
 

 

 
MINUTES 

 
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 

 
Thursday, February 21, 2002 

 
 

Board of Supervisor Hearing Room 
105 East Anapamu Street, 4th Floor 

Santa Barbara, CA 
 

 
1. Call to Order and Roll Call: 

 
Members Present:    Naomi Schwartz, Supervisor, First District;  Susan Rose, Supervisor, 
Second District; Gail Marshall, Supervisor, Third District (SBCAG Vice-Chair);  Joni Gray, 
Supervisor, Fourth District;  Tom Urbanske, Supervisor, Fifth District;  Russ Hicks, 
Councilmember, City of Buellton;  Richard Weinberg, Councilmember, City of Carpinteria 
(SBCAG Chair); Jack Hawxhurst, Councilmember, City of Goleta; Sam Arca, Mayor, City of 
Guadalupe;  Dick DeWees, Mayor, City of Lompoc;  Gregg Hart, Councilmember, City of Santa 
Barbara;  Larry Lavagnino, Councilmember, City of Santa Maria;  Ed Andrisek, Councilmember, 
City of Solvang; Gregg Albright, Caltrans District 5.      

 
Members Absent:   None 
 
Staff Members Present:   William Derrick, Executive Director;  Jim Kemp, Deputy Director of 
Programs;  Michael Powers, Deputy Director of Planning;  Cathy Muneio, Executive Secretary;  
Kevin E. Ready, Sr., Senior Deputy County Counsel. 

 
2. Recess to Closed Session: 

 
The Board recessed to closed session at 8:30 a.m. to discuss pending litigation (Pierce vs. 
SBCAG) relative to the Transportation Development Act and to hold a conference regarding real 
property lease negotiation for the Casa Nueva property at 300 North San Antonio Road.  

 
3. Reconvene in Open Session 
 

The Board reconvened to open session at 9:15 a.m. 
 
Kevin Ready, reported that the Board had approved retaining Hatch and Parent as special 
counsel to assist in the litigation with Pierce vs. SBCAG lawsuit.   

 
4. Approval of Minutes:  February 21, 2002 
 

Councilmember Hart moved approval of the minutes of January 17, 2002.  Mayor Arca 
seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously.      
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5. Public Comment 
 

Chair Marshall welcomed Councilmember Jack Hawxhurst, as the new SBCAG representative 
for the City of Goleta and Councilmember Cynthia Brock, as the alternate representative for the 
City of Goleta.   
 
David Fortson with the Santa Barbara Community Action Network (SBCAN) explained that this 
group was formed to discuss both social and environmental justice issues.  

 
6. Approval of Consent Calendar: 
 

Supervisor Urbanske requested that Item 6D be pulled off of the Consent Calendar for 
discussion. 
 
Supervisor Urbanske inquired if the Highway Development Fund was the same as Measure D.   
 
Mr. Derrick responded that it was.   
 
Supervisor Urbanske asked if refinancing or paying off  the long-term debt with Measure D 
reserves had been discussed.   
 
Mr. Derrick responded that Measure D funds can only be used for specific projects and that 
refinancing of the long-term debt is periodically reviewed as part of the Measure D Strategic 
Plan. 
 
Supervisor Schwartz moved approval of the consent agenda and receipt and filing of the 
SBCAG Annual Report for FY 2000-2001.  Councilmember Lavagnino seconded the motion.  
The motion carried unanimously.     

 
7. CalTrans District Director’s Report: 
 

Supervisor Schwartz welcomed Gregg Albright, the new District Director for Caltrans District 5.   
 
Mr. Albright reviewed with the Board the construction report.  He also reported on a meeting 
held on February 14th that looked at interim solutions to the Hwy 101 Milpas to Hot Springs 
corridor.  A proposal was discussed to restripe that area of 101.  Mr. Albright said that the result 
of the meeting was that they would need additional meetings to discuss this.  He noted that the 
environmental document for the 101 Milpas to Hot Springs project would be released for public 
comment this summer.  Supervisor Schwartz recommended flexible thinking relative to the 
Cabrillo/Hot Springs project.  She explained that one of the things that staff agreed to look into 
was completing certain components of the Cabrillo/Hot Springs project on an accelerated 
timeline. 
 
