4-1. Noes: Councilmember Soto.

REPORT BY CITY MANAGER
City Manager Stilwell reported that the next regular City Council meeting would be November 5, 2019.
Items on the agenda would include a Building and Fire Code update; the First Quarter Financial Report;
a Code Compliance update; and Technical Amendments to the Municipal Code.
Mr. Stilwell invited everyone to join him October 22 at 7:30 a.m. at the Radisson Hotel, when the State of
the City Address would be presented.
ORAL REPORTS OF COUNCILMEMBERS AND OFFICERS (INCLUDING AB1234 REPORTS)
Councilmember Soto reported she attended a 4th grade classroom to teach about local government; a
meeting with a Census Bureau representative; presented a proclamation at a SMOOTH Board meeting;
attended the Latino Community breakfast; and attended the Central Coast AirFest Gala.
Councilmember Waterfield reported she attended a Minerva luncheon; a LAFCO Board Meeting; a Police
Council membership meeting; a meeting with the Salvation Army; and the Central Coast AirFest Gala.
Councilmember Moats reported he attended the Northwest Town Hall meeting; a YMCA dinner; an event
at the Boys & Girls Club; the Central Coast AirFest Gala; a meeting with Hancock College; and the
Mayors Ball event.
Councilmember Cordero reported he attended the Mayors Ball event and a community neighborhood
watch meeting.
Mayor Patino reported she attended Mayors Task Force Teen Academy meetings; the Mayors Ball; the
Police Council membership meeting; a couple of Rotary meetings; the Northwest Town Hall meeting; and
the Central Coast AirFest Gala.
ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business before the City Council, Mayor Patino declared the City Council meeting
adjourned at 7:30 p.m.
///
///
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Downtown Fridays Outreach & 2020-2025
Consolidated Plan Public Input Meetings

Rosie Rojo attended Downtown Fridays on July 19, 2019
Outreach was done between 5:30 p.m. and 8:30 p.m.
27 people were surveyed (in both English and Spanish). Incentives such as candy and
pool passes were given out.
There were 12 categories of priorities, and each person was given 6 dots to choose as
most important. Results of the priorities are below:
21 - Homelessness = Falta de vivienda
15 - At-risk youth = Jóvenes en riesgo
15 - Seniors = Personas mayores
14 - Special needs = Necesidades especiales
21 - Youth education = Educación juvenil
7 - Critical needs (food, shelter, medicine) =
Necesidades críticas (comida,
refugio, medicina)
8 - Revitalized neighborhoods = Barrios revitalizados
11 - Housing-related needs = Necesidades relacionadas con la vivienda
19 - Crime prevention = Prevención del crimen
11 - Infrastructure/public facilities improvements = Mejoras de infraestructura / instalaciones públicas
19 - Family support services = Servicios de apoyo familiar
1 - Mental health = Salud mental

Alicia Vela attended Downtown Fridays on August 2, 2019
Outreach was done between 5:30 p.m. and 8:30 p.m.
51 people were surveyed (in both English and Spanish). Incentives such as candy and
pool passes were given out.
There were 12 categories of priorities, and each person was given 6 dots to choose as
most important. Results of the priorities are below:
41 - Homelessness = Falta de vivienda
35 - At-risk youth = Jóvenes en riesgo
28 - Seniors = Personas mayores
23 - Special needs = Necesidades especiales
29 - Youth education = Educación juvenil
19 - Critical needs (food, shelter, medicine) =
Necesidades críticas (comida, refugio,
medicina)
11 - Revitalized neighborhoods = Barrios revitalizados
20 - Housing-related needs = Necesidades relacionadas con la vivienda
38 - Crime prevention = Prevención del crimen
6 - Infrastructure/public facilities improvements = Mejoras de infraestructura / instalaciones públicas
22 - Family support services = Servicios de apoyo familiar
34 - Mental health = Salud mental

Consolidated Plan Public Input Meetings
Results from the public input meetings can be found in the County of Santa Barbara’s
Consolidated Plan for FY 2020-2025.

NEWS RELEASE
November 11, 2019
Traducción en español sigue a continuación / Spanish translation follows below

2020-2025 Consolidated Plan Public Input Meetings
The County of Santa Barbara and the Cities of Goleta, Lompoc, and Santa Maria will
jointly host four community meetings from Wednesday, November 20th to Friday,
November 22nd to solicit public input for their upcoming five-year Consolidated Plans and
Fair Housing assessments. Residents and stakeholders are invited to attend and provide
input on community needs and priorities.
The purpose of the Consolidated Plan is to help local jurisdictions assess their affordable
housing and community development needs, and to make data-driven, community
informed investment decisions. The consolidated planning process enables a communitywide dialogue to identify housing and community development priorities which will be
used to guide the use of funding from Federal block grant programs including the
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program and the HOME Investment
Partnerships (HOME) Program.
Topic: Affordable Housing Residents
Date / Time: Wednesday, November 20th from 6:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.
Location: Santa Maria Public Library, Shepard Hall, 421 South McClelland Street, Santa
Maria
Topic: Economic Development / Small Business
Date / Time: Thursday, November 21st from 10:00 a.m. to 11:30 a.m.
Location: Anderson Recreation Center, 125 West Walnut, Lompoc
Topic: Social Services / Advocacy / Non-Profits
Date / Time: Thursday, November 21st from 2:00 p.m. to 3:30 p.m.
Location: Goleta City Council Chambers, 130 Cremona Drive, Suite B, Goleta
Topic: Affordable Housing Developers / Stakeholders
Date / Time: Friday, November 22nd from 10:00 a.m. to 11:30 a.m.
Location: Santa Barbara Veterans’ Memorial Building, Cabrillo Room, 112 West Cabrillo
Boulevard, Santa Barbara
To request special accommodations or a disability-related modification, including auxiliary
aids or services, please call (805) 568-3549 or email jfrancis@co.santa-barbara.ca.us at
least 48 hours prior to the meeting which you plan to attend.
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Juntas de Aportación Pública para el Plan Consolidado 2020-2025
El condado de Santa Bárbara y las ciudades de Goleta, Lompoc y Santa María
organizarán conjuntamente cuatro juntas comunitarias el miércoles 20 de noviembre al
viernes 22 de noviembre para solicitar la opinión del público para el próximo plan
consolidado de cinco años y las evaluaciones de vivienda justa. Se les invita a los
residentes y a todas las personas interesadas a que asistan a una de estas juntas para
brindar su opinión sobre las necesidades y prioridades de la comunidad.
El objetivo del Plan Consolidado es ayudar a las jurisdicciones locales a evaluar sus
necesidades de viviendas asequibles y desarrollo comunitario para tomar decisiones de
inversión, basadas en datos e información proporcionada por la comunidad. El proceso
de planificación consolidado permite un diálogo a nivel comunitario para identificar las
prioridades de vivienda y desarrollo comunitario que se utilizará para dirigir el uso de
financiación de programas federales incluyendo el programa de desarrollo comunitario
(CDBG) y el programa de HOME Investment Partnership.
Tema: Residentes de Vivienda Asequible
Fecha / Hora: Miércoles, 20 de Noviembre de 6:00 p.m. a 7:00 p.m.
Locacion: Santa Maria Public Library, Shepard Hall, 421 South McClelland Street, Santa
Maria
Tema: Desarrollo Económico / Pequeñas Empresas
Fecha / Hora: Jueves, 21 de Noviembre de 10:00 a.m. a 11:30 a.m.
Locacion: Anderson Recreation Center, 125 West Walnut, Lompoc
Tema: Servicios Sociales / Apoyo / Organizaciones Sin Fines de Lucro
Fecha / Hora: Jueves, 21 de Noviembre de 2:00 p.m. a 3:30 p.m.
Locacion: Goleta City Council Chambers, 130 Cremona Drive, Suite B, Goleta
Tema: Desarrolladores de Vivienda Asequible / Personas Interesadas
Fecha / Hora: Viernes, 22 de Noviembre de 10:00 a.m. a 11:30 a.m.
Locacion: Santa Barbara Veterans’ Memorial Building, Cabrillo Room, 112 West Cabrillo
Boulevard, Santa Barbara
Para solicitar adaptaciones especiales o una modificación relacionada con la
discapacidad, incluyendo servicios o equipos auxiliares, por favor llame al (805) 5683549 o envíe un correo electrónico a jfrancis@co.santa-barbara.ca.us por lo menos 48
horas antes de la junta a la que usted planea asistir.

Department:
Contact Person:
Telephone Number:
Email Address:

Community Development / Special Projects Division
Rosie Rojo, Community Programs Manager
(805) 925-0951 extensión 2381
rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org

Deliberations Process

Alicia Vela
From:
Sent:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Alicia Vela
Thursday, February 6, 2020 11:06 AM
Rosa Rojo; Dana McNutt
REMINDER: Deliberations Process for Fiscal Year 2020-2021
SM-3012 Agenda 021020.pdf

REMINDER:
Block Grant Advisory Committee (BGAC)
Deliberations Process for Fiscal Year 2020-2021 CDBG Grant Applications

Hello! This email is to remind you that on Monday, February 10th, 2020 and Thursday, February
20th, 2020 our Block Grants Advisory Committee (BGAC) will be holding its annual
deliberations. Each session starts at 5:30 p.m. at Shepard Hall, inside the Santa Maria Public
Library, 421 S. McClelland Street.

Please note, this year’s process will be a bit different from previous years.
The first session on Monday, February 10th will allow agency representatives to speak before the
committee. The site visit teams will provide a brief overview of the team reports during the first
deliberations session. Once the teams complete the report overview, there will be a public comment
session where agencies will have an opportunity to share information with the entire committee. The
public comment period will be a maximum of three (3) minutes per person. The agenda for
Monday’s meeting is enclosed.
The second session on Thursday, February 20th will be a closed deliberation process, agency
representatives will not be able to speak at this meeting but are able to observe the process. The
recommendations made at this meeting will be presented to City Council for approval on April 7th.

Should you have any questions, please contact the Special Projects Division at
(805) 925-0951 extension 2118. Thank you!
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NEWS RELEASE
February 7, 2020
Deliberations Process for Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Grant Applications
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funding in the area has primarily been
used to assist low-to-moderate income clientele and areas (more than 60 percent of
Santa Maria residents fall under this category). Most of the annual funding the City
receives, which is approximately $1.5 million, is given to non-profit agencies in the
community who assist those who fall under the CDBG requirements. On Monday,
February 10th and Thursday, February 20th the City of Santa Maria’s Block Grants
Advisory Committee (BGAC) will be holding its annual deliberations process. Each
session starts at 5:30 p.m. at Shepard Hall, inside the Santa Maria Public Library, 421
South McClelland Street.
This year’s deliberation process will be a bit different from previous years. The first
session on Monday, February 10th will allow agency representatives to speak before the
committee. The site visit teams will provide a brief overview of the team reports during
the first deliberations session. Once the teams complete the report overview, there will
be a public comment session where agencies or anyone from the general public will have
an opportunity to share information with the entire committee. The public comment period
will be a maximum of three minutes per person. The agenda for the meeting on Monday,
February
10th
can
be
found
on
the
City’s
meetings
portal:
https://cityofsantamaria.civicweb.net/portal/
The second session on Thursday, February 20th will be a closed deliberation process;
agency representatives will not be able to speak at this meeting but are able to observe
the process. The funding recommendations made at this meeting will be presented to the
City Council for final approval at a public hearing held on Tuesday, April 7th. The public
hearing will take place at 5:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers, at City Hall, 110 East Cook
Street.
Questions may be directed to the Special Projects Division, (805) 925-0951 extension
2118.
Department:
Contact Person:
Telephone Number:
E-mail Address:

Community Development / Special Projects Division
Rosie Rojo, Community Programs Manager
(805) 925-0951 extension 2381
rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org

Fiscal Year 2020-21
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)

DELIBERATIONS
MEETING 1 OF 2

February 10, 2020

Block Grants Advisory Committee (BGAC)
Chair Nicolette Reeves
First Vice-Chair Ryan Fisher
Second Vice-Chair Jason Tamura
VISION STATEMENT: “To provide for the development and support of programs, facilities, services and opportunities
that best build a stable economic environment, maintain suitable living conditions, expand the supply of decent,
affordable housing and enhance the overall quality of life for all Santa Marians, particularly families in need, at-risk
youth, homeless, disadvantaged, elderly, and disabled in the community.”