Chair Marshall asked about the Las Vegas and San Pedro Creek Project.  She noted that it was 
a serious flood area and asked if funding could be obtained mid-cycle. 
 

9. Social Services Inventory Plan 
 

 Michael Powers presented the staff report explaining the process that let up to the development 
of the Social Services Inventory Plan.   
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 Supervisor Urbanske complimented staff on a very good report and said that after reading this 
report he realized that things were being done to solve some of the problems, but that this just 
scratched thesurface.  He said that he had contacted SMOOTH to discuss the Lompoc to Santa 
Maria route.  SMOOTH had informed him that current ridership on this route was limited.  
Supervisor Urbanske stated that coordination with other agencies was essential in solving many 
of these transportation problems.  He suggested that church vans could transport people in 
need during the week when not in use.    

 
 Councilmember moved approval of the 2001 Social Services Transportation Coordination and 

Consolidation Action Plan and Inventory Update.  The motion was seconded by Councilmember 
Weinberg and carried unanimously. 

 
15. Board Retreat 
 
 The Board discussed a possible date to hold a Board retreat.  It was decided that staff would 

work with the Board to schedule a date.   
 
 Some topics suggested for discussion by Mr. Derrick included:  Where do we go after Measure 

D, the Highway 101 issue, and what SBCAG’s role should be in the future?  He said that this 
would be a no action meeting and if the Board so wished could include a facilitator. 

 
 Councilman Lavagnino suggested that this meeting be held at the Marriott in Buellton and the 

Board concurred.       
 
8. Unmet Transit Needs Hearing (10:00 a.m. time certain) 
 
 Michael Powers presented the staff report.  He noted that a North County and a South County 

hearing on unmet needs is held annually. 
 
 Michael Faeth, representing Resident Council, requested buses to accommodate two 

wheelchairs, improve weekend transit service, and have buses run every ½ hour instead of 
every hour.  He also suggested some route changes and asked that a bust stop be placed at 
the Presidio Springs shelter. 

 
 Sue Verhasselt, Chairperson of SCTAC, submitted a letter of comment which referenced  the 

following changes: 
  
 Unmet Transit Needs 

1. MTD routes should operate later in the evening. 
2. MTD Line 10 Cathedral Oaks should have weekend service. 
3. MTD Line 12 UCSB/Goleta Express should run later in the evening on weekdays. 
4. MTD Line 14 Montecito should have weekend service. 
5. Complementary paratransit transfer service for MTD Line 20 between Carpinteria and 

Santa Barbara. 
6. MTD Line 20 should serve Carpinteria mobile home parks north of the freeway near 

Bailard Avenue. 
7. MTD Line 3 – Service should be closer to the Westside Community Center. 
8. Early morning, later evening, and weekend service on demand/response CART service. 
9. More frequent service between Goleta and Santa Barbara, especially along Foothill 

Road/Cathedral Oaks corridor (line 10). 
10. Countywide intercommunity service. 
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11. Inter-county service between San Luis Obispo, Santa Barbara and Ventura Counties.  
 
In addition, SCTAC identified the need for the following infrastructure Improvements 
1. Curb cuts for accessible bus stops. 
2. Non-visual signals at major signalized intersections near bus stops. 
3. Better sidewalk repair and maintenance on major streets along MTD routes.  

 
Supervisor Schwartz asked if these points had been presented to the MTD Board. 
 
Ms. Verhasselt responded that they had. 
 
Martin Erickson, Manager of Government Affairs with MTD, reported that since the 
Transportation Development Act was passed in 1972 all of TDA funds have been allocated 
towards transit, but that there were still some unmet needs remaining on the south coast.  He 
noted that MTD has received requests for additional service and that ridership has surpassed 
seven million trips with a fare box ratio of 45%.  He noted that this was among the highest in the 
nation with operating costs at $75 per hour.  He stated that MTD has had a long working 
relationship with SCTAC to provide service where it can and that MTD continues to look for 
additional sources of funding.  He stated that the City of Santa Barbara had recently dedicated 
parking fees for additional transit.   
 