Esther Acosta
Greg Burtnett
Sarah Mostafa
Patricia Solorio
John Childers Jr.
Rosalie Marquez

Al Correale
Tim Seifert
Robert Doyle
Luz Maria Cabral
Georgina Duran-Conn
Vacant
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Site Visits and Deliberations
• August 2019 - Community Needs Workshop
• September 2019 – NOFA Released
• September 2019 – Capital Proposals Due
• October 2019 – Pre-Application Workshop
• December 2019 – CDBG Applications Due
• January 2020 - Committee divided into 5 teams
and conducted site visits. Teams prepared written
reports to share with the committee.

Estimated Available Funding
ESTIMATED AVAILABLE CDBG FUNDING
FISCAL YEAR 2020-2021
(Actual amounts are expected to be released by HUD in the spring of 2020)

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM
Estimated Entitlement Amount
Anticipated 2020-21 Entitlement Amount
Anticipated Program Income (PI) (2019-2020) 1
Total CDBG Resources

$ 1,588,777
$
25,000
$ 1,613,777

Estimated Total CDBG Allocations
Allocation for Public Services (15 percent)
Allocation for Capital Projects (65 percent, plus PI) 2
Allocation for General Administration (20 percent, plus PI) 3
Fair Housing

$ 238,315
$ 1,052,705
$ 312,755
$
10,000

1 Program

income (PI) that may be generated from existing revolving loan fund programs, such as
Residential Rehabilitation Loan Program.

2 This

includes 10,000 for TBRA administration, leaving $1,154,707 for subrecipients.

3 After

removing $10,000 for mandated Fair Housing testing, actual 20% for General Administration is
$322,755.
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Summary of Applications
5 CDBG Capital
Funds Available

= $ 1,147,182
= $ 1,052,705

20 CDBG Public Service
Funds Available

=$
=$

365,000
238,315

City Funding Priorities
1)

Prevent homelessness, address critical
needs, and assist at-risk youth, elderly, and
underserved populations

2)

Expand educational and development
opportunities

3)

Provide affordable housing

4)

Revitalize existing neighborhoods
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Site Visit Team Report Review
• The BGAC Site Visit teams will have the opportunity to ask the
prospective subrecipients any clarifying questions it has. Agency
representatives may speak during this session only if the committee has a
question and are called upon.
• All other questions and comments must be noted and presented during
the public comment period following this session.
• The team recommendations that will be listed on the screen are not final
and will be discussed during the deliberations process on Thursday,
February 20th at 5:30 p.m. in Shepard Hall of the Santa Maria Public
Library.

Site Visit Team Report Review
(AFTER CONFLICTS OF INTEREST ANNOUNCED)

4

Public Comment
This time is reserved to accept
comments from the public.
Individual speakers are asked to state their:

• Name
• Agency Affiliation
prior to speaking and limit their comments to
three (3) minutes or as directed by the
Chairperson.

Upcoming Key Dates
BGAC Deliberations Meeting 2 of 2
Thursday, February 20, 2020 at 5:30 p.m.
Shepard Hall, Santa Maria Public Library, 421 South McClelland

City Council / Public Hearing on Draft Action Plan
Tuesday, April 7, 2020 at 5:30 p.m.
Council Chambers, City Hall, 110 East Cook Street
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THANK YOU!
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Alicia Vela
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rosa Rojo
Monday, February 17, 2020 2:25 PM
Alicia Vela
Response from NCRCC

From: Karin Powers‐Finance/HR Director [mailto:karin@ncrccpc.org]
Sent: Friday, February 14, 2020 9:59 AM
To: Rosa Rojo <rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: Re: REMINDER: Deliberations Process for Fiscal Year 2020‐2021

Hi Rosie,
The Center's response to the follow up questions:
Though the North County Rape Crisis and Child Protection Center will be able to provide services if we do not
receive the requested CDBG funding, we cannot continue to provide services at current levels without
continued, full funding and support. To continue to operate at an expanded rate with less funding is just not
feasible, and our clientele base is indeed growing. We cannot put a number on "how many less people we
would be able to serve." It is just not that simple.
Our programs are too critical to keep taking cuts and survive, and to proceed we need the continued support
of the communities that we serve. To not make counseling services available free of charge (as we do), is to
say that those with limited funds don't deserve to obtain services while the whole point of HUD funding is to
serve those with LMI; we put CDBG funds to great use!
The cost of cutting our services to the community is immeasurable; people who suffer trauma are significantly
more likely to suffer from depression, substance abuse, and further victimization. By providing the services
that we do we are confident that we are ending cycles of violence within Santa Maria families, and are
restoring people who have been victimized in our community to good health, thus healing our Santa Maria
community.
I hope this helps to clarify the need of funding, and the need of services through the CDBG program.
Thank you, Karin
Karin L Powers
Finance/Human Resource Director
North County Rape Crisis & Child Protection Center
Pronouns: she/her/hers
P: (805) 736-8535 ext. 103
F: (805) 736-8913
karin@ncrccpc.org
1

www.sbcountyrapecrisis.org
https://www.facebook.com/groups/NCRCCPC/
KNOW MORE, DO MORE, NO MORE! STOP SEXUAL VIOLENCE!
****The information in this e-mail and in any attachments is confidential,
privileged, and the property of NCRCCPC. If you received this message in
error, please destroy this message, delete any copies and attachments
stored on your systems and notify the sender immediately.****

From: Rosa Rojo <rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org>
Sent: Friday, February 14, 2020 9:23 AM
To: Karin Powers‐Finance/HR Director <karin@ncrccpc.org>
Subject: RE: REMINDER: Deliberations Process for Fiscal Year 2020‐2021

Hi, Karin.
The best thing to do is email me your response and I can share it with the committee at next week’s
meeting.
In listening back to the meeting, I believe what she wants to know is: What is the impact of not
receiving the funding?”
What would happen if North County Rape Crisis didn’t get CDBG funding for 2020-2021?
What programs and services would be affected? How many less people would you be able to
serve?
She asked that several times to several agencies, so don’t feel like your agency is the only one.
Hope this helps.
 Rosie

From: Karin Powers‐Finance/HR Director [mailto:karin@ncrccpc.org]
Sent: Friday, February 14, 2020 9:20 AM
To: Rosa Rojo <rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: Re: REMINDER: Deliberations Process for Fiscal Year 2020‐2021

Good Morning Rosie,
I am hoping you will help me with this; I am not sure if I should call the Committee member, and wonder if the
question ended up being answered. That one of the questions is "what will the money actually fund" is odd;
that is what our entire application is about, so I am not sure what kind of clarification she is looking for.
I am here all day except 1 ‐ 1:30 for lunch, so if you want to give me a call that would be great.
Thank you!
Karin
Karin L Powers
Finance/Human Resource Director
North County Rape Crisis & Child Protection Center
2

Pronouns: she/her/hers
P: (805) 736-8535 ext. 103
F: (805) 736-8913
karin@ncrccpc.org
www.sbcountyrapecrisis.org
https://www.facebook.com/groups/NCRCCPC/
KNOW MORE, DO MORE, NO MORE! STOP SEXUAL VIOLENCE!
****The information in this e-mail and in any attachments is confidential,
privileged, and the property of NCRCCPC. If you received this message in
error, please destroy this message, delete any copies and attachments
stored on your systems and notify the sender immediately.****

From: Rosa Rojo <rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org>
Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2020 10:37 AM
To: Karin Powers‐Finance/HR Director <karin@ncrccpc.org>
Subject: Re: REMINDER: Deliberations Process for Fiscal Year 2020‐2021

Sorry, hit send too quickly. The question was:
”How many people would be impacted if the agency didn’t receive funding?”
The committee member was confused as to the number of people served with CBDG funding and the impact it
has on the community. Also what will the money actually fund.
I can elaborate a bit more if you’d like tomorrow. I’m in interviews all day, but that’s the nuts and bolts of it.
Thank you!
:) Rosie
Sent from iPhone
On Feb 11, 2020, at 10:15 AM, Rosa Rojo <rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:
Hi, Karin. We have no way of knowing what other committee members who did not attend the
site visits will ask because we don’t discuss these matters outside of a public forum, so we also
did not know that this question would be asked.
The question was “
Sent from iPhone
On Feb 11, 2020, at 9:27 AM, Karin Powers-Finance/HR Director
<karin@ncrccpc.org> wrote:
Hi Rosie,
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Due to a medical procedure I was unable to go to the meeting last night. It had
been our understanding that we were to be allowed to make a presentation, and
then questions regarding that presentation would be asked. Our Human
Trafficking/Crisis Counselor was caught a little off guard with the question of
percentages of budget and loss of services... I really wish these questions would
have been asked at our interview!
May I have the opportunity to answer those questions? And what, exactly, were
those questions? I am very concerned, as CDBG funding, though a small
percentage of our budget, is very important to our provision of services!
Please advise ‐ I would like to address this prior to the deliberations on the 20th,
and will personally be at those deliberations.
Thank you, Karin
Karin L Powers
Finance/Human Resource Director
North County Rape Crisis & Child Protection Center
Pronouns: she/her/hers
P: (805) 736‐8535 ext. 103
F: (805) 736‐8913
karin@ncrccpc.org
www.sbcountyrapecrisis.org
https://www.facebook.com/groups/NCRCCPC/
KNOW MORE, DO MORE, NO MORE! STOP SEXUAL VIOLENCE!
****The information in this e‐mail and in any attachments is confidential,
privileged, and the property of NCRCCPC. If you received this message in
error, please destroy this message, delete any copies and attachments
stored on your systems and notify the sender immediately.****

From: Rosa Rojo <rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org>
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2020 2:07 PM
Subject: FW: REMINDER: Deliberations Process for Fiscal Year 2020‐2021

Hello! To add to the email Alicia sent out this morning, keep in mind that if
you can’t make tonight’s meeting, you are welcome to submit written
correspondence.
We will need to receive it by 4:00 p.m. so we can print it out for our
committee members before the meeting begins at 5:30 p.m.
Should you have any questions, please contact us.
Thank you!
 Rosie
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Rosie Rojo
Community Programs Manager / 110 South Pine Street, Room 107
(Special Projects Office)/ Phone: (805) 925-0951 ext. 2381
/ www.cityofsantamaria.org / Fax: (805) 928-0535
OUR OFFICE WILL BE CLOSED EVERY FRIDAY DUE TO LIMITED STAFFING. PHONE CALLS
AND EMAILS RECEIVED ON FRIDAY WILL BE ANSWERED THE FOLLOWING BUSINESS
DAY. WE APOLOGIZE FOR ANY INCONVENIENCE THIS MAY CAUSE.
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication and its attachments may contain non-public, confidential, or
legally privileged information including HIPAA-protected PHI. The interception, use or disclosure of such
information is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, or have received this information in error, please
notify the sender immediately by reply email and delete all copies of this message and attachments without
reading, saving, or further distributing them.

From: Alicia Vela
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2020 11:36 AM
Cc: Rosa Rojo <rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org>; Dana McNutt
<dmcnutt@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: RE: REMINDER: Deliberations Process for Fiscal Year 2020‐2021

REMINDER:
Deliberation meeting 1 of 2 will take place (this evening) Monday,
February 10th, 2020. The meeting starts at 5:30 p.m. at Shepard Hall,
inside the Santa Maria Public Library, 421 South McClelland Street
(agenda enclosed).
From: Alicia Vela
Sent: Thursday, February 6, 2020 11:06 AM
Cc: Rosa Rojo <rrojo@cityofsantamaria.org>; Dana McNutt
<dmcnutt@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: REMINDER: Deliberations Process for Fiscal Year 2020‐2021

REMINDER:
Block Grant Advisory Committee (BGAC)
Deliberations Process for Fiscal Year 2020-2021 CDBG Grant
Applications
<image001.jpg>
Hello! This email is to remind you that on Monday, February 10th, 2020
and Thursday, February 20th, 2020 our Block Grants Advisory
Committee (BGAC) will be holding its annual deliberations. Each session
starts at 5:30 p.m. at Shepard Hall, inside the Santa Maria Public
Library, 421 S. McClelland Street.

Please note, this year’s process will be a bit different from
previous years.
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The first session on Monday, February 10th will allow agency
representatives to speak before the committee. The site visit teams will
provide a brief overview of the team reports during the first deliberations
session. Once the teams complete the report overview, there will be a
public comment session where agencies will have an opportunity to share
information with the entire committee. The public comment period will be a
maximum of three (3) minutes per person. The agenda for Monday’s
meeting is enclosed.
The second session on Thursday, February 20th will be a closed
deliberation process, agency representatives will not be able to speak at
this meeting but are able to observe the process. The recommendations
made at this meeting will be presented to City Council for approval on
April 7th.

Should you have any questions, please contact the Special
Projects Division at (805) 925-0951 extension 2118. Thank
you!
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Fiscal Year 2020-21
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)

DELIBERATIONS
MEETING 2 OF 2

February 20, 2020

Census 2020
Filling out the census is easy. It is nine questions. It can be done online, over the
phone, or by a requested paper form.