Mr. Powers indicated the public hearing on unmet transit needs would continue to the meeting 
in Santa Maria in March.  Staff will return in April or May with a set of recommended findings. 
 

10. Santa Barbara Airport Aviation Facilities Plan Consistency Determination 
 
 Michael Powers presented the staff report.  He informed the Board that the only decision the 

Board needed to make was whether the Santa Barbara Airport Facilities Plan was consistent 
with the Airport Land Use Plan.  He stated that any time there is a change in an Airport’s Master 
Plan the Board is obligated to consider this information. 

 
 John Ledbetter gave a presentation on the proposed changes to the airport and explained that 

the project had taken over ten years to get to this point.  He said that a specific scooping 
hearing was held in 2000, which resulted in the certification of the EIR and the adoption of the 
Facilities Plan with the City Council.  He noted that there had been lots of involvement through 
the years with the stakeholders to develop the plan.  The next step was for SBCAG as members 
of the ALUC to look at the project.   It will then be forwarded to the FAA for a decision.   

 
 Mr. Ledbetter reported that other options were considered including moving the airport RSA to 

the east. This area would be off airport property and would require a condemnation process.  It 
would have to traverse San Pedro Creek, putting it in a culvert, and despite its limitations it 
would triple the cost.  Another alternative considered was to place Fairview Avenue in a tunnel 
underneath the runway, but would involve property not owned by the airport.  This would also 
quadruple the cost since the tunnel itself would need to be waterproofed.  Mr. Ledbetter said 
that EMAS was another alternative.   He pointed out that EMAS was not a replacement for an 
RSA, could  only be used once, and then there is a very costly repair.  Mr. Ledbetter explained 
that shifting the airport 800 feet to the west was the environmentally preferred option because it 
minimizes impacts to the creeks.  He also explained that the Forest Service needs the full length 
of the current runway to take off during fire season.   
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 Mr. Ledbetter explained that all the SBCAG Board needed to consider a finding on whether the 
project was consistent with the Airport Land Use Plan.  Mr. Ledbetter said that the Santa 
Barbara Airport is a very busy airport and that the main purpose of this project was for safety, 
and that extending the airport runway 800 feet west to allow a full runway safety area was the 
most environmentally superior alternative. 

 
 Supervisor Urbanske said that he was impressed with the work and asked if the shifting of the 

airport runway was considered at the time when the Camino Real Project was approved. 
 
 Ms. Ramsdell, the Airport Director, responded that the runway safety area extension project was 

not considered a real project at the time because it had not completed the environmental 
process.  She said that the minutes of the two hearings held contained the discussion of the 
project, along with the impact to the theater tower and possible uses for the property.   

 
 Supervisor Schwartz commented that the Camino Real Project was designed at some point to 

put the majority of the parking lot where it is now and larger buildings further to the west.  The 
hotel was reduced in size.  She said she understood that the standard SBCAG was applying 
was the existing ALUC. 

 
 Councilmember Weinberg said it was reasonable because the one-mile marker did not go 

beyond Storke Road.  He questioned whether moving the landing runway 800 feet to the west 
would put any of the existing buildings out of compliance with safety regulations.   

 
 Ms. Ramsdell indicated that the County zoning regulations in terms of building height 

restrictions are more restrictive than the height impact on the approach zones.   
 
 Mr. Powers said he did not see the change in the approach zone as a significant problem and 

that he did not foresee a change in the approach zone having an affect on building height.  He 
said the clear zone out to the 1-mile marker is where the most restrictive uses would be. 

 
 Mayor Hicks asked if moving the runway 800 feet to the west would affect land use and whether 

the ALUP would need to be modified. 
 
 Mr. Powers stated that the project would trigger an update to the ALUP.  He also indicated that 

ALUC has no authority. 
 
 Mayor Hicks asked what would be the impact on other land use. 
 
 Mr. Powers stated that uses within the one-mile marker would be subject to stricter scrutiny.   
 