•

March 12th to 20th: Most households will receive an invitation to respond online to the 2020
census. Some households also will receive a paper questionnaire.

•

March 12th to 24th: Reminder letter will be sent in the mail.

•

April 1st: is National Census Day! Everyone in the United States is encouraged to respond.

•

March 26th to April 3rd: Reminder postcard will be sent in the mail.

•

April 3rd to 5th: Respond online to the 2020 Census; a reminder letter will be sent in the mail.
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Block Grants Advisory Committee (BGAC)
Chair Nicolette Reeves
First Vice-Chair Ryan Fisher
Second Vice-Chair Jason Tamura
VISION STATEMENT: “To provide for the development and support of programs, facilities, services and opportunities
that best build a stable economic environment, maintain suitable living conditions, expand the supply of decent,
affordable housing and enhance the overall quality of life for all Santa Marians, particularly families in need, at-risk
youth, homeless, disadvantaged, elderly, and disabled in the community.”

Esther Acosta
Greg Burtnett
Sarah Mostafa
Patricia Solorio
John Childers Jr.
Rosalie Marquez

Al Correale
Tim Seifert
Robert Doyle
Georgina Duran-Conn
Angel Lopez
Vacant

Site Visits and Deliberations
• August 2019 - Community Needs Workshop
• September 2019 – NOFA Released
• September 2019 – Capital Proposals Due
• October 2019 – Pre-Application Workshop
• December 2019 – CDBG Applications Due
• January 2020 - Committee divided into 5 teams
and conducted site visits. Teams prepared written
reports to share with the committee.
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City Funding Priorities
1)

Prevent homelessness, address critical
needs, and assist at-risk youth, elderly, and
underserved populations

2)

Expand educational and development
opportunities

3)

Provide affordable housing

4)

Revitalize existing neighborhoods

Estimated Available Funding
AVAILABLE CDBG FUNDING
FISCAL YEAR 2020-2021
(Based on released HUD amount 2/14/2020)

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM
Final Entitlement Amount
Final 2020-21 Entitlement Amount
Anticipated Program Income (PI) (2019-2020) 1
Total CDBG Resources

$ 1,628,974
$
25,000
$ 1,653,974

Total CDBG Allocations
Allocation for Public Services (15 percent)
Allocation for Capital Projects (65 percent, plus PI) 2
Allocation for General Administration (20 percent, plus PI) 3
Fair Housing

$ 244,346
$ 1,058,834
$ 315,794
$
10,000

1 Program

income (PI) that may be generated from existing revolving loan fund programs, such as
Residential Rehabilitation Loan Program. It may fluctuate and for that reason it’s not included in “Total
CDBG Allocations.”

2 This

includes 10,000 for TBRA administration, leaving $1,048,834 for subrecipients.

3 20%

is actually $325,794; however, $10,000 is for mandated Fair Housing testing as required by HUD.

3

Summary of Applications
5 CDBG Capital
Funds Available

= $ 1,147,182
= $ 1,052,705

20 CDBG Public Service
Funds Available

=$
=$

365,000
238,315

Conflicts of Interest
Announcements

Action Item: Vote on Segmented CDBG Capital
Projects / Public Services Programs

4

Action Items- Adoption of
Recommendation for:
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)

Unsegmented CDBG Public Service Activities
Unsegmented CDBG Capital Development Projects
5% delivery costs for Capital Projects
TBRA Administration (Capital Funding)
Fair Housing (General Administration)
Adoption of contingencies

Upcoming Key Dates

City Council / Public Hearing on Draft Action Plan
Tuesday, April 7, 2020 at 5:30 p.m.
Council Chambers, City Hall, 110 East Cook Street

National Community Development (CD) Week
Monday, April 13, 2020 – Friday, April 17, 2020

5

REMINDER – Form 700
The City of Santa Maria’s Conflict of Interest Code designates your position as
being required to file a Statement of Economic Interests (Form 700) upon
assuming office, annually, and upon leaving office.

File online by April 1st: https://netfile.com/filer

LATE PENALTY: Government Code Section 91013 states that any person who files a Form
700 after the deadline (April 1, 2020) becomes liable in the amount of $10 per day, up to a
maximum of $100.

THANK YOU!
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City of Santa Maria Block Grants Advisory Committee 2020-21 Public Services Recommended Allocations
2020-21

2019-20
Public Services Applicant

Requested
Amount

Allocation

Committee
Recommendation

Team Recommendation

CDBG
Priority

Population To Be
Served

1

Alliance for Pharmaceutical Access - Patient Advocacy for Affordable
or No Cost Medicatons

$

12,211

$

15,000

$

15,000

$

15,000

1A

Critical Needs

2

Catholic Charities - Santa Maria Community Services

$

12,211

$

20,000

$

20,000

$

15,000

1A

Critical Needs

3

Child Abuse Listening Mediation (CALM) - Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment

$

10,212

$

20,000

$

20,000

$

15,000

1B

At Risk Youth

4

Community Action Commission (CAC) - Senior Nutrition

$

10,000

$

15,000

$

15,000

$

-

1C

Elderly

5

Community Partners in Caring - Volunteer Program

$

12,712

$

15,000

$

15,000

$

15,000

1C

Elderly

6

Domestic Violence Solutions - Emergency Shelter

$

12,211

$

15,000

$

15,000

$

15,000

1A

Critical Needs

7

Family Service Agency / SMV Youth & Family Center - Safe Child
Program

$

10,212

$

20,000

$

20,000

$

-

1B

At Risk Youth

8

Fighting Back Santa Maria Valley - FBSMV Clinical Oversight

N/A $

20,000

$

20,000

$

-

1B

At Risk Youth

9

Foodbank - Warehouse Distribution Program

10 Good Samaritan Shelter - Homeless Shelter Programs
11

Independent Living Resource Center- Services and Outreach to
Individuals with Disabilities

12 Legal Aid Foundation of SBC - Emergency Legal Services
13

19,932

$

23,000

$

23,000

$

23,000

1A

Critical Needs

$

20,212

$

20,000

$

20,000

$

-

1A

Critical Needs /
Homeless

$

10,212

$

17,000

$

17,000

$

15,000

1C

Special Needs

$

12,211

$

20,000

$

20,000

$

15,000

1A

Critical Needs

N/A $

20,000

$

20,000

$

-

1C

Critical Needs

$

20,000

$

20,000

$

15,000

1B

At Risk Youth

N/A $

20,000

$

20,000

$

-

2B

Youth

Mixteco / Indigena Community Organizing Project (MICOP) - Puente
a la Comunidad (Bridge to the Community)

14 North County Rape Crisis & Child Protection Center
15

$

$

Peoples' Self-Help Housing - Math and Literacy Tutoring for English
Language Learner Students

19,211

16 Santa Barbara County Sexual Assault Response Team (SART)

$

12,211

$

15,000

$

15,000

$

15,000

1A

Critical Needs

17 Meals on Wheels Santa Maria Valley

$

14,711

$

15,000

$

15,000

$

15,000

1C

Elderly

N/A $

15,000

$

15,000

$

-

1A

Critical Needs

18

Teddy Bear Cancer Foundation - Financial Assistance for SM
Families of Children with Cancer

19 The Salvation Army - Hot Lunch Program

$

10,212

$

20,000

$

20,000

$

15,000

1A

Critical Needs

20 Unitarian Society of Santa Barbara - Freedom Warming Center

$

12,211

$

20,000

$

15,000

$

18,846

1A

Critical Needs /
Homeless

TOTALS $

210,892

$

365,000

$

360,000

$

206,846

$

244,346

$

244,346

$

244,346

$

206,846

$

37,500

2020-21 Funding Amount
BGAC Allocation
City Council Allocation
BALANCE REMAINING / SHORT

$

(120,654) $

(115,654) $

-

Limit for
Committee

City of Santa Maria Block Grants Advisory Committee 2020-21 Capital Project Recommended Allocations
2020-21
2019-20
Capital Development Project Applicant

1

Allocation

City of Santa Maria / Recreation and Parks Department - Chapel Plaza
Rehabilitation

2 Community Action Commission - Minor Home Repair Program

Family Service Agency - Santa Maria Valley Youth and Family Center
Building Project

4

Peoples' Self-Help Housing Corporation - Learning Center Rehab for
Farmworker and Low-Income Students

5 TBRA Administration

$

Team
Recommendation

Committee
Recommendation

CDBG
Project Delivery Priority
Costs

$

764,096

$

641,961

$

33,787

4A

1

Revitalize
Neighborhoods /
Area Benefit

83,114 $

75,000

$

75,000

$

71,250

$

3,750

3C

4

Elderly, Diasabled
Low Income
Homeowners /
Renters

229,737

$

52,286

$

52,286

$

49,672

$

2,614

1B

2

Youth

N/A

$

245,800

$

245,800

$

233,510

$

12,290

2A

3

Youth

3A

N/A

Elderly, Diasabled
Low Income
Homeowners /
Renters

10,000

$

10,000

$

10,000

$

10,000

$

-

TOTALS $

322,851

$

1,147,182

$

1,147,182

$

1,006,393

$

52,441

$

1,058,834

$

1,058,834

$

1,058,834

(88,348) $

52,441

$

(52,441)

BALANCE REMAINING / SHORT

Target Population
To Be Served

764,096

$

2020-21 Funding Amount & Reprogramming from Previously Closed Out
Projects

City
Council
Priority

$

N/A

$

3

Updated 02/24/2020 AV

Requested
Amount

$

(88,348) $

Public Hearing on Recommended
Allocations for FY 2020-21 CDBG Funding

Alicia Vela
From:
Sent:
Cc:
Subject:

Rosa Rojo
Tuesday, March 24, 2020 2:56 PM
Alicia Vela; Dana McNutt
Important information about the Public Hearing for CDBG FY 2020-21

Esteemed city leader and resident:
First and foremost, I hope this email finds you in good health and you are able to do what you can to
maintain social distancing and protect your well-being. Secondly, I would like to update you on our
CDBG funding process, which continues despite these precarious circumstances, albeit in a slightly
different fashion.
The public hearing scheduled for Tuesday, April 7th regarding our proposed FY 2020-21 CDBG
funding allocation is still moving forward and public comment is still encouraged; however, the CITY
COUNCIL CHAMBERS WILL NOT BE OPEN TO THE PUBLIC. There are still ways in which you
can submit your comments. Please see the information below from the City Clerk’s Office:
Pursuant to Section 3 of Executive Order N-29-20, issued by Governor Newsom on March 17, 2020,
the regular meeting of the City Council for April 7, 2020, will be conducted telephonically and
broadcast live on the City's website, and on Comcast Cable Channel 23. Please be advised that
pursuant to the Executive Order, and to ensure the health and safety of the public by limiting human
contact that could spread the COVID-19 virus, the Council Chambers will not be open for the
meeting, nor is City Hall open to the public.
Council Members will be participating telephonically, and will not be physically present in the Council
Chambers. How to observe the Meeting: To maximize public safety while still maintaining
transparency and public access, members of the public can observe the meeting on Comcast
Channel 23 or by visiting the Live Stream page on the City’s meeting portal
https://cityofsantamaria.civicweb.net/Portal/CitizenEngagement.aspx. A link will appear when the
meeting is scheduled to be broadcast. You may also select the meeting date, and select the Live
Stream Video button when the meeting is scheduled to be broadcast. Lastly, you may Live Stream
the meeting from the City’s You Tube Channel
https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PLN7bMlSUIgZeGyM57KCt4RkzjEFZuGi78.
How to submit Public Comment: If you wish to address the City Council, you may submit
comments via email by 3:00 p.m. on Tuesday (the day of the meeting). Please submit comments to
the City Clerk’s Office at cityclerk@cityofsantamaria.org. Your comments will be provided to the City
Council, and summarized into the record at the meeting. If you are watching the Live Stream of the
City Council meeting, and wish to make either a general public comment or to comment on a specific
agenda item, please call 805-361-9505. The comments received will be summarized, and read to the
City Council prior to any action being taken. Every effort will be made to read your comment into the
record, but some comments may not be read due to time limitations or late submissions. American
Disability Act Accommodations: Any member of the public who needs accommodations should
email the City Clerk’s Office at cityclerk@cityofsantamaria.org or by calling 805-925-0951 extension
2306. The City Clerk’s Office will use their best efforts to provide reasonable accommodations by
request at least 48-hours ahead of the meeting.
1

Also keep in mind that the meeting on April 7th is part of the 30-day public review period for not only
the FY 2020-21 CDBG allocations which are part of the City’s drafted Action Plan, but also up for 20day public review is the City’s five-year consolidated plan and the Analysis of Impediments to Fair
Housing Choice. All can be found on our City’s website.
Should you have any questions, please let us know. Stay safe and healthy out there. 