 Ms. Dorian Farr, Planning Liaison with the City of Goleta, stated that the City Council was 

supportive of the operations of the Santa Barbara airport.  She indicated that the eateries in the 
Camino Real Marketplace would become incompatible if this plan were to be implemented.  She 
also stated that airport noise had resulted in numerous complaints and that noise contours don’t 
begin to tell how severe the noise is because they are based on 24-hour averages.  She said 
that there is a new noise study in progress that will give a better understanding of noise levels.  
Councilmember Farr indicated that the Goleta City Council finds this project unacceptable and 
would like to have other options explored before making a decision. 

 
 Catherine Gaughen with the Santa Barbara Chamber of Commerce said the chamber supports 

this plan and feels that it is consistent with the ALUP.  She noted that the Santa Barbara Airport 
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is a vital transportation facility and has a major impact on local businesses.  Forty-five percent of 
commercial visits are business related.  She said that existing RSAs are inadequate and do not 
meet FAA standards and wondered why one would not want to make the SB Airport as safe as 
possible. 

 
 Mr. Ken Taylor asked the Board to consider staff’s recommendations and noted his concern 

regarding issues raised by the City of Goleta.  He said the issues raised by the City of Goleta 
addressed the concerns of neighborhoods but not the people flying in and out of the airport, and 
that many of the flights to and from Goleta are directly related to businesses and residents of 
this town and requested this item be approved to resolve the safety issue. 

 
 John Clark, a recently retired airplane captain who had flown over 1,800 times, supported the 

project.  He said that he wanted to address the EMAS system.  His company had tested the 
system.  The system did stop the airplane, but at a very high cost.  The initial system would cost 
approximately $2.6 million and would cost an additional $900,000 to repair. It would also require 
that the airport to be closed for approximately 15 days.   

 
 William Gilbert, a 30-year resident of Goleta living near the airport, said that the airport is not 

growth inducing, and that the airport needs to meet the service, safety and security 
requirements and supported this proposal.   

 
 Derek Westen, Chair for the Field Forever Campaign and also a pilot, stated he was supportive 

of transportation and safety.  He felt strongly that the Board should not make a determination at 
this time.  His bottom line was that the project would result in a very dramatic impact and that 
the information provided was misleading and inflammatory and only deals with larger planes.  
Mr. Westen noted that the plane accidents shown in the SB Airport presentation did not apply to 
this project.   

 
  Phil Marking, representing owners of the Camino Real Marketplace, stated that there was not 

enough information to make a determination.  He said that moving the runway would make the 
ice rink, the sporting field, and the hotel inconsistent, when all of these projects were found to be 
consistent in 1997.   

 
 Kathy Gebhart said that she was concerned that there had not been enough public testimony 

heard about the noise.  She said she was against the project and asked that the project be 
deferred until April. 

 
 Gordon Feingold, an airport transport pilot and also a member of the technical advisory 

committee for the Santa Barbara Airport Part 150 Study, said he strongly supported the project.  
He said that he had requested Dr. Friedman at UCSB to analyze the noise impact of the project, 
and that he said that the noise impact would roughly be equivalent to moving the distance of the 
noise source from 10 feet to 9.3 feet away. 

 
 Supervisor Marshall said she was not prepared to make a decision on this and that she felt 

public testimony was cut short. 
 
 Councilmember Hart said he disagreed with the Chair’s view about the lack of time.  He said 

that the planning of the project has taken over 10-years and has been discussed with the 
community, and that the role of the SBCAG Board was to review the project’s consistency with 
the ALUP.  He noted that many of the comments and concerns weren’t germane to the decision 
to be made.  He indicated that the project will improve airport safety.   
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 Councilmember Hart moved to adopt findings and recommendations that determine the Santa 

Barbara Airport Aviation Facilities Plan is consistent with the Airport Land Use Plan for Santa 
Barbara County.   Mayor DeWees seconded the motion. 

 
 Mayor DeWees said he agreed with Councilmember Hart that there was enough information.  

He noted that this was purely a safety issue. 
 