Rosie Rojo

Community Programs Manager / 110 South Pine Street, Room 107 (Special Projects Office)/ Phone:
(805) 925-0951 ext. 2381 / www.cityofsantamaria.org / Fax: (805) 928-0535
***In response to COVID-19, the City of Santa Maria Community Development Office (including
our Special Projects Office) is closed to the public until further notice. Staff is available by
phone and email between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. Monday through Thursday. We appreciate
your patience and understanding during these unprecedented times.***
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LEGAL AD PUBLIC HEARING AND 30

Details for LEGAL AD PUBLIC HEARING AND 30
16 hrs ago
LEGAL AD PUBLIC HEARING AND 30-DAY PUBLIC REVIEW NOTICE FOR CDBG FUNDING, INCLUDING A DRAFTED
ACTION PLAN, CONSOLIDATED PLAN, AND ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING CHOICE NOTICE IS
HEREBY GIVEN that the City Council of the City of Santa Maria will conduct a public hearing in the City Council
Chambers of the Santa Maria City Hall, 110 East Cook Street, Santa Maria, California, on Tuesday, April 7, 2020 at
5:30 p.m. to receive public comments and consider the recommendation of the Block Grants Advisory Committee
(BGAC) of the City of Santa Maria with regard to the use of federal funds under the Community Development Block
Grant (CDBG) Program for Fiscal Year 2020-21. In addition, the City's five-year Consolidated Plan, along with the
City's Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice will also be submitted. NOTE: The public hearing may be
provided in a virtual fashion should the Coronavirus Disease (COVID-19) continue to affect our community. Every
effort will be made to provide the public with the ability to participate in this hearing while maintaining social
distance. The City of Santa Maria welcomes orderly participation at its meetings from all members of the public.
This includes assistance under the Americans with Disabilities Act to provide an equally effective opportunity for
individuals with a disability to participate in and benefit from City activities. Spanish translation may also be
provided for this item. To request assistance, please call (805) 925-0951, extension 2307, or the California Relay
Service. Notification at least 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to
ensure accessibility to this meeting. This public hearing is part of the DRAFT ANNUAL ACTION PLAN for Fiscal Year
2020-21, as well as the update of the City's DRAFT CONSOLIDATED PLAN AND ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO
FAIR HOUSING CHOICE for Fiscal Years 2020-25. These documents are required of local governments that apply
directly for federal funds under certain housing and community development programs. This federal program is
administered by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). The City of Santa Maria is
soliciting comments from the public with regard to the DRAFT ANNUAL ACTION PLAN, CONSOLIDATED PLAN, and
ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING CHOICE that will be submitted to HUD. The 30-day public review
comment period is from April 4, 2020 to May 4, 2020. Interested persons may review the documents at the Special
Projects Division office or at http://www.cityofsantamaria.org/specialprojects. Residents are also invited to
forward their written comments during this time period to: City of Santa Maria, Special Projects Division, 110 S.
Pine Street, Room 107, Santa Maria, CA 93458. Questions may be directed to Special Projects Division, 925-0951,
ext. 2118. ANUNCIO LEGAL AUDIENCIA PÚBLICA Y AVISO DE REVISIÓN PÚBLICA DE 30 DÍAS PARA LA
FINANCIACIÓN DE CDBG, INCLUYENDO UN PROYECTO DE PLAN DE ACCIÓN, PLAN CONSOLIDADO Y ANÁLISIS
DE IMPEDIMENTOS PARA LA ELECCIÓN DE VIVIENDA JUSTA SE AVISA QUE el Ayuntamiento de la Ciudad de Santa
María llevará a cabo una audiencia pública en las Cámaras del Ayuntamiento del Ayuntamiento de Santa María,
110 East Cook Street, Santa Maria, California, el martes 7 de abril de 2020 a las 5:30 p.m. para recibir comentarios
públicos y considerar la recomendación del Comité Asesor de Subvenciones en Bloque (BGAC) de la Ciudad de
https://santamariatimes.com/ads/community/announcements/legal/legal-ad-public-hearing-and/ad_cbc3e8c9-370f-5571-875e-b071395da260.html
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Santa María con respecto al uso de fondos federales bajo el Programa de Subvención en Bloque de Desarrollo
Comunitario (CDBG) para el año fiscal 2020-21. Además, se presentará el Plan Consolidado de cinco años de la
Ciudad, junto con el Análisis de Impedimentos para la Elección de Vivienda Justa de la Ciudad. NOTA: La audiencia
pública se puede proporcionar de manera virtual en caso de que la enfermedad Coronavirus (COVID-19) continúe
afectando a nuestra comunidad. Se hará todo lo posible para proporcionar al público la capacidad de participar en
esta audiencia mientras se mantiene la distancia social.La Ciudad de Santa María agradece la participación
ordenada en sus reuniones de todos los miembros del público. Esto incluye asistencia bajo la Ley de
Estadounidenses con Discapacidades para proporcionar una oportunidad igualmente efectiva para que las
personas con discapacidad participen y se beneficien de las actividades de la Ciudad. También se puede
proporcionar traducción al español para este artículo. Para solicitar asistencia, llame al (805) 925-0951, extensión
2307, o al Servicio de retransmisión de California. La notificación al menos 48 horas antes de la reunión permitirá a
la Ciudad hacer arreglos razonables para garantizar la accesibilidad a esta reunión. Esta audiencia pública es parte
del PROYECTO DE PLAN DE ACCIÓN ANUAL para el año fiscal 2020-21, así como la actualización del PROYECTO DE
PLAN CONSOLIDADO DE LA CIUDAD y ANÁLISIS DE IMPEDIMENTOS PARA LA ELECCIÓN DE VIVIENDA JUSTA para
los años fiscales 2020-25. Estos documentos son requeridos por los gobiernos locales que solicitan directamente
fondos federales bajo ciertos programas de vivienda y desarrollo comunitario. Este programa federal es
administrado por el Departamento de Vivienda y Desarrollo Urbano (HUD) de EE. UU. La Ciudad de Santa María
solicita comentarios del público con respecto al PROYECTO DE PLAN DE ACCIÓN ANUAL, PLAN CONSOLIDADO Y
ANÁLISIS DE IMPEDIMENTOS PARA LA ELECCIÓN DE VIVIENDA JUSTA que se presentará a HUD. El período de
comentarios de revisión pública de 30 días es del 4 de abril de 2020 al 4 de mayo de 2020. Las personas
interesadas pueden revisar los documentos en la oficina de la División de Proyectos Especiales o en
http://www.cityofsantamaria.org/specialprojects. Los residentes también están invitados a enviar sus
comentarios por escrito durante este período de tiempo a: Ciudad de Santa María, División de Proyectos
Especiales, 110 S. Pine Street, Sala 107, Santa María, CA 93458. Las preguntas pueden dirigirse a la División de
Proyectos Especiales, 925- 0951, ext. 2118. Dated: March 20, 2020 /s/: Rosie Rojo Community Programs Manager
Special Projects Division Published One Time Santa Maria Times March 24, 2020 Legal #156620 Pub date: March
24, 2020

https://santamariatimes.com/ads/community/announcements/legal/legal-ad-public-hearing-and/ad_cbc3e8c9-370f-5571-875e-b071395da260.html
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
CITY OF SANTA MARIA, CALIFORNIA
APRIL 7, 2020 - CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS

Page 1 of 5

INVOCATION
Councilmember Waterfield gave the Invocation.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Councilmember Moats led the Pledge of Allegiance.
CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Patino called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. Pursuant to Section 3 of Executive Order N-2920, issued by Governor Newsom on March 17, 2020, the regular meeting of the City Council for April 7,
2020, was conducted telephonically and broadcast live on the City's website, and on Comcast Cable
Channel 23. Please be advised that pursuant to the Executive Order, and to ensure the health and safety
of the public by limiting human contact that could spread the COVID-19 virus, the Council Chambers and
City Hall were not open to the public. Police Chief Hanson, Human Resources Director Morelos,
Community Development Director Ng, Recreation & Parks Director Posada, Glenn Morris of the Santa
Maria Valley Chamber of Commerce, Superintendent Luke Ontiveros of Santa Maria-Bonita School
District, and CEO Sylvia Barnard of Good Samaritan Shelter participated telephonically.
ROLL CALL:
MEMBERS PRESENT:
Mayor Alice Patino, Councilmember Michael Moats, Councilmember Mike Cordero, Councilmember
Gloria Soto, and Councilmember Etta Waterfield
STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT:
City Manager Jason Stilwell, City Attorney Thomas Watson, Fire Chief Leonard Champion, Community
Programs Manager Rosie Rojo, and Chief Deputy City Clerk Rhonda White
1

2

PROCLAMATIONS
A.

Councilmember Cordero presented a Proclamation recognizing the week of April 13-17, 2020, as
National Community Development Week in the City of Santa Maria, and showcasing the programs
and projects funded by federal grant programs like Community Development Block Grants and
HOME Investment Partnership.

B.

Councilmember Waterfield presented a Proclamation recognizing the month of April 2020, as
Sexual Assault Prevention Awareness Month in the City of Santa Maria, and encouraging all
residents and businesses to participate in a month full of recognition and activities promoted by the
North County Rape Crisis and Child Protection Center to increase awareness of sexual assault and
to create solutions in an effort to eliminate sexual violence from this City.

C.

Councilmember Soto presented a Proclamation recognizing the month of April 2020, as Fair
Housing Month in the City of Santa Maria, and encouraging the continuance of equal housing
opportunities for all residents of Santa Maria.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD VIA WRITTEN CORRESPONDENCE
Laurie Tamura requested the City Council put an emergency stay on permit timelines.
Cliff Solomon, Gale McNeeley, Earl Frounfelter, and Leslie McGorman urged the City Council to protect
renters and businesses from eviction during the COVID-19 pandemic.

City of Santa Maria
City Council Meeting
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Sara Macdonald announced she was observing the meeting as a member of the League of Women
Voters Observer Corps.
Marian Hospital and Dignity Health submitted a letter to the community updating everyone on their
progress with COVID-19.
3

CONSENT CALENDAR
Councilmember Soto requested that Item 3C (Ratifying Emergency Declaration and Designation of
Signing Agent) be pulled for discussion and a separate vote.
Consent Calendar Items 3A-3F (except Item 3C) were approved as presented including the adoption of
Resolution No. 2020-23. The recorded vote appears with each item below.
Item 3C
Councilmember Soto asked for clarification on the purpose of the Declaration of Emergency and asked
that a regulation be included in the item regarding a moratorium on rental evictions for both individuals
and businesses.
City Attorney Watson explained that the Declaration allows the City to better access State/Federal
funding, and to promulgate rules and regulations on an expedited basis. He indicated the City Council
could encourage residents to shelter in place, which the County Public Health Officer has the authority
to issue. The County and City Managers have been working together to ascertain essential and nonessential businesses and workers. He also stated he had already drafted a eviction regulations for the
City Manager, as the Director of Emergency Services, to consider. Council provided a unanimous
consensus to have the Director of Emergency Services issue the eviction regulations.
Item 3C was approved as presented, giving City Manager Stilwell, as Director of Emergency Services,
authority to develop a policy regarding a moratorium on evictions without further action from the City
Council, and included the adoption of Resolution Nos. 2020-21 and 2020-22. The recorded vote appears
with the item below.
A.

Waive the reading in full of all Ordinances and Resolutions. Ordinances on the Consent Agenda
will be adopted by the same vote cast at the first meeting, unless City Council indicates otherwise.
Action:

B.

Approve the Minutes of the regular City Council meeting of March 17, 2020.
Action:

C.

Readings were waived.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. 5-0.
Minutes were approved as submitted.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. 5-0.

Adopt a Resolution proclaiming a local emergency regarding novel Coronavirus (COVID-19), and
ratifying the Proclamations of Local Emergency by the City Manager/Director of Emergency
Services; and a Resolution Designating Applicant's Agent for the purposes of obtaining federal
and/or state financial assistance.
Action:

Declaration of emergency proclaimed and City Manager designated as agent for
purposes of obtaining financial assistance.
Moved by Councilmember Cordero, seconded by Councilmember Soto.
Motion carried. Adopted as Resolution Nos. 2020-21 and 2020-22. 5-0.

City of Santa Maria
City Council Meeting
D.

Adopt a Resolution approving the use of Fiscal Year 2020-21 HOME Investment Partnerships
funding to be allocated to assist the City of Santa Maria’s Tenant-Based Rental Assistance program
and an affordable housing project in Santa Barbara County.
Action:

E.

Ratified.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. 5-0.

PRESENTATION
A.
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Ratified.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. 5-0.

Payment of Payroll. Ordered ratified subject to having been certified by the proper Department
Directors, as shown on records on file in the Department of Finance, and having been approved
for payment by the Director of Finance.
Action:

4

HOME funding allocated to TBRA program.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. Adopted as Resolution No. 2020-23. 5-0.

Payment of Warrants. Ordered ratified subject to having been certified as being in conformity with
the budget and having been approved for payment by the Director of Finance.
Action:

F.

April 7, 2020
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The City Council received updates from City Manager Stilwell, Fire Chief Champion, Chamber of
Commerce CEO Glenn Morris, Dignity Health CEO Sue Andersen and Dr. Scott Robertson, Good
Samaritan Shelter Executive Director Sylvia Barnard, Santa Maria-Bonita School District
Superintendent Luke Ontiveros, and Santa Maria Joint Union High School District Superintendent
Antonio Garcia regarding the Coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic and how it has been impacting
their organizations.

PUBLIC HEARING
A.

RECOMMENDED ALLOCATIONS OF FISCAL YEAR 2020-21 COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM FUNDS. The City Council considered the
Block Grants Advisory Committee's recommendations for the allocation of Fiscal Year 2020-21
Community Development Block Grant Program funds; allocating $37,500 to public service
programs; and reprogramming $23,098 from previous fiscal years. Community Programs Manager
Ms. Rojo gave a presentation as detailed in the Council Agenda Report.
Public input
Written correspondence was received from North County Rape Crisis Center, CALM, Legal Aid
Foundation, Mixteco/Indigena, Santa Maria Valley Youth & Family Center, Independent Living
Resource Center, and CAC, all encouraging and thanking the City Council for their consideration.
Action:

The City Council determined their individual allocations as follows:
Mayor Patino
$7,500 Good Samaritan Shelter
Councilmember Cordero
$3,750 Good Samaritan Shelter
$3,750 Mixteco / Indigena Community Organizing Project (MICOP)
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Councilmember Moats
$7,500 Mixteco / Indigena Community Organizing Project (MICOP)
Councilmember Soto
$7,500 Mixteco / Indigena Community Organizing Project (MICOP)
Councilmember Waterfield
$7,500 Good Samaritan Shelter
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Cordero.
Motion carried. 5-0.

Action:

Direction was given to staff to proceed with the Capital and Public Service allocations
as recommended by the Block Grants Advisory Committee, and allocate an additional
$23,098 to the City's Chapel Plaza Rehabilitation Project.
Moved by Councilmember Waterfield, seconded by Councilmember Moats.
Motion carried. 5-0.

REPORT BY CITY MANAGER
City Manager Stilwell reported that the next regular City Council meeting would be April 21, 2020. Items
on the agenda would include a COVID-19 update, the Day of Prayer Proclamation, Library Week
Proclamation, and Donate Life Month Proclamation.
ORAL REPORTS OF COUNCILMEMBERS AND OFFICERS (INCLUDING AB1234 REPORTS)
Councilmembers Moats and Soto had no AB 1234 reports.
Councilmember Cordero reported he spoke on the Ben Heighes radio show.
Councilmember Waterfield reported she represented the City on the Rick Blaemire radio show.
Mayor Patino reported she attended the monthly SBCAG and APCD Board meetings; several
teleconferences regarding SB County Legislative briefings; a White House briefing; a Santa Maria Key
Leaders update; a meeting with Congressman Carbajal; and a briefing with Assemblyman Cunningham.
ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business before the City Council, Mayor Patino declared the City Council meeting
adjourned at 9:12 p.m.

///
///
///
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Approved at a regular meeting on April 21, 2020.

______________________________________

Rhonda M. White, CMC
Chief Deputy City Clerk and ex officio Clerk
of the City Council
ATTEST:

___________________________________
Rhonda M. White, CMC
Chief Deputy City Clerk

__________________________________
Alice M. Patino
Mayor of the City of Santa Maria

Beth Cleary
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Sandra Fuhring <sfuhring@calm4kids.org>
Tuesday, March 31, 2020 8:16 AM
Web-City Clerk
Denise Crosby; Ashlyn McCague
public comment for council meeting on April 7

To whom it may concern,
Below is a public comment from CALM for the upcoming April 7 City Council meeting.

As childhood trauma experts with 50 years of experience, CALM is in a unique position
to support the Santa Maria community’s families during the COVID-19 crisis. Already, after only a
week of the shelter in place order, our county has seen an increase in Domestic Violence calls, and
it is expected that child abuse during this time will increase as well. Additionally, even families not
experiencing violence in their homes are living through extreme anxiety and a worldwide trauma.
Therefore, CALM anticipates a high number of referrals and an immense need for trauma treatment
over the coming months and years.
Anticipating the COVID-19 crisis reaching Santa Barbara County, CALM quickly
mobilized and found innovative ways to continue our services without violating social distancing
guidelines. Within a matter of two days, CALM moved all of our services to HIPAA compliant
online and telephone platforms. Our clients, many who have already lived through traumas, are
now experiencing this public health trauma, a major trigger to their past experiences. We knew we
could not stop serving them in a time of need, but were unsure how services would translate to a
telehealth platform. Thus far, we are seeing an overwhelmingly positive response to telehealth. Per
one of our social worker trainees, “Video sessions with my clients have allowed me to meet with
them where they feel most comfortable - in their own homes. They have opened up much more and
shared more willingly. It has been a great experience to really step into their world, virtually”.
As this crisis unfolds, we know it will not be without challenges to our organization. All
nonprofits will be hit financially by the economic impact and the new fears of our communities.
However, we know that CALM will be there to serve our communities.
Thanks,
Sandra Fuhring
CALM
North County Development Manager

1

Mixteco/Indígena Community Organizing Project
135 MAGNOLIA AVE., OXNARD, CA 93030
TEL: 805 483-1166; FAX: 805 483-1145
www.mixteco.org

April 7, 2020
BOARD OF DIRECTORS
JAKE DONALDSON
PRESIDENT

Dear City Council Members,

SUZANNE HARVEY
TREASURER

Now more than ever MICOP and the indigenous farmworkers community needs your
support. The estimated population of 27,000 indigenous people that live, work and are
contributing to the city of Santa Maria have been forgotten and we cannot allow this to
continue. At least 60% of the farmworkers are indigenous people, and they are the
backbone of the agriculture industry of our community. MICOP exhorts you to provide
some relief to our indigenous migrant community. We are inviting you to give serious
consideration to our Bridge to the Community proposal to be funded with
CBDG dollars.

MONICA FAIRWELL
SECRETARY
ADELINA LÓPEZ
ARTURO LÓPEZ
KATALINA MARTINEZ
VERONICA VALADEZ
ELIZABETH VILLA
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
ARCENIO J. LÓPEZ
ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR
GENEVIEVE FLORES-HARO

We need to ensure a robust response to the COVID-19 pandemic within the historically
linguistically and culturally isolated population in Santa Maria. Indigenous
communities have no formal written language and many lack linguistic/literacy skills
that are necessary to receive and benefit from conventional forms of communication.
Many are socially isolated and lack access to technologies that have become primary
communications platforms through which COVID19 messaging is delivered.
We need a promotor/promotora in our office as a resource to our community to navigate
this bureaucratic system and access to basic education information related to this
pandemic crisis we are facing right now. They are desperately in need of support for
guidance with getting food for their families and learning about housing programs
that pertain to them.
MICOP cannot meet its mission of supporting, organizing and empowering the
indigenous community of the Central Coast without creating strong unity, networking,
and partnership with key stakeholders like the city council of Santa Maria.
We hope to have your support.
Respectfully,

Arcenio J. Lopez
Executive Director of MICOP

April 7, 2020
Good evening Madam Mayor and honorable members of our City Council. I am
Steven DeLira Deputy Executive Director for Family Service Agency and Santa Maria
Valley Youth and Family Center. Our target population is largely low-income and
Latinx and our agency assist youth and families stabilize their lives and move toward
a path of self-sufficiency. Today we are before you regarding the Block Grants
Advisory Committee’s recommendation for the allocation of Fiscal Year 2020-21
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program funds. Santa Maria Valley
Youth and Family Center has applied for Public Service funds and for Capital Project
funds.
Public Service: Santa Maria Valley Youth and Family Center requested $20,000 to
provide trauma-informed crisis counseling that is culturally and linguistically
appropriate. The majority of referrals we receive are for youth that are in crises and
experiencing a desire to self-harm. As we continue to work with our CDBG funds
during this time, we have implemented telehealth. We recently used telehealth
to counsel a child that had lost a parent. We are currently experiencing youth and
families that are dealing with physical and emotional neglect, mental illness,
homelessness, domestic violence, sexual abuse, emotional abuse, poverty, poor
housing, and community disruption. With COVID-19, we would expect the number
of youth and families needing services to increase significantly.
On March 16, 2020, as a result of COVID-19, our local schools closed. Students had
to acclimate to distant learning, video conferencing, telecommunications and
telehealth. The President of the United States later called for a shelter in home
through the month of April and our schools were subsequently closed until next
school year. The disruption to the community is immeasurable and the impact to
the social and emotional wellbeing of our youth as a result poverty and not being
able to attend school and socialize with their classmates will be devastating.
The committee is not recommending funding for this program however Santa Maria
Valley Youth and Family Center would submit that now more than ever, our
community is in need of the services provided by the “Safe Child Program.” The
“Safe Child Program” is 100% funded by the CDBG and there are no other funding
sources to support this program. Our understanding is that each board member will
be given an opportunity to allocate $7,500 to a non-profit and the minimum amount
of funding that a non-profit can receive is $15,000. Santa Maria Valley Youth and
Family Center would respectfully requesting that at least two board members
allocate their discretionary funds to our agency to continue to provide this most
valuable service. $15,000 funding at this level will serve a total of 50 unduplicated
individuals with approximately 249 counseling sessions. $20,000 will serve a total of
67 unduplicated individuals with approximately 333 counseling sessions.

Capital Project: Santa Maria Valley Youth and Family Center requested $52,286 and
the capital project committee is recommending allocations in the amount of $52,
286. The funding will be used for Electrical and Lighting System. The lighting in the
building is dark and the system often falters resulting in blackouts. We were
advised that the fixtures needed to be retrofitted to withstand an earthquake.
Replacing the interior fixtures with energy efficient LED lighting will ensure the
safety of clients and staff. In addition, we requested funding for our Dumpster
Enclosure. Our clients pass by the dumpster on their way from the parking lot to
the building and the dumpster is a health and safety hazard. At the time of our
application, we reported that in the past 12 months, at least 8 calls were made to
the police regarding individuals sleeping, defecating, taking drugs, leaving drug
paraphernalia, and loitering in the dumpster enclosure. This fiscal year alone, the
agency has paid $1,000 for the area to be cleaned due to hazardous exposure to
clients, staff and the community. The dumpster is located approximately 50ft for
the proposed City Park project, which is also being consider by our City Council.
Santa Maria Valley Youth and Family Center is hopeful that your will support the
committee’s recommendation for funding of our capital project.
On behalf of the youth and families we serve and the staff at Family Service Agency
and Santa Maria Valley Youth and Family Center, thank you for your consideration
of our requests.
Respectfully,

Steven DeLira
Deputy Executive Director
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COMMUNITY ACTION COMMISSION (CAC) COMMENTS:

Dear Madam Mayor and Distinguished Councilmembers:
Here in Santa Barbara County, food insecurity is a problem for nearly 1 out of every 10 seniors –
significantly higher than the national average. Food insecurity leads to poor nutrition and places seniors
at risk for serious, chronic health issues, including obesity, diabetes and COVID-19. The Community
Action Commission’s (CAC) Senior Nutrition Program is critical – especially now – to ensure Santa Maria
seniors continue to be healthy and live independently in their own homes – preventing the need for
expensive hospitalization or assisted living.
Now, more than ever before, seniors need access to free, nutritious lunches to help support a healthy
immune system. In the past few weeks, CAC has seen a 23% demand for meals in Santa Maria, with an
additional 66 new seniors now being served at NO COST to them. The majority of these meals are
being delivered directly to them, ensuring they do not have to leave their homes.
In FY 2018-19, City of Santa Maria CDBG funding enabled CAC to provide over 5,000 meals to 434
seniors in Santa Maria. We are so grateful to you for your support! This funding ensured that we were
able to continue serving lunch to seniors at the Atkinson Recreation Center and Elwin Mussell Senior
Center community meals sites, as well as continue delivering meals daily to disabled and homebound
seniors. The program serves any senior 62+ years of age and older. While income is not used to
determine eligibility, approximately 99% of Santa Maria seniors participating fall into the “extremely
low to low-income” category. Meal sites are also open to homeless seniors.
CAC is requesting $15,000 to cover approximately 6% of the program’s total expenses in Santa Maria. In
other words, we are requesting your help in providing 5,000 of the total 51,000 meals served annually in
Santa Maria. We respectfully request Councilmembers to approve our $15,000 request in CDBG funding
to support this goal.
Again, thank you for your previous support of this program and for your consideration of our current
request.
Sincerely,
Patricia Keelean, CEO
Community Action Commission of Santa Barbara County

City Council Final Approval of Five-Year
Consolidated Plan, Analysis of Impediments to
Fair Housing Choice and
FY 2020-21 CDBG Grant Allocations
Approved City Council Meeting Minutes for Tuesday, May 5, 2020 will
be approved at the regular meeting on Tuesday, May 19, 2020.