 Supervisor Rose said that this was a safety issue and that the airport is a business asset for the 

community.   She noted that there was a public relations issue for the City of Santa Barbara and 
she noted that there was a strong perception by the City of Goleta that the expansion of the 
airport would create additional growth.  She requested that the cities of Santa Barbara and 
Goleta meet to discuss this issue further.    

  
 Mayor Hicks said he was in support of the project but asked whether or not the ALUP needs to 

be modified to find the project consistent.   
 
 Mr. Powers responded that the information that the Santa Barbara Facilities Plan has provided 

was sufficient information for consistency determination.  He said the SB Facilities Plan modified 
the approach zone and that future amendment to the ALUP would be necessary once funding 
becomes available.   

 
   Supervisor Schwartz agreed that the needs of the airport should be considered in a regional 

context.  The Camino Real Marketplace was found to be consistent with the ALUP and that she 
was not clear what the implications for the existing uses as well as proposed uses of the 
Camino Real Marketplace. 

 
 Mr. Powers responded that would be a discretionary decision on the part of the Board. 
 
 Supervisor Schwartz asked if the Board should be considering the impact to existing 

development. 
 
 Mr. Derrick responded that the Board may need to consider what the impact of this plan would 

have on all development.  The Board is not being asked to consider what uses would be 
allowable in the future. 

 
 Mr. Marking asked if the Camino Real projects previously approved, but not yet built, would be 

found inconsistent with the ALUP if this project were to be approved.  Mr. Marking requested 
one more hearing to discuss this further. 

  
 Kevin Ready, SBCAG Legal Counsel, stated he needed to explain the time constraints.  He said 

the final application was submitted February 12th which starts a sixty-day time frame in which 
the Board would need to act.  He said if it was not acted on at the February or March Board 
meeting then the plan will be found to be consistent. 

  
 Councilmember Hawxhurst, representative for the City of Goleta, agreed that this project was a 

safety issue but that all of the options had not been fully considered by the City of Santa 
Barbara.  He said that the change being recommended would make the nearby multi-resident 
housing within the one-mile approach zone and undeveloped land inconsistent.  He asked if the 
FAA could tell why other options were not explored.   He asked whether it would be possible to 
have the EMAS contractor to explain why the EMAS system would work  
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 Mayor Arca asked the question to be called. 
 
 The motion failed 6/6 with Supervisor Gray, Mayors Arca, DeWees, Councilmembers Andrisek, 

Hart, Lavagnino in favor of and Supervisors Rose, Urbanske, Mayor Hicks, Councilmembers 
Hawxhurst and Weinberg and Chair Marshall opposed, with Supervisor Schwartz abstaining.   

 
    Mayor Hicks moved to continue this item to the March 21st meeting.  Councilmember Hawxhurst 

seconded the motion and the motion carried. 
 
11. Regional Growth Forecast 
  
 Councilmember Lavagnino made a motion to defer this item until the March 21st Board meeting.  

The motion was seconded by Supervisor Urbanske and carried unanimously. 
 
12. Regional Housing Needs 
 
 Mr. Powers presented the staff report.   
 
 Mayor Arca moved to accept the revised State Department of Housing and Community 

Development Countywide estimate of regional housing need for use in development of the 
regional housing needs plan.  Councilmember Lavagnino seconded the motion. 

 
 Councilmember Hawxhurst  said he had reservations about the state telling SBCAG what to do 

and that this may eliminate discussion in the future.  He asked what SBCAG would obtain from 
approving this. 

 
 Mr. Derrick responded that in moving this forward it will begin the process for allocating to the 

various jurisdictions. 
 
 Mr. Powers said that we need to begin the process to develop the allocation, and that if the 

Board chooses to express concerns that this could be done by corresponding these concerns to 
the HCD. 

 
 The motion passed with Councilmember Hawxhurst opposed. 
 
 Supervisor Rose left the meeting at 12:00 p.m. 
 
13. 2002 STIP 
 
 Jim Kemp presented the staff report indicating that staff was recommending that the RTIP be 

amended to reprogram five projects in the current STIP that have experienced schedule delays.  
In addition, staff recommended that the Board consider approving recommendations to the CTC 
for prioritizing and rescheduling projects in the adopted 2002 RTIP due to the funding 
constraints that exist for the 2002 STIP. 

 
 Mr. Kemp said the Board has several options to consider: 1) The Board could make no 

recommendations and allow the California Transportation Commission to decide how projects 
should be prioritized and delayed. . 2) The Board could provide a general indication of what its 
priorities are consistent with the TTAC priorities without offering specific recommendations on 
project delays.  3) The Board could follow TTAC and staff’s recommendations.  He noted that 
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staff was in agreement with the TTAC recommendation with one exception.  Staff proposed that 
the $380,000 programmed in the RTIP for the 101/Santa Maria River Bridges project not be 
recommended for delay and that this amount be programmed in FY 02/03 consistent with the 
original RTIP. 

 
 Mayor Hicks said that it was unfortunate that road rehab projects go out another three years.  

He asked if there were any projects that would requirenew PSRs. 
 
 Mr. Kemp responded that none of the projects have started but that the PSRs already 

completed would stand. 
 
 Councilmember Hart stated he had the same concerns as Mayor Hicks.  He requested 

additional time to consider this item. 
 
 Mr. Kemp said that the CTC’s schedule for adoption of the STIP would not allow for 

consideration of SBCAG’s recommendations unless they submitted now.    Mr. Kemp  identified 
several possibilities for advancing projects. 

  
 Supervisor Schwartz asked how much notice there was from the CTC.   
 
 Mr. Kemp responded that staff was informed about the CTC’s request for regional agency 

recommendations at a CTC workshop that was held CTC on February 7th and that TTAC met on 
February 14th to discuss the proposed recommendations. 

 
 Supervisor Schwartz stated there should have been a consensus for moving project further out 

to the future and that she would like a much more thorough discussion with the public works 
directors.  She asked if action could be taken as a place holder. 

 
 Mr. Kemp stated that the Board could defer action but it would be unlikely that the commission 

would take into consideration the Board’s recommendation.  He said the Board could  request 
that the STIP be amended after it is adopted by the CTC, but that it is unclear if CTC will be in a 
position to approve the request.  

 
 Supervisor Gray said that she felt this item had not been thoroughly discussed.  She asked the 

question that if the delayed projects have money programmed why not move the funds to a 
project that is ready to go? 

 
 Mr. Kemp responded that the CTC does not allow that to take place.   
 
 Phil Demery, Public Works Director for the County of Santa Barbara, said that this was 

frontloaded money.  The CTC saw that it was all frontloaded and asked SBCAG to fix it.  He 
explained that SBCAG did not have adequate time and that staff was only the messenger.  He 
requested that the Board approve this because if it is not approved in the time required then the 
CTC will go ahead and prioritize the projects.   Mr. Demery said he thought they would have a 
good chance if the SBCAG Board would allow SBCAG staff to work with the public works 
directors to refine the numbers after the STIP is adopted.   

 
 Councilmember Lavagnino moved to approve the staff recommendations subject to future 

amendments.  The motion was seconded by Councilmember Hart and carried unanimously. 
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14. Clean Air Express 
      
 Scott Spaulding presented the staff report requesting that the Board approve a contract award 

to Santa Barbara Airbus for the operation of the Clean Air Express commuter bus service and 
authorizes the Director to execute the contract.  He requested that the Board also include in 
their motion to authorize the Executive Director to finalize the terms and to execute the contract. 

 
 Mr. Spaulding said that the Clean Air Express had expanded its routes from 7 to 8 and that it 

was at 75% capacity on day one. 
 
 A motion was made by Mayor Arca, seconded by Councilmember Lavagnino, and unanimously 

carried to approve the contract award to the Santa Barbara Airbus for operation of the Clean Air 
Express commuter bus service, and to authorize the Executive Director to finalize the terms of 
the contract and to execute the contract.      

 
Committee Reports 
 
None. 
 
Executive Director’s Report 
 
None. 
 
Communications 
 
None. 
 
Adjournment 
  
The meeting was adjourned at 12:55 p.m. 