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
CITY OF SANTA MARIA, CALIFORNIA
Tuesday, May 5, 2020
City Hall Council Chambers
110 E. Cook Street
Mayor Alice Patino
Mayor Pro Tem Mike Cordero
Councilmember Michael Moats
Councilmember Gloria Soto
Councilmember Etta Waterfield

City Manager Jason Stilwell
City Attorney Thomas Watson
City Clerk Patti Rodriguez
Chief Deputy City Clerk Rhonda White, CMC

REGULAR MEETING AT 5:30 P.M.
PUBLIC ADVISORY: THE CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS WILL NOT BE OPEN TO THE PUBLIC
Pursuant to Section 3 of Executive Order N-29-20, issued by Governor Newsom on March 17, 2020, the regular meeting of
the City Council for May 5, 2020, may be conducted telephonically and broadcast live on the City's website, and on Comcast
Cable Channel 23. Please be advised that pursuant to the Executive Order, and to ensure the health and safety of the public
by limiting human contact that could spread the COVID-19 virus, the Council Chambers will not be open for the meeting, nor
is City Hall open to the public.
How to observe the Meeting:
To maximize public safety while still maintaining transparency and public access, members of the public can observe the
meeting on Comcast Channel 23 or by visiting the Live Stream page on the City’s meeting portal
https://cityofsantamaria.civicweb.net/Portal/CitizenEngagement.aspx. A link will appear when the meeting is scheduled to be
broadcast. You may also select the meeting date, and select the Live Stream Video button when the meeting is scheduled to
be broadcast.
Lastly, you may Live Stream the meeting from the City’s You Tube Channel

https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PLN7bMlSUIgZeGyM57KCt4RkzjEFZuGi78.
How to submit Public Comment:
If you wish to address the City Council, you may submit comments via email by 3:00 p.m. on Tuesday (the day of the
meeting). Please submit comments to the City Clerk’s Office at cityclerk@cityofsantamaria.org. Your comments will be
provided to the City Council, and summarized into the record at the meeting.
If you are watching the Live Stream of the City Council meeting, and wish to make either a general public comment or to
comment on a specific agenda item, please select this link to register to speak.You will be limited to three minutes or as
directed by the Mayor to speak by registering your name and identifying what agenda item you wish to speak on by raising
the hand within the remote program, Zoom. When it is your time to speak, your microphone will be unmuted for the time
allotted, and will be muted upon completion of your comments.
American Disability Act Accommodations:
Any member of the public who needs accommodations should email the City Clerk’s Office at cityclerk@cityofsantamaria.org
or by calling 805-925-0951 x2306. The City Clerk’s Office will use their best efforts to provide reasonable accommodations by
request at least 48-hours ahead of the meeting.

INVOCATION
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
CALL TO ORDER

1

PROCLAMATIONS
1A.

Present a Proclamation recognizing the week of May 3 - 9, 2020, as:
"COMPOST AWARENESS WEEK"
in the City of Santa Maria, in appreciation of the efforts of the composting councils,
extension agents, householders, landscapers, farmers, recyclers, public workers,
composters, gardeners, and plant growers everywhere.
Proclamation - Compost Week

1B.

Present a Proclamation recognizing the week of May 3 - 9, 2020, as:
"PUBLIC SERVICE RECOGNITION WEEK"
in the City of Santa Maria, and encouraging all residents and businesses to
recognize the accomplishments and contributions of government employees at all
levels - Federal, State, County, and City.
Proclamation - Public Service Week

1C.

Present a Proclamation recognizing the week of May 10-17, 2020, as:
“NATIONAL POLICE WEEK”
and proclaiming Wednesday, May 13, 2020, as:
“PEACE OFFICERS’ MEMORIAL DAY”
in the City of Santa Maria, and encouraging all residents and businesses to
remember those individuals who gave their lives for our safety and express our
appreciation to those who continue to dedicate themselves to making Santa Maria a
safer place in which to live.
Proclamation - Police Week and Memorial Day

1D.

Present a Proclamation recognizing the month of May 2020 as:
“WATER AWARENESS MONTH”
in the City of Santa Maria, and urging residents and businesses to make
conservation a continuing way of life.
Proclamation - Water Awareness Month

2

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
(NOT TO EXCEED A TOTAL OF 15 MINUTES)
The Council values your input. Individual speakers are limited to three minutes or as
directed by the Mayor. If you are watching the Live Stream of the City Council
meeting, and wish to make either a general public comment or to comment on a
specific agenda item, please select this link to register to speak. You will be
limited to three minutes or as directed by the Mayor to speak by registering your
name and identifying what agenda item you wish to speak on by raising the hand

within the remote program, Zoom. When it is time to speak, your microphone will be
unmuted for the time allotted, and will be muted upon completion of your comments.
This time is reserved to accept comments from the public on Consent Agenda items
or items within the subject matter jurisdiction of the City Council not otherwise
scheduled on this agenda. Direction to staff may be given; however, State law does
not allow action to be taken by the Council on matters not on the printed agenda at
this meeting. The law requires that notice be given to the public at-large to allow for
full disclosure and discussion and decisions on important public issues. To have City
Council discussions and decisions on unnoticed items would prevent the type of
public input necessary to make governmental decisions.
Public Comment - Rademaker Letter
3

CONSENT CALENDAR
The following routine items are presented for City Council approval without discussion as a single agenda
item in order to expedite the meeting. The Consent Calendar is approved by roll call vote with one motion.
These items are discussed only on request of Councilmembers. Members of the public may speak on
Consent Calendar items during the Public Comment Period.
SHOULD A COUNCILMEMBER WISH TO DISCUSS OR DISAPPROVE ANY ITEM, it must be dropped
from the blanket motion of approval and considered as a separate item.
RECOMMENDATION:
To adopt the Consent Calendar as submitted.
CITY MANAGER/CITY CLERK DEPARTMENT
3A.

Waive the reading in full of all Ordinances and Resolutions. Ordinances on the
Consent Agenda will be adopted by the same vote cast at the first meeting, unless
City Council indicates otherwise.

3B.

Approve the Minutes of the regular City Council meeting of April 21, 2020.
Minutes_2020-04-21
CITY ATTORNEY DEPARTMENT

3C.

Adopt a Resolution confirming local emergency orders and actions of the Director of
Emergency Services regarding Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19), which include a local
emergency order imposing a temporary moratorium on evicting residential and
commercial tenants for failure to pay rent due to COVID-19.
Emergency Orders
Resolution - Emergency Orders
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

3D.

Adopt Resolutions approving the Five-Year Consolidated Plan for Community
Development Block Grant Program (CDBG) for Fiscal Years 2020-2025; Analysis of
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice for the City’s Five-Year Consolidated Plan for
Fiscal Years 2020-2025 under the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
Program; Public Services Allocations under the Community Development Block
Grant Program incorporated in the Annual Action Plan for Fiscal Year 2020-21; and
the Capital Development activities under the Community Development Block Grant

Program incorporated in the Annual Action Plan for Fiscal Year 2020-21.
CDBG Allocations
Resolution - Consolidated Plan
Resolution - Analysis of Impediments
Resolution - Public Service
Resolution - Capital
3E.

Adopt a Resolution approving the amended Citizen Participation Plan for the
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program.
Citizens Participation Plan
Resolution - Citizens Participation Plan
FINANCE DEPARTMENT

3F.

Payment of Warrants. Ordered ratified subject to having been certified as being in
conformity with the budget and having been approved for payment by the Director of
Finance.

3G.

Payment of Payroll. Ordered ratified subject to having been certified by the proper
Department Directors, as shown on records on file in the Department of Finance, and
having been approved for payment by the Director of Finance.
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

4

3H.

Conduct the second reading and adopt Ordinance No. 2020-03 amending Section 34.13 of Chapter 3-4 of Title 3 of the Santa Maria Municipal Code (SMMC) governing
bidding procedures.
2nd Reading Cooperative Bidding
Ordinance 2020-03

3I.

Adopt a Resolution authorizing the filing of a claim with the Santa Barbara County
Association of Governments for Allocation of Transportation Development Act Funds
for Fiscal Year 2020-21.
SMAT TDA funding
Resolution - SMAT TDA funding

PRESENTATIONS
4A.

The City Council will receive an update regarding the Coronavirus (COVID-19)
situation. (City Manager/Director of Emergency Services)
COVID-19 Update

REPORT BY CITY MANAGER
ORAL REPORTS OF COUNCILMEMBERS AND OFFICERS (INCLUDING AB1234 REPORTS)
ADJOURNMENT
PLEASE NOTE:
City Council Meetings are televised live on Comcast cable television channel 23 and are rebroadcast at
9:00 a.m. on the next Thursday and on the following Tuesday at 6:30 p.m. Council Meeting videos are

also available for viewing on the City’s website. Your attendance at this public meeting may result in the
recording and broadcast of your image and/or voice.
If you challenge a determination made on a matter on this agenda in court, you may be limited to raising
only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described on this agenda, or in written
correspondence to the city council at, or prior to, the public hearing.
The next regular meeting of the City Council will be held on May 19th at 5:30 p.m. The deadline for
submitting items for the May 19th meeting is Wednesday, May 6th.
CITY COUNCIL MEETING INFORMATION AND PROCESS:
This agenda is prepared and posted pursuant to Government Code Section 54954.2. By listing a topic on this
agenda, the City Council has expressed its intent to discuss and act on each item. In addition to any action
identified in the summary description of each item, the action that may be taken by the City Council shall include:
a referral to staff with specific requests for information; continuance; specific direction to staff concerning the
policy or mission of the item; discontinuance of consideration; authorization to enter into negotiations and execute
agreements pertaining to the item; adoption or approval; and disapproval. Items not on the agenda may not be
discussed or acted upon except under emergency circumstances. (Government Code Section 54954.2).
Copies of the staff reports or other documentation relating to each item of business referred to on the agenda are
on file in the Office of the City Clerk, available for public inspection during City Hall business hours, and in the
Library the Friday before the meeting. Any writing or documents provided to a majority of the City Council after
distribution of the Agenda will also be available for public inspection in the Office of the City Clerk and the Library.
If requested, the agenda and supporting documents shall be made available in alternative formats to persons with
a disability. The City Clerk’s Office will answer any questions regarding the agenda.
Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted after distribution of the agenda packet will also be available
with the agenda material for public inspection during normal business hours in the City Clerk’s Office, 110 E.
Cook Street, Rm. 3, Santa Maria. Subject to the ability to post the documents prior to the meeting, such
documents will also be available on the City’s website at https://cityofsantamaria.civicweb.net/Portal.
The City of Santa Maria welcomes orderly participation at its meetings from all members of the public. Orderly
participation means speaking only on items of City business or on subjects within the City’s control. Though the
City Council wants to hear your concerns and values your input, it is inappropriate to defame, yell, use profane
language, interrupt or disrupt the meeting. All cellular telephones are to be turned off or set to vibrate, and signs
are not to be displayed in a manner which violates the rights of others or prevents others from watching or fully
participating in the Council meeting. Pursuant to Government Code Section 36813, the Mayor is authorized to
prohibit such conduct, up to and including ordering anyone that disrupts the meeting to be removed from the City
Council Chambers.
To receive reasonable accommodation under the Americans with Disabilities Act during the meeting, please
notify the City Clerk’s office of your needs during business hours at least 48 hours in advance of the
meeting (typically before 3 p.m. on the Thursday before the meeting). The Office of the City Clerk is located at
110 East Cook Street, Santa Maria, Room 3; telephone (805) 925-0951, extension 2307. The City will give
primary consideration to your request in providing assistance. Examples of assistance may include exhibits in
large-sized format, use of assisted listening equipment, use of the California Relay Service, texting by cellular
phone, or the services of a live interpreter.
Assisted listening equipment can also be used for translation by Spanish-only speaking persons. To allow the
City to coordinate and request a Spanish translator from the volunteer corps, contact the Office of the City Clerk
by 1:00 p.m. on Monday before the meeting. Equipo también puede ser utilizado para la asistencia de traducción
para esas personas que solamente hablan español. Para permitirle a la Ciudad que coordine y solicite un
traductor de un grupo de voluntarios, llame al (805) 925-0951 extensión 2307 a la 1:00 de la tarde el lunes antes
de la junta.

APPENDIX F
Community Needs Assessment
Survey

Constant Contact Survey Results
Survey Name: 2019 Needs Assessment Survey
Response Status: Partial & Completed
Filter: None
9/3/2019 2:10 PM PDT

TextBlock:
Dear community member:
This survey will further assist the City of Santa Maria in establishing priorities for what are considered the greatest needs in the
community for low to moderate-income residents, and may assist ongoing efforts in the creation of funding priorities for the City's
Federal block grant funds. The primary goal is to provide decent housing and a suitable living environment.-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Estimado miembro de la comunidad:
Esta encuesta ayudará aún más a la Ciudad de Santa María a establecer prioridades para lo que se consideran las mayores
necesidades en la comunidad para los residentes de ingresos bajos a moderados, y puede ayudar a los esfuerzos continuos en la
creación de prioridades de financiación para los fondos Federales de la Ciudad. El objetivo principal es proporcionar una vivienda
digna y un ambiente de vida adecuado.

Are you representing your own personal opinion or the official opinion of an organization?
¿Está representando su opinión personal o la opinión oficial de una organización?
Answer
Personal Opinion / Opinión
Personal
Official Opinion of an
Organization / Opinión
Oficial de una Organización

0%

100%

Totals

Number of
Response(s)
91

Response
Ratio
89.2 %

11

10.7 %

102

100%

TextBlock:
I. AFFORDABLE HOUSING AND REVITALIZATION OF EXISTING NEIGHBORHOODS / VIVIENDAS ASEQUIBLES Y LA
REVITALIZACION DE VECINDADES EXISTENTES

ATTACHMENT A
Page 1

1. Provide more affordable homeownership opportunities
(Proporcionar más oportunidades para la compra de viviendas)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Number of
Response(s)
62

Response
Ratio
60.7 %

23

22.5 %

12

11.7 %

5

4.9 %

102

100%

Number of
Response(s)
35

Response
Ratio
34.3 %

42

41.1 %

24

23.5 %

3

2.9 %

Totals

102

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
67

Response
Ratio
65.6 %

24

23.5 %

5

4.9 %

6

5.8 %

102

100%

Number of
Response(s)
26

Response
Ratio
25.4 %

50

49.0 %

21

20.5 %

6

5.8 %

102

100%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals

2. Disabled access (ADA) improvements in community facilities / public areas
(Mejorar acceso para los desabilitados en la comunidad / áreas públicas)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

3. Provide more affordable rental housing opportunities
(Proporcionar más viviendas para alquilar)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals

4. Provide home repair assistance for low-income residents
(Proporcionar asistencia para la rehabilitación de viviendas de bajos ingresos)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals

ATTACHMENT A
Page 2

5. Increase housing opportunities for special needs groups (ex. - disabled, veterans, mental health)
(Aumentar viviendas para grupos con necesidades especiales (ej. - discapacitados, veteranos, salud
mental)
Number of
Response(s)
51

Response
Ratio
50.0 %

37

36.2 %

9

8.8 %

5

4.9 %

Totals

102

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
31

Response
Ratio
30.3 %

Medium Priority/Prioridad
Mediana
Low Priority/Prioridad Baja

29

28.4 %

27

26.4 %

Lowest Priority/Prioridad
Más Baja

15

14.7 %

Totals

102

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
30

Response
Ratio
29.4 %

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja

33

32.3 %

26

25.4 %

Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

14

13.7 %

102

100%

Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

6. Security deposit assistance to tenants
(Ayuda de depósito de seguridad para inquilinos)
Answer
High Priority/Prioridad Alta

0%

7. Rental assistance to tenants
(Ayuda monetaria para inquilinos)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Totals
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8. Space for overnight safe parking (ex.- areas in the City where people can park their cars/RVs and
sleep))
(Espacio para estacionamiento seguro durante la noche (ej. - áreas de la ciudad donde las personas
pueden estacionar sus automóviles / vehículos recreativos y dormir)
Number of
Response(s)
42

Response
Ratio
40.7 %

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja

30

29.1 %

13

12.6 %

Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

19

18.4 %

Totals

103

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
36

Response
Ratio
34.9 %

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja

28

27.1 %

22

21.3 %

Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

19

18.4 %

103

100%

Number of
Response(s)
38

Response
Ratio
36.8 %

41

39.8 %

15

14.5 %

9

8.7 %

103

100%

Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

9. Create tiny homes community
(Crear una comunidad de casas pequeñas)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Totals

TextBlock:
II. SUITABLE LIVING ENVIRONMENT / AMBIENTE DE VIDA SOSTENIBLE

10. Programs that focus on energy efficiency improvements
(Programas que se enforcan en el mejoramiento de eficiencia energética)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals
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11. Additional child care facilities and services
(Centros adicionales de cuidado infantile y servicios)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Number of
Response(s)
43

Response
Ratio
41.7 %

41

39.8 %

13

12.6 %

7

6.7 %

Totals

103

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
56

Response
Ratio
54.3 %

33

32.0 %

8

7.7 %

6

5.8 %

Totals

103

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
55

Response
Ratio
53.3 %

35

33.9 %

10

9.7 %

3

2.9 %

103

100%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

12. Additional homeless facilities and services
(Instalaciones adicionales para personas sin hogar y servicios)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

13. Additional youth centers and services
(Centros adicionales y servicios para jovenes)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals
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14. Additional parks, recreational facilities
(Parques, centros recreativos adicionales)
Number of
Response(s)
31

Response
Ratio
30.0 %

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja

39

37.8 %

19

18.4 %

Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

15

14.5 %

Totals

103

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
57

Response
Ratio
55.3 %

30

29.1 %

14

13.5 %

2

1.9 %

Totals

103

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
62

Response
Ratio
60.1 %

32

31.0 %

8

7.7 %

1

<1 %

103

100%

Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

15. Street / sidewalk / sewer / lighting improvements
(Mejorar las calles/banquetas/alcantarillado/luces)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

16. Additional facilities for abused and neglected children
(Instalaciones adicionales para niños maltratados y abandonados)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals

17. Legal services (ex. - non-profit services that may be able to provide legal assistance or advice)
(Servicios legales - servicios sin fines de lucro que pueden brindar asistencia o asesoramiento legal)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals

Number of
Response(s)
40

Response
Ratio
39.2 %

35

34.3 %

20

19.6 %

8

7.8 %

102

100%
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18. Fair housing activities (ex.- educational forums on tenant/landlord rights)
(Actividades de vivienda justa (ej. - foros educativos sobre derechos de inquilinos / propietarios))
Number of
Response(s)
32

Response
Ratio
31.3 %

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja

39

38.2 %

21

20.5 %

Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

10

9.8 %

102

100%

Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

Totals

19. Services for the disabled (ex. - independent living programs, classes, job training and placement)
(Servicios para discapacitados (ej. - programas de vida independiente, clases, capacitación laboral y
colocación))
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Number of
Response(s)
35

Response
Ratio
34.3 %

42

41.1 %

23

22.5 %

3

2.9 %

Totals

102

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
71

Response
Ratio
68.9 %

24

23.3 %

6

5.8 %

3

2.9 %

103

100%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

20. Mental health services
(Servicios de salud mental))
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals
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21. Senior services (ex. - minor home repair, transportation, medical)
(Servicios para personas mayors (ej. - reparaciones menores del hogar, transporte, servicios médicos))
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Number of
Response(s)
54

Response
Ratio
52.9 %

38

37.2 %

5

4.9 %

5

4.9 %

Totals

102

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
43

Response
Ratio
42.1 %

40

39.2 %

15

14.7 %

4

3.9 %

Totals

102

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
50

Response
Ratio
49.0 %

37

36.2 %

13

12.7 %

4

3.9 %

Totals

102

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
50

Response
Ratio
49.5 %

36

35.6 %

12

11.8 %

3

2.9 %

101

100%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

22. Transportation services for all ages
(Servicios de transporte para personas de todas las edades)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

23. Substance abuse facilities and services
(Centros y servicios para personas sufriendo de abuso de sustancias)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

24. Services and facilities for battered and abused spouses
(Centros y servicios para personas maltratadas y abusadas)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals
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25. Services for abused and neglected children
(Servicios para niños maltratados y abandonados)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals

Number of
Response(s)
74

Response
Ratio
72.5 %

16

15.6 %

11

10.7 %

1

<1 %

102

100%

Number of
Response(s)
47

Response
Ratio
46.0 %

39

38.2 %

15

14.7 %

2

1.9 %

102

100%

Number of
Response(s)
65

Response
Ratio
63.7 %

29

28.4 %

6

5.8 %

2

1.9 %

102

100%

26. Programs that focus on crime prevention & awareness
(Programas que se enfocan en la prevención y educación contra el crimen)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals

27. Services for at-risk youth (ex. - counseling, diversion programs)
(Servicios para jóvenes en riesgo (ej.- asesoramiento, programas de desvío))
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals
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28. Code enforcement (ex. - educational services and outreach about the city's codes and regulations)
(Ejecución de los códigos de la cuidad (ej. - servicios educativos y divulgación sobre los códigos y
reglamentos de la ciudad))
Number of
Response(s)
30

Response
Ratio
29.4 %

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja

33

32.3 %

29

28.4 %

Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

10

9.8 %

102

100%

Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

Totals

TextBlock:
III. EXPAND EDUCATIONAL AND YOUTH DEVELOPMENT OPPORTUNITIES / AMPLIAR LAS OPORTUNIDADES
EDUCATIVAS Y DESARROLLO JUVENIL

29. Extracurricular K-12 enrichment programs (ex. - theatre, arts, music)
(Programas de enriquecimiento extracurricular K-12 (ej. - teatro, artes, música))
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals

Number of
Response(s)
55

Response
Ratio
54.4 %

29

28.7 %

14

13.8 %

4

3.9 %

101

100%

30. Services
to augment core K-12 education (ex. - tutoring centers and services)
(Servicios para aumentar la educación básica K-12 (ej - ayuda con la tarea, centros de tutoría))
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals

Number of
Response(s)
52

Response
Ratio
50.9 %

34

33.3 %

12

11.7 %

4

3.9 %

102

100%
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31. College preparation services for adolescents
(servicios de preparación universitaria para adolescentes)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Number of
Response(s)
50

Response
Ratio
49.0 %

32

31.3 %

17

16.6 %

5

4.9 %

Totals

102

100%

100%

Number of
Response(s)
36

Response
Ratio
35.2 %

41

40.1 %

19

18.6 %

6

5.8 %

102

100%

100%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja

32. Adult literacy classes
(Clases de alfabetización de adultos)
Answer
High Priority / Prioridad Alta

0%

Medium Priority / Prioridad
Media
Low Priority / Prioridad Baja
Lowest Priority / Prioridad
Más Baja
Totals
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APPENDIX G
Monitoring Review Checklists

Monitoring
The City Special Projects Division staff oversees all projects and activities funded under
the CDBG and HOME Programs. The quality of projects and programming of
subrecipient activities is analyzed through the collection of performance measures.
Through the initial application process, agencies provide specific short- and long- term
goals and objectives, describe intended outcomes, and illustrate what
indicators/benchmarks will be used to demonstrate outcomes. Upon receiving an
allocation of funds from the City, the subrecipient agency then must provide a more
detailed description of at least one output measure and one outcome measure, as
appropriate, for the project or service being conducted, prior to any disbursement of
funds. The subrecipient agency's reporting includes the output(s) and outcome(s) of the
program in relation to performance targets, goals, and objectives. Additionally, it is
requested that the agency report specific examples of how the program helped to
transform the lives of the clients served, as well as how the program could be changed
to improve service to the community, based on what was learned from the evaluation
process.
The City has been tracking performance measures for every activity for many years.
Because it had been observed that training and technical assistance was needed on
this subject, City staff began conducting a mandatory subrecipient training workshop that
included training on performance measures.
Capital development projects are monitored throughout the course of the project through
on-site visitations and inspections. Inspections are done jointly with the City building
inspection or public works staff. Funds are released in progress payments only after
verification of expenses and completion of work. For subrecipient projects, final
payments are issued only after completion of the project.
Special Projects Division staff conducts annual monitoring reviews of all public service
subrecipients. The reviews include on-site visits and evaluation of both program and
financial management systems. Subrecipients are required to submit quarterly
beneficiary statistical/demographic reports and annual narrative reports outlining
accomplishments of milestones, specific services rendered, output and outcome
measures, and expenditures. They also are required to submit documentation of all
expenses with their requests for payment.
The Special Projects Division staff prepares reports of program progress periodically for
the Block Grants Advisory Committee. After evaluation, the Committee may make
recommendations to improve program performance or reprogram funds from those
activities that have been delayed and should be canceled.
The Special Projects Division continues to monitor overall program activity and
expenditures on a monthly basis to ensure that statutory and regulatory requirements
are being met and that information being submitted to HUD's Integrated Disbursement
and Information System (IDIS) is correct and complete. This review is done jointly with
City Finance/Accounting staff prior to the monthly electronic drawdown of grant funds.

City of Santa Maria
Community Development Block Grant Program
Subrecipient Monitoring Review
Checklist
0B

3B

Subrecipient
Agency Contact

Phone Number

Email Address
Date of Review

General Organization and Management
1B

Indicators:
1.

Does the organization have Articles of Incorporation,
By-Laws and/or Charter? If so , please provide a copy.

yes

no

n/a

2.

Does the organization have current Government Body
meeting minutes? If so, please provide a copy.

yes

no

n/a

3.

Are employment/personnel files relative to the CDBG
Program/Project available? Location:

yes

no

n/a

4.

Is the contract agreement at the site relevant to the CDBG
Program/Project?
If not, please list location:

yes

no

n/a

5.

Has verification of the required insurance coverage been
provided?

yes

no

n/a

6.

Has the organization adhered to applicable Federal
Management and Administrative Standards, including
third party contractors?

yes

no

n/a

Reporting
2B

Indicators:
1.

Has the organization submitted the required quarterly
Beneficiary Information Report forms (Exhibit B)?

yes

no

n/a

2.

Has the organization submitted the required annual
Report (Exhibit C)?

yes

no

n/a

Eligibility of Program Activities
4B

Indicators:
1.

Does the program comply with one of the three
National objectives?

yes

no

n/a

If so, please check one of the following National objectives:
☐
Benefits low and moderate income persons
☐
Aids in the prevention or elimination of slums or blight
☐
Meets community development needs having a particular urgency where existing conditions pose
a serious and immediate threat to the health or welfare of the community, and no other funding
sources are available. Example: natural disaster, such as earthquake or flood.
2.

Is there an intake system or process in place to
accurately track low and moderate income benefit?
Please attach an example.

yes

no

n/a

3.

Are individual client/case files maintained to document
the eligibility of the program beneficiaries?
If so, how?

yes

no

n/a

Knowledge of CDBG Program
5B

Indicators:
1.

Is the staff administering the service generally familiar
with the CDBG Program?

yes

no

n/a

2.

Is the staff aware of the National Objectives and
Eligibility documentation requirements?

yes

no

n/a

3.

Is the staff familiar with the administrative requirements
outlined in the contract agreement?

yes

no

n/a

Program Progress
6B

Indicators:
1.

Have reports been submitted in a timely manner?

yes

no

n/a

yes

no

n/a

yes

no

n/a

If not, state reason:

2.

Has the program been implemented on schedule?
If not, state reason:

3.

Is there a system in place to monitor program
implementation?

City of Santa Maria
Community Development Block Grant Program
Subrecipient Financial Monitoring Review
Checklist
Subrecipient
Agency Contact

Phone Number

Email Address
Date of Review

General
Standard:

The financial management system must utilize internal controls and other administrative
procedures to effectively discharge management responsibilities in compliance with Federal and
State regulations.

Indicators:
1.

Is an up-to-date organizational chart presently in use?
Please attach copy of organizational chart.

yes

no

n/a

2.

Does the organization have a formal written personnel
policy?

yes

no

n/a

3.

Are employees’ duties reasonably fixed to a specific
responsibility?

yes

no

n/a

4.

Are job descriptions prepared & maintained up-todate as to employee duties & responsibilities?
Date revised:

yes

no

n/a

5.

Does the organization have a formal written accounting
& reporting manual?

yes

no

n/a

6.

Does the organization have adequate insurance for
accident, fire, theft, property damage, & public
liability?

yes

no

n/a

7.

Are employees who handle cash covered by a blanket
fidelity bond?

yes

no

n/a

8.

Does the organization have workers’ compensation
coverage?

yes

no

n/a

9.

Does the organization separately account for, &
report on different categories of services provided?

yes

no

n/a

Accounting and Financial Reporting
Standard:

Activities that receive funds are required to maintain an accrual accounting system that accurately
reflects and documents all financial activity of the subrecipient.

1.

Does the accounting system reflect all of the financial
activities of the organization?

yes

no

n/a

2.

Does the accounting system provide a permanent, clear
& accurate record of data maintained in the following
records:

yes

no

n/a

a.

Cash receipts journal?

yes

no

n/a

b.

Cash disbursements journal?

yes

no

n/a

c.

Accounts payable?

yes

no

n/a

d.

Accounts receivable?

yes

no

n/a

e.

General ledger?

yes

no

n/a

3.

Does the accounting system provide for written
documentation to support each fiscal transaction
entered?

yes

no

n/a

4.

Do internal reports to management appear to be adequate
to bring to light abnormalities or other discrepancies?

yes

no

n/a

5.

Does the accounting system identify by source &
application all revenue & expenditure items?

yes

no

n/a

6.

Does the accounting system clearly show fund or
ending balances?

yes

no

n/a

7.

Does the organization have an annual independent audit?

yes

no

n/a

If so, what date did the last audit cover?
8.

Has corrective action been taken in response to any
auditor’s findings & recommendations?

yes

no

n/a

9.

Is the accounting system based on a double entry system?

yes

no

n/a

10.

Are accounting records maintained for a minimum of
five (5) years?

yes

no

n/a

NOTES:

Budgetary Control
Standard:

There should be timely intervals for the comparison and reporting of budgeted and actual revenues
and expenditures.

1.

Are revenues accumulated & reported by funding
source?

yes

no

n/a

2.

Are expenditures accumulated & reported by line
item, cost, category & program activity?

yes

no

n/a

3.

Are periodic projections of revenues & expenditures
made to determine the need for budget revision(s)?

yes

no

n/a

4.

Does the accounting system provide a cost allocation
method to assure that funds are expended for the purposes
for which they were budgeted?

yes

no

n/a

5.

Are reports on revenues & expenditures as compared to
budgeted amounts made on a monthly or more frequent
basis?

yes

no

n/a

NOTES:

Cash Receipts
Standard:

Adequate internal controls must be established and maintained to safeguard the assets of the
subrecipient and to protect the interests of the Federal Government.

Cash Receipts:
1.

Are validated duplicate deposit tickets or slips obtained
for each deposit made?

yes

no

n/a

2.

If the receipt of currency is significant, are proper
controls, division of duties & other safeguards applied?

yes

no

n/a

3.

Are all cash receipts immediately recorded upon the
books & is the source of receipts clearly identified (i.e.,
third party & client payments)?

yes

no

n/a

4.

If mail receipts are significant, is the mail opened &
a record of money prepared by an employee independent
of other financial duties?

yes

no

n/a

5.

Are cash receipt books prenumbered & used in proper
order?

yes

no

n/a

6.

Are unused cash receipt books properly controlled &
safeguarded?

yes

no

n/a

NOTES:

Cash Disbursements
Standard:

Adequate internal controls must be established and maintained to safeguard the assets of the
subrecipient and to protect the interests of the Federal Government.

Cash Disbursements:
1.

Are voided checks properly mutilated & retained
for subsequent examination?

yes

no

n/a

2.

Is the signing of checks in advance prohibited?

yes

no

n/a

3.

Is the practice of drawing checks payable to “cash,”
“petty cash,” “bearer,” etc., prohibited?

yes

no

n/a

4.

Is the issuance of checks on only verbal authority
prohibited?

yes

no

n/a

5.

Are blank checks properly controlled?

yes

no

n/a

6.

Are bank statements reconciled timely?

yes

no

n/a

7.

Does supporting data accompany checks when they
are submitted for signature?

yes

no

n/a

8.

Are duties divided among employees responsible for
the procurement, approval, certification & disbursement
functions of an expenditure transaction?

yes

no

n/a

9.

If an electronic signature is used for the signing of checks
is the signature under adequate control?

yes

no

n/a

NOTES:

Payroll Procedures
Standard:

Recipients must maintain adequate payroll records to provide a complete audit trail during the
period of the grant agreement.

1.

Are staff salaries competitive with other similar
organizations/agencies in the area?

yes

no

n/a

2.

Are employee benefits comparable to those provided
by similar organizations/agencies in the area?

yes

no

n/a

3.

Are payroll checks prepared on approved employee
time-and-attendance reports (i.e., time sheets)?

yes

no

n/a

4.

Are payroll checks distributed by someone other
than the person(s) who prepare payroll?

yes

no

n/a

5.

Has the organization made appropriate withholding
& payment of applicable Federal, State & local
taxes; & where appropriate, the following:

6.

a.

Federal income taxes?

yes

no

n/a

b.

State & local income taxes?

yes

no

n/a

c.

Social Security taxes (FICA)?

yes

no

n/a

d.

Federal Unemployment Compensation Taxes
(FUTA)?

yes

no

n/a

e.

State Disability Insurance (SDI)?

yes

no

n/a

f.

Workers’ Compensation Insurance?

yes

no

n/a

yes

no

n/a

Are all tax returns filed & on time?

NOTES:

Purchases and Procurement

Standard:

Service Providers agree to follow purchasing and procurement procedures in accordance with
Federal and State standards.

1.

Is a separate purchasing department maintained?

yes

no

n/a

2.

If not, is the responsibility for procurement assigned
to one individual?

yes

no

n/a

3.

Is a purchase order system used?

yes

no

n/a

4.

Are purchase orders prenumbered?

yes

no

n/a

5.

Is the prenumbered sequence of used purchase orders
accounted for?

yes

no

n/a

6.

Does a copy of the receiving report go directly to the
accounting office when goods are received?

yes

no

n/a

7.

Are vendor invoices delivered directly to the accounting
office?

yes

no

n/a

8.

Is the checking of invoices against purchase orders &
receiving reports assigned to one individual?

yes

no

n/a

9.

Are voided purchase orders retained for future
examination?

yes

no

n/a

10.

Are outstanding purchase orders periodically reviewed
& accounted for?

yes

no

n/a

11.

If a formal purchase order is not in use, is there a
means to control the purchase of services, supplies
& equipment? Example:

yes

no

n/a

12.

Are purchases of services, supplies & equipment made
in accordance with the organization’s formal policies?

yes

no

n/a

NOTES:

Property and Equipment
Standard:

The property management system must provide for title, use and disposition of property and
equipment. It must also provide a written inventory record to show description, acquisition cost,
location, condition, and current use of non-expendable personal and real property.

1.

Is a property ledger maintained so that any item of
property can be located & identified?

yes

no

n/a

2.

Does the property ledger provide for a unit record
system that identifies date of purchase, item name,
serial or other identification number, unit of cost &
source of funds by contract number?

yes

no

n/a

3.

Is there a physical observation of property & equipment
made during the year?

yes

no

n/a

4.

Are the proper classifications made between expendable
& non-expendable equipment?

yes

no

n/a

5.

Are property & equipment retirements & disposals
properly recorded?

yes

no

n/a

6.

Is damaged or lost property properly treated in the
accounting records?

yes

no

n/a

7.

Are insurance recoveries properly recorded?

yes

no

n/a

NOTES:

Travel Reimbursement Policy
Standard:

1.

2.

Service Providers should establish a policy to compensate employees, including per diem if
applicable, incurred in the performance of their duties.

Does the organization have a written travel
reimbursement policy for:
a.

Paid staff?

yes

no

n/a

b.

Volunteers?

yes

no

n/a

For out-of-town travel, does the system provide for:
a.

A per diem rate?

yes

no

n/a

b.

Reimbursement of lodging & meals based
on actual cost & supporting receipts?

yes

no

n/a

3.

Does the system provide for adequate control &
reconciliation of costs after the trip is completed?

yes

no

n/a

4.

Are travel vouchers approved by someone other than
the traveler prior to payment?

yes

no

n/a

5.

Is car mileage reimbursement based on submitted
odometer readings?

yes

no

n/a

yes

no

n/a

What mileage rate is paid when a private car is used?
6.

Is approval by an appropriate supervisor required
prior to the time of travel?

NOTES:

