
 

 
 

 

 
  

 
 

STAFF REPORT 
 
 
 
        
SUBJECT: Unmet Transit Needs     
 
 
MEETING DATE: May 19, 2005       AGENDA ITEM:  9          
 
 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
A.  Receive information responding to issues raised at April 21 hearing. 
 
B.  Adopt a resolution approving unmet transit needs findings and consider approval of the 

2005 Transit Needs Assessment Report, as amended.   
 
SUMMARY: 
 
At its April 21 meeting, the board received written comments and testimony regarding the 
Unmet Transit Needs Assessment and the recommended findings.  The board deferred action 
on adoption of the findings and directed staff to provide responses to the new information that 
was submitted at the meeting.  Many of the comments express opinions regarding the proposed 
transit needs findings—these comments are noted for board consideration.  The new 
information provided consists of an unsolicited proposal by American Star to provide farmworker 
transit service (the proposal was subsequently withdrawn) and a letter from a transportation 
consultant (Transit Resource Center) commenting on farmworker transportation in the Santa 
Maria Valley.  This staff report responds to the new information raised at the last board 
meeting..  After further review, staff recommends you proceed with adoption of the findings and 
the report. 
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
A. Receive information responding to issues raised at April 21 hearing. 
 
The annual Transit Needs Assessment process, as required by the state Transportation 
Development Act (TDA), requires SBCAG to adopt by resolution findings of “unmet needs” and 
“reasonable to meet”, for identified transit needs for jurisdictions which request LTF Article 8 
funds to be used for the purpose of streets and roads.  Those jurisdictions seeking the use of 
LTF Article 8 funds for streets and roads purposes are the cities of Lompoc and Santa Maria 
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and northern Santa Barbara County.  Because all LTF Article 8 funds in the South Coast are 
dedicated to transit, there are no findings of unmet need or reasonable to meet for South Coast 
transit needs identified through the public process.  However, SBCAG does document and work 
with SBMTD to resolve these issues.  A summary of the findings of unmet need and reasonable 
to meet is located on pages 30-44 and a summary of policy considerations is located on page 
45-52 of this report.  
 
Transit services in the north county are continuing to improve with new intercommunity transit 
being initiated recently between Santa Maria, Vandenberg Air Force Base and Lompoc and 
expansion of services within the urbanized areas.   Providing service that is cost effective and 
meets minimum farebox recovery requirements, however, is an ongoing challenge for north 
county transit operators.  Based on the assessment documented in the report, it is 
recommended that the board find that there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to 
meet, beyond those that are being met through expanded services in FY 2005-06.   
 
At the SBCAG board meeting on Unmet Transit Needs findings that took place on April 21, the 
board received testimony and written submissions from Marc Chytilo, Cliff Chambers of the 
Transit Resource Center, Jessica Sheeter of COAST, and, Robert Dockerty of Americanstar 
Trailways.  The submissions are attached for your information.  The staff report for the April 21 
meeting is also enclosed and incorporated by reference and the documentation in the Transit 
Needs Assessment that was distributed for the meeting of April 21 is also incorporated by 
reference.  
 
The board closed the period for submission of comments and continued the findings and 
recommendations on Unmet Transit Needs for 2005 until the May meeting.  Included in the 
material submitted to the board at the April 21 meeting, was an unsolicited proposal by 
Americanstar to provide farmworker transit service. Following the meeting, SBCAG received a 
letter from Mr. Dockerty withdrawing his proposal from consideration, however, staff will still 
proceed with evaluating the proposal.  Indeed, staff has reviewed all the material and prepared 
responses for board consideration.  All of the documents submitted to the board last month are 
attached.  Below is a summary of the comments received and staff’s response to these 
comments.     
 
Jessica Sheeter, COAST 
 
Comment: Recognizes transit improvements by SMAT, etc.  
Response: Comment Noted 
 
Comment: Expresses concerns that expanded transit service frequency and hours will not be 
met and TDA funds will be used for streets and roads 
 
Response: Comment noted.  As identified in table summary of findings, some expressed needs 
are non-specific.  Furthermore, all agencies have fare box ratios less than 20% which indicates 
difficulties in meeting minimum state fare box requirements. 
 
Comment: Strongly disagrees with staff’s interpretation of unmet transit needs definition, cites 
Chamber’s letter, 
Response: Comment noted. See also, response to comments by Mr. Chambers.   While this is 
a policy call, staff would advise against revisiting the definition of “Unmet Need”, mid way 
through 2005 Transit Needs Assessment process.  However, this request could be applicable 
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beginning with the 2006 Transit Needs Assessment process.  Staff discussed this with our 
Santa Barbara County Transit Advisory Committee and the Committee concurred with this 
approach.    
 
Comment: Supports investigation of vanpool pilot program and circulator service and supports 
American Star proposal. 
Response: Comment noted.  See response to Americanstar Proposal 
 
Robert Dockerty, Americanstar, Proposal to Provide: Operation of the Farm Labor Transit 
System 
 
On April 18 SBCAG staff received an unsolicited proposal to provide loop circulator service for 
Farm Labor Transit System from American Star President Roberty Dockerty via Attorney Marc 
Chytilo.  The proposal was cited by Mr. Dockerty and Mr. Chytilo at the April 21 board meeting.  
 
Proposal Summary:  Pages 5 - 6 of the proposal provides the essence of the service plan, with 
the remaining material consisting of information on employee selection procedures, driver 
training requirements, bus inspection procedures, standard operating rules, experience and 
qualifications of the firm and personnel, etc.  According to Americanstar, the transit circulator 
service could start immediately and operate five days a week.  Americanstar would use two to 
three, 60 passenger, “farm labor certified” buses, with two bi-directional round trips in the early 
morning and three in the late afternoon.  Morning pickups would be at ten, non-specified, 
locations, but located close to the workers place of residence.  Transfers from existing city 
SMAT services would be permitted.  Drivers would be bi-lingual, and have “Farm Labor Driver” 
certificates.  Fares would be $1.00 per trip.  Mr. Dockerty proposes to operate the service year-
round (260 days/year) and would charge $988 per day, or $261,820 per year for this service.  
He estimates that 120 passengers per day will use the service which would generate $240 per 
day in fares with a 24% fare box recovery.  He estimates that use would double within six 
months.   
 
Response: The proposal provides no additional information or research that would support 
changing the recommended finding regarding farmworker transportation.  It makes assumptions 
regarding projected ridership without providing the basis for these assumptions other than citing 
census data regarding farmworker population.  There is no information regarding trip 
origin/destination, time of day or other parameters that would reflect the level of demand for the 
service proposed.   
 
The proposal lacks information and detail in a number of areas that makes it incomplete  
 

- No information on stops that would be served or routes that would be taken. The 
Americanstar proposal does not provide substantial evidence that fixed route transit 
is a viable option; in that although the proposal states that the buses would provide 
10 unidentified stops near the homes of farm workers, the proposal does not identify 
routes or the number of stops or places for stops in the agricultural fields in and 
surrounding Santa Maria. 

- Does not address concerns about operating large 60 passenger coaches on 
substandard farm roads (under-maintained and no safe stopping locations) without 
shoulders or any sidewalks.  The road condition and safe stop issues are identified in 
the 2004 and 2005 Transit Needs Assessments.  Creating inaccessible bus stops 
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can be construed as a violation of the Americans with Disabilities Act and should be 
avoided. 

- The proposal does not specify which state and federal regulations must be complied 
with nor how they will achieve compliance (e.g., Dept of Labor, CHP, etc).  From 
previous testimony before the SBCAG Board, Mr. Dockerty stated that the 
regulations for farm worker transportation are the same as public school 
transportation.  Staff cautions that this is not the case, and that Americanstar should 
enumerate those issues of certification for drivers and vehicles and have them 
approved by the Office of Safety and Farm Labor, CHP Santa Maria Office as a part 
of a proposal for farm worker transportation, e.g., provisions for separate storage of 
tools. The Transit Needs Assessment of 2004 documented many of these issues and 
that document is incorporated by reference.  Due to state and federal regulations, it 
is also clear that farm labor transportation is “not reasonable to meet” by public 
transit agencies at this time, by reason of Criterion 2; “Can be implemented safely 
and in accordance with local, state and federal laws and regulations.”  These legal 
and regulatory barriers to service provision include: 

 
1. Assembly Bills 555 and 1165 [1999] (farm labor and vehicle regulations) 
2. California Motor Vehicle Codes (vehicle regulations) 
3. Migrant and Seasonal Agricultural Worker Protection ACT (farm labor  

regulations) 
4. US Department of Labor (farm labor regulations) 
5. California State Department of Labor (farm labor regulations) 

 
- No plan or budget is included in the proposal for marketing the service or contract 

oversight/administration 
- The proposed service provides a bus with a flat cost per hour, it does not address 

expected passenger fare revenues or how the service addresses general public 
transit needs.  Presumably Mr. Dockerty assumes the operating subsidy will be 
covered by local contributions.  He does not propose a privately funded service.   

- Staff also cautions Americanstar that due to the road conditions, Americanstar would 
have to expect and accept higher than usual vehicle wear/tear and maintenance, and 
provide proof of liability per Department of Labor regulations for bus operations, as 
well as be prepared for civil liability in regard to the lack of safe and/or improved bus 
stop locations in or near the fields, particularly in light of the California Supreme 
Court decision (Bonanno) that ties the public transit agency to any misfortunes that 
may occur to passengers or potential passengers on the way to the bus stop. 

 
Staff recognizes the proposal by Americanstar to provide transportation to the farm worker 
community.  Given the identified lack of analysis and information in the proposal, however, it 
must be viewed as no more than an unsolicited offer to provide transit service and cannot be 
relied upon to establish the viability of farmworker transit service and cannot even be utilized for 
a rough cost estimate for this type of service due to the lack of details discussed above..  The 
letter withdrawing the proposal confirms that there was limited in depth study to substantiate the 
proposal and that American Star was unaware of any other reports or studies that have been 
completed on this proposed service. 
 
The attached letter from Joseph Rye, Transit Services Manager, City of Santa Maria provides 
further documentation of these concerns from the perspective of an agency that administers 
transit services.   Mr. Rye has also indicated that this next fiscal year, Santa Maria Area Transit 
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does plan to provide transit services to the packing houses along Stowell Road, west of Blosser.  
The new Route 4 variation (from north to south) would proceed south on Blosser, west on 
Stowell, south on Black road where it would then reconnect with the existing service to the 
community of Tanglewood.  
 
Comments in response to correspondence by Marc Chytilo 
April 18, 2005 
 
Comment: Expresses concerns that TDA funds will be used for streets and roads. 
Response: As identified in table summary of findings, some expressed needs are non-specific.  
Furthermore, all agencies have fare box ratios less than 20% which indicates difficulties in 
meeting minimum state fare box requirements. 
 
Comment: Requests that additional time be given for review of the material. 
Response: The draft report was reviewed and approved by the three SBCAG advisory 
committees one to two weeks before the board meeting. The Board staff report and draft Transit 
Needs Assessment was made available to the SBCAG Advisory Committees by April 1. Many of 
the public who are active in the process were on the mailing list for those committees and 
received the draft report at this time. In fact, Mr. Jesus Estrada attended the SBCTAC meeting 
on April 12.  The Draft Transit Needs Assessment was posted on the SBCAG website by April 
1. Mr. Chytilo was sent a copy of the report that went to the advisory committee on or about 
April 7. The report for the SBCAG board meeting was on the SBCAG web site by April 14, 
typical for agenda materials. In general, board mailings on all items, occurs one week before the 
meetings.  However, the board continued the item for one month to allow staff the opportunity to 
review the testimony. 
 
Comment: Report fails to assess the size of the farmworkers needing transit. 
Response: By 2000 Census estimates, there are approximately 6,573 agricultural workers in 
the Santa Maria.  In addition Census data also shows that only 8.6% of households in Santa 
Maria or 6,658 households (including households of elderly, disabled and environmental 
focused) do not have access to a vehicle.  (Statistically, this would mean that 572 of the 
agricultural worker households may not have access to a vehicle).  In the transit needs 
assessment, staff did not identify each specific group that may have transit needs, just those 
who are generally more transit dependent if they do not have a car, the very old, disabled.  This 
is documented in the report in a series of tables.  However, based on the concerns expressed 
staff proposes to add a section to the report that specifically addresses the number and 
distribution of Agricultural Workers in the County. The section is attached to this report and will 
be included in the final Transit Needs Assessment. 
 
It is clear from our focus groups and public hearings many farmworkers express a transportation 
need.  However, when needs become great in many agricultural areas, this transportation need 
is addressed privately by farmers or farm labor contractors, not the public transit agencies. 
Expressed needs of farmworkers and their families for improved transit within the urbanized 
area has generally been responded to by SMAT, such as extending service to the Rancho 
Verde area in northern Santa Maria and improving the frequency of service to the Hospital.   
 
Comment: Support loop circulator service 
Response: Comment noted.  See response to Mr. Dockerty’s proposal and staff analysis . 
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Comment: General Population does not exclude transit services addressing farmworkers and 
farmworkers are not a limited set of individuals.   
Response: The definition application is not that farm workers are not a part of the general 
public, rather that the proposed service is not intended for the general public.  It is intended for a 
limited set of individuals - only those going to dispersed, outlying farms not specific job sites, for 
a limited season.  While the areas may be relatively close to the urban areas served by transit, 
this area is characterized by work sites that are significantly more distributed.  This is not 
conducive to general purpose public transit.  There are also many work sites in rural areas that 
are not served by transit, e.g. oil and gas extraction, mining, resource activities, unincorporated 
small towns, etc.  There are also many other lower incomes groups that are not directly served, 
e.g., construction workers, whose job sites vary but whose income, such as the laborers are 
low. 
 
Although there are those for whom farm labor transportation is an unmet transportation need, 
within the Transit Needs Assessment, there can only be a finding of “not an unmet need” based 
upon the criteria established by the SBCAG Board through Resolution 98-02 which states, “The 
transportation needs of a limited set of individuals or of the clients of agencies shall not, in and 
of themselves, be sufficient to justify a finding of unmet transit need.”  It should be noted that 
this finding, in no way implies that either the SBCAG Board or SBCAG staff views the needs of 
agricultural workers to be insignificant.  The SBCAG Board and staff recognize the significant 
contributions that these individuals make to the community and the economy.   
 
This interpretation by staff is subject to a policy review by the board.  Based on the concerns 
raised by the public, staff recommends SBCAG reconsider our unmet transit needs definitions 
before the start of the next transit needs cycle.  Staff proposes this review to occur before the 
end of this calendar year.  
 
Comment: Mr. Chytilo states in his letter that the attached Americanstar proposal would be able 
to implement service within one week in complete compliance with all applicable legal and 
regulatory requirements.   
Response: Comment noted.  See response to Mr. Dockerty’s proposal and staff analysis 
Americanstar simply states that the drivers will have Farm Labor Driver certificates and that they 
are in possession of three farm labor certified buses.  See above response to Mr. Docketry’s 
proposal with respect to specific state and federal farm labor transportation regulations. SBCAG 
does not believe the plethora of specific state and federal regulations impacting farm labor 
transportation could be addressed within one week, if at all at this time. 
 
Comment: Loop Circulator service will increase regional farebox recovery ratios   
Response: The estimated fare box recovery estimate appears very optimistic given the history 
of SMAT’s fare box recovery for public transit operations and lack of consideration of the issues 
mentioned above in response to Mr. Dockerty’s proposal.  Our reference to the 20% Fare Box 
recovery standard is in state TDA law, hardly an arbitrary standard.   
 
Comment: Bus stop concerns are overstated   
Response: Comment does not address concerns about operating large 60 passenger coaches 
on substandard farm roads (under-maintained and no safe stopping locations).  The road 
condition and safe stop issues are identified in the 2004 and 2005 Transit Needs Assessments. 
Landowner issues, drainage, safety of bus passengers are all significant issues in light of recent 
litigation involving transit agencies and bus passenger safety. 
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Comment: Mr. Chytillo requests that SBCAG “fund this service immediately.”   
Response: SBCAG is required to make findings regarding unmet transit needs, not to make 
unilateral decisions to fund and implement specific service proposals.  If SBCAG were to find an 
unmet transit need, it would be up to the City/County to develop and implement the service that 
addresses the need. 
 
Comment: Loop circulator road conditions overstated   
Response:  Comment noted.  See response to Mr. Dockerty’s proposal and staff analysis  
 
Comment: American Star proposal addresses service timing issues.  
Response: See response to Mr. Dockerty’s proposal and staff analysis  
 
Comment: Transit Needs Assessment fails to accurately report the opinion of Transit Advisory 
Committee.    
Response: SBCTAC approved the report and findings at its meeting on April 12.  
 
Comment: SBCAG has not acted to address Farmworker Transit in the past year.   
Response: Comment noted.   The Transit Needs Assessment report documents efforts to 
identify and evaluate farmworker transportation needs.  In addition, an assessment of a 
farmworker vanpool program will be undertaken during the next year. 
 
Comment: No commitment for timing of vanpool study. 
Response: Study will be completed by end of FY 2005-06. 
 
Comment: Action has a discriminatory effect. 
Response: Comment noted.  
 
Comment:  The adopting resolution is inadequate. 
Response: Comment noted.  The resolution includes findings as required and references the 
Unmet Transit Needs Assessment as the basis for the findings.  
 
Comment: Public transit is a fundamental right. 
Response: Comment noted.  
 
Comment: Interpretation deprives AITS service of future TDA funding.   
Response: It’s not clear how this conclusion was reached.  An evaluation of an AITS type 
farmworker vanpool program is planned.  No determinations regarding implementation or 
funding of the program have been made as yet.    TDA is not the only potential source of 
funding for this program. 
 
Comment: Inadequate evidence that intercommunity transit not reasonable to meet. 
Response: Comment noted.  
 
Comment: Reference of findings outside the resolution violates TDA. 
Response: Comment noted.  See response above regarding adequacy of the resolution. 
 
Comment: Civil Rights issues. 
Response: Comment noted.  
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Comments by Cliff Chambers, Transit Resource Center 
 
Mr. Chambers submitted a letter on April 20 to Mr. Chytilo that was forwarded to SBCAG. 
Many of the issues cited by Mr. Chambers were addressed in staff’s response to Mr. Chytilo’s 
comments above. 
 
Comment: General Population does not exclude transit services addressing farmworkers and 
farmworkers are not a limited set of individuals.   
Response: The definition application is not that farm workers are not a part of the general 
public, but that the service is not intended for the general public.  The proposed service is 
intended for a limited set of individuals - only those going to outlying farms - and specifically - 
strawberry farms and not specific job sites, for a limited season.  While this may be relatively 
close to the urban areas served by transit, this area is characterized by work sites that are 
significantly more geographically distributed.  This is not conducive to general purpose public 
transit.  There are many work sites in rural areas that are not served by transit, e.g. oil and gas 
extraction, mining, resource activities, etc.  There are also many other groups that have lower 
incomes that are not directly served, e.g., construction workers, whose job sites vary but whose 
income, such as the laborers are low.  In addition, while there are some sites served by transit 
that are unique, e.g., Colleges, the transit service is provided to a specific, limited, concentrated 
area that is conducive to transit service.   
 
Mr. Chambers states that SBCAG is not applying its adopted unmet transit needs criteria 
correctly according to what he alleges is their “original intent.”  Mr. Chambers assisted SBCAG 
in the development of its currently adopted unmet transit needs definition and criteria, however, 
the ultimate interpretation of them is a matter of board policy rather than staff or consultants.   
As the policy making body, it is up to the SBCAG board to determine how its adopted definitions 
should be applied   
 
Although there are those for whom farm labor transportation is an unmet transportation need, 
within the Transit Needs Assessment, there can only be a finding of “not an unmet need” based 
upon the criteria established by the SBCAG Board through Resolution 98-02 which states, “The 
transportation needs of a limited set of individuals or of the clients of agencies shall not, in and 
of themselves, be sufficient to justify a finding of unmet transit need.”  It should be noted that 
this finding, in no way implies that either the SBCAG Board or SBCAG staff views the 
transportation needs of agricultural workers to be insignificant.  The SBCAG Board and staff 
recognize the significant contributions that these individuals make to the community and the 
economy.   
 
This interpretation by staff is subject to a policy review by the board.  Based on the concerns 
raised by the public, staff recommends SBCAG reconsider our unmet transit needs definitions 
before the start of the next transit needs cycle.  Staff proposes this review to occur before the 
end of this calendar year and be initiated for review by the SBCTAC.  
 
SMAT is providing significant viable transit opportunities for many people in the Santa Maria 
urban area.  Many farmworkers and their families regularly use SMAT services for urban retail, 
education, medical and other services. 
 
Comment: Mr. Chambers recommends inclusion of a section on farmworkers in the Transit 
Needs Assessment 
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Response: By 2000 Census estimates, there are approximately 6,573 agricultural workers in 
the Santa Maria.  In addition Census data also shows that only 8.6% of households in Santa 
Maria or 6,658 households (including households of elderly, disabled and environmental 
focused) do not have access to a vehicle.  (Statistically, this would mean that 572 of the 
agricultural worker households may not have access to a vehicle).  In the transit needs 
assessment, staff did not identify each specific group that may have transit needs, just those 
who are generally more transit dependent if they do not have a car, the very old, disabled.  This 
is documented in the report in a series of tables.  However, based on the concerns expressed 
staff proposes to add a section to the report that specifically addresses the number and 
distribution of Agricultural Workers in the County. This will be an addendum to the Transit 
Needs Assessment Report and is attached to this report. 
 
Comment: Mr. Chambers proposes a public transit service operated during the 5 months of 
strawberry season to farms west of 101..    
Response: See above response to Mr. Dockerty’s proposal.  This service would not be used by 
the general public but by a select group going to dispersed locations for a limited period of time, 
albeit adjacent to the urbanized area, on unsafe roads.  The transit agency would be required to 
secure buses and hire drivers for this limited time, a very costly and inefficient administrative 
solution.  This type of farm labor transportation service is the type typically provided by farm 
labor contractors or growers if demand warrants.  There is no indication that the growers are not 
obtaining sufficient laborers by existing means of transportation.  Because of these concerns, 
general purpose public transit is not the recommended course of action.  Rather, studying a van 
pool program is the recommended course of action as it has greater flexibility to address these 
needs.  
 
Comment: Suggested route is for illustrative purposes only. 
Response: As indicated above staff from SMAT and SBCAG drove the routes in questions and 
found them unacceptable for traditional public transit.  
 
Comment: Lack of staff meetings with effected parties and exploration of viable alternatives. 
Response: Meetings in the last two years have been held with the farmworkers, their families, 
and the Shippers and Growers.  These meetings have resulted in recommended improvements 
by SMAT to transit services in the urbanized area. . Representatives of the Shippers and 
Growers Association have disengaged from our discussions due to their concerns about 
litigation.     SBCAG’s work on the Transit Needs Assessment calls into serious question the 
ability of transit to meet the plethora of state and federal regulations addressing farmworker 
transportation and safely serve the rural areas on the rural roads. Staff believes a study of a van 
pool pilot program is a potentially more viable solution and SBCAG and the County of Santa 
Barbara have committed to explore this potential this next year. 
 
 
B.  Adopt a resolution approving unmet transit needs findings and consider approval 

of the 2005 Transit Needs Assessment Report  
 
Appendix B provides the adopted SBCAG definitions of “Unmet Need” and “Reasonable to 
Meet.”  A summary of the findings of expressed transit needs within the context of “Unmet 
Need” and “Reasonable to Meet” is located in Appendix C.  A full discussion of these findings is 
located on pages 30 through 34 of the 2005 Transit Needs Assessment.  In addition, a summary 
of policy considerations is located in Appendix C.  A full discussion on policy considerations, 
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including the issue of Farm Labor Transportation, is located on pages 35 through 43 of the 2005 
Transit Needs Assessment. 
 
A summary of the transit needs data received from the focus groups is located on pages 53-63 
of the Assessment, and a summary of the public testimony provided at the hearings on January 
20, 2005 (North County) and February 17, 2005 (South Coast) is located on pages 64-69 of the 
Assessment.  Copies of all correspondence received are located on pages 71-85 of the 
Assessment. 
 
Comments received through public testimony regarding transit needs in the Santa Barbara 
Metropolitan Transit District (SBMTD) service area include:  
 

 Improved service between Goleta and Santa Barbara 
o Express routes to run throughout the day between Goleta and Santa Barbara 

 Improved service between Isla Vista and Santa Barbara 
 Improved connection between transit routes and the Amtrak train station in Santa 

Barbara 
o Direct service from more locations in Santa Barbara 

 Improve service frequency to those routes with longer headways and/or less frequent 
service 

 Service from San Marcos Pass to Santa Barbara 
 Implementation of a stop a the Westside Community Center 

o Respond to the needs of senior and disabled community using this Center 
 Expand ADA accessibility to all bus stops 
 Implement “SMART Card” technology 

 
As transit service has evolved and more funding has been applied to improving transit service, 
the focus of the expressed unmet transit needs has shifted towards operational issues 
(including requests for service for recreational purposes) and enhanced commuter service, as 
traditional unmet transit needs are being responded to.  Beginning with the 2004 needs process 
(relative to the Santa Maria area), the issue of providing transportation to the agricultural fields 
for the farm workforce has been identified as a transportation need - however it is a need that 
does not fit within the constraints of SBCAG’s Transit Needs Assessment process and the 
definition of an unmet transit need.  However, SBCAG recognizes this transportation need and 
is working with the affected public agencies and community organizations - outside of the TDA 
process - to respond to this issue. 
 
The focus of service improvements stemming from this year’s process has been to identify and 
implement viable demand markets that over a period of time will have a ridership that will meet 
the farebox requirement of 20%.   
 
It should be noted that in the evaluation of the public testimony on unmet transit needs, and with 
the involvement of the SMAT staff in the process, several unmet transit needs were included in 
the SMAT Short Range Transit Plan and will be implemented in FY 2005-06. Therefore, 
although at the time of testimony, there were certain expressed transit needs, for the purposes 
of the TDA funding stream for the 2005 allocations coming from the Transit Needs Assessment 
process, the request for service is found “not” to be an unmet need, as the need “is” being met 
through new or expanded service within FY 2005-06 in tandem with the TDA funding allocation. 
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Resolution No. 05-11 describing the basis for and enumerating the findings of “unmet need” and 
“reasonable to meet” is located in Appendix D. 
 
In summary, the recommended action is to adopted the Transit Needs Assessment, 2005  as 
amended, to include the new section on Agricultural Workers (Attached to the staff report), and 
to adopt the findings of unmet transit need and reasonable to meet.   
 
 
COMMITTEE REVIEW:  
 
As indicated at the last board meeting, the 2005 draft Transit Needs Assessment and findings of 
“unmet need” and “reasonable to meet” were presented to and approved by the Technical 
Transportation Advisory Committee (TTAC) with no comment on April 7, 2005.  The 2005 draft 
Transit Needs Assessment and findings of “unmet need” and “reasonable to meet” were 
presented to and approved by both the South Coast Transit Advisory Committee (SCTAC) with 
no comment on April 8, 2005, and the North County Transit Advisory Committee (NCTAC) with 
no comment on April 12, 2005.  In addition, the 2005 draft Transit Needs Assessment and 
findings of “unmet need” and “reasonable to meet” were presented to and unanimously 
approved by the Santa Barbara County Transit Advisory Council (the SSTAC) with no comment 
on April 12, 2005.  
 
STAFF CONTACT: Michael Powers 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Agricultural Workers discussion addendum to Transit Needs Assessment 
Santa Maria Transit Manager Comments on Service Proposal 

 
Appendices:   
A. SBCAG Resolution 98-02 - definition of terms “Unmet Transit Needs” and 

“Reasonable to Meet” 
B. Summary Table: 2005 Transit Needs Findings  
C. Summary Table: 2005 Policy Considerations 
D. Resolution No. 05-11 
E. Submissions from:  Jessica Sheeter, Coast; Marc Chytilo;, Cliff Chambers, Transit 

Resource Center; Americanstar Proposal from Robert Dockerty; and, letter from Mr. 
Dockerty withdrawing his proposal. 

 
Draft – 2005 Transit Needs Assessment 



 

 
 

 

 
  

Proposed New Insert to Draft Transit Needs Assessment, Economic Factors section, 
Page 10. 

Agricultural Workers 

Agriculture is an important part of the economy in Santa Barbara.  The countywide crop value is 
in excess of 700 million dollars with a harvested acreage of 120 thousand acres.  Employment 
in Agriculture was very strong for 2000 as reported by the California Employment Development 
Department (EDD)1.  Over the 1990 to 2000 period the countywide total ranged from 12,000 to 
18,000 jobs.  There are approximately 900 Agricultural businesses with a payroll exceeding 84 
million dollars.      

The terms used to describe Agricultural workers or “farmworkers” require definition.  The term 
farmworkers refers to hired laborers.  Farm labor includes services in connection with cultivating 
the soil or raising or harvesting any agricultural commodity; or in catching, netting, handling, 
planting, drying, packing, grading, storing, or preserving in its un-manufactured state any 
agricultural commodity; or delivering to storage, market, or carrier for transportation to market or 
to processing any agricultural commodity. 

The role of farm labor contractors (FLCs) must be understood and included in a farmworker 
discussion.  One entry into the farm labor market is through FLCs, who contract with producers 
to recruit, manage and pay employees directly.  The use of contractors has increased.  In 
California, one of four workers in peak season was reported to work for a farm labor contractor. 
In general, seasonal farmworkers do farm crop or harvest work that is temporary, but recurring 
year after year.  Seasonal workers may be local workers (in the same county or 50 miles or less 
from home) or migrant workers who travel far enough so that they cannot return home on a daily 
basis.  Migrant farmworkers may travel intra- or interstate, or internationally, to do farm work, 
and may or may not have a permanent home or home base location.  Migrant farmworkers 
transportation needs are complex: living in multiple locations, often for short periods of time.  
 A variety of factors make the migrant and seasonal farmworker population difficult to count or 
survey.  The most obvious problem in counting migrant farmworkers is their mobility moving 
from job to job, state to state, even across national lines.  A second limiting condition is that 
many migrant or seasonal farmworkers do not speak or read English, or even Spanish.  Third, 
persons who do not have legal status to work in the United States may go to great lengths to 
avoid exposing their status.   

One approach to enumerating the farmworker population is to use a known ratio of workers per 
acre for a specific crop.  For example, according to staff at the Santa Barbara County 
Agricultural Commission the strawberry crop is almost entirely harvested in the Santa Maria 
Valley and in 2004 had 5,239 acres in production.  According to a University of California 
Cooperative Extension Report2 a ratio of 1.124 workers per acre from for the five month harvest 
season is an appropriate for strawberries resulting in an estimate of 5,888 workers.          

                                                 
1 Each subject employer is required to submit a quarterly contribution report giving the number of insured wage earners on the 
payroll.  Excluded from Unemployment Insurance coverage are illegal aliens.      
2 Sample Cost to Produce Strawberries, South Coast Region-Santa Barbara County, Santa Maria Valley, University of California 
Cooperative Extension, 2004 
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The decennial Census of Population and Housing conducted by the U.S. Bureau of the Census 
is intended to be a complete national enumeration of persons and households, but at present 
does not provide any clear data on farmworkers.  Its sample count does ask respondents' 
Occupations and what Industry they are employed.   

The following table shows the Census 2000 Industry and Occupation categories for Agriculture, 
Fishing, Forestry and Mining3.  It should be noted that a significant portion of the agricultural 
workers are recent immigrants, alleged illegal citizens, which likely have limited English 
proficiency.  All these factors probably contributed to a potential undercount of this population in 
the 2000 Census, despite the best efforts of local and federal officials. 

Census 2000 Occupation and Industry Agricultural Category 

Area Census Occupation Census Industry 

   

South Coast 1,063 1,396 

City of Santa Barbara 282 417 

City of Carpinteria 225 214 

City of Goleta 207 478 

Unincorporated 349 287 

  

Santa Ynez Valley 347 943 

City of Buellton 69 106 

City of Solvang 40 109 

Unincorporated 238 728 

  

Lompoc Valley 760 1,490 

City of Lompoc 668 1,132 

Unincorporated 92 358 

  

Santa Maria Valley 6,612 8,029 

                                                 
3 Note that the census category tells us where the workers live not work and that it also includes fishing, forestry and mining.  Since 
these other categories have only minor employment in the county it is used as a surrogate for Agriculture alone.  Also note that the 
Industry groups are closely related to certain Occupational categories.  For example, people employed in the Agricultural Industry 
may also include truck drivers, bookkeepers, etc.  As a result the Industry category may over estimate actual Agricultural workers 
relative to the Occupation category. 
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City of Santa Maria 5,735 6,573 

City of Guadalupe 531 590 

Unincorporated 346 866 

  

Cuyama Valley 54 191 

Countywide 8,818 12,049 

 

Another source of data used by the 2000 Census for its processing its Journey to Work file 
shows us the location of Agricultural workers.  This data was subsequently purchased by 
SBCAG from the contractor (Info USA) that developed it for the Census Bureau.   

The following two maps provide the location of Agricultural workers place of work using the Info 
USA data4 and place of residence using the Census Industry data.  This information helps 
provide a general picture on the place of residence, commuting distances, and, number of 
workers.  

Farmworkers are a significant portion of the employed population.  However, their incomes are 
typically lower than average since many of the jobs do not require specific formal skill training 
and/or significant education.  The California State Employment Development Department 
estimates the 2004 mean income for Santa Barbara County farmworkers and farm 
laborers is $16,800 compared to overall mean of $39,400. 

 
  
    
 

                                                 
4 Note that a main “corporate” office may be the official site of the worker while in actuality the worker could be working in any 
number of places.   



 
 
 
 
 
 
May 10, 2005 
 
Michael Powers 
SBCAG 
260 N. San Antonio Rd, Suite B 
Santa Barbara, CA 93110  
 
Mr. Powers, 
 
The City of Santa Maria thanks you for the opportunity to express our concerns over aspects of 
the unsolicited proposal received by SBCAG in April 2005 from Robert Dockerty of AmericanStar 
Tours regarding farmworker transportation. The City understands that Mr. Dockerty has 
subsequently withdrawn his proposal to operate a farmworker transportation service. The 
proposal lacks detail in several areas, specifically, the proposal failed to address in sufficient 
detail the following problems: 
 
Service Plan 
The AmericanStar proposal describes ten (non-specific) urban stop locations near clusters of 
farmworker residences and describes “each shall run two bi-directional round trips in the 
mornings and three in the late afternoon”. The proposal does NOT provide a time for these trips, 
the chronological length of each route, nor provisions regarding how the service might deal with 
changing shift hours (a major barrier the SBCAG UTN analysis has identified) while still 
maintaining printed timetables so that the “general public” can utilize the service. It is also unclear 
how many “revenue hours” the AmericanStar proposal includes. The daily cost is called out as 
$988 but without exact information on revenue hours & revenue miles, the usefulness of even this 
cost estimate is questionable.  
 
Bus Stop Safety 
A major problem identified during the SBCAG Unmet Transit Needs staff analysis has been the 
substandard roadway network in the area of the farmworker work sites. Very few areas were 
identified where a bus could safely pull off the roadway to board or alight a passenger. Roadway 
speeds are high (55 in most locations) and sight distances often deficient. “Flag-stopping”, 
referring to allowing busses to stop (without an identified bus stop) at any point a passenger 
wishes to board or alight, does not solve our bus stop and bus passenger safety issues. “Flag-
stopping” would allow the bus to get closer to the destination of the farmworkers, however, the 
City feels it would exacerbate the bus stop safety problems we are concerned with.   
 
Farm Labor Vehicle and Driver Certification 
The AmericanStar proposal promises to feature drivers with “Farm Labor Driver” certificates, 
operating “CHP and California Vehicle Code” compliant farm labor buses. Considering the 
complexity encountered during SBCAG staffs’ research on this issue, far more detail on exactly 
how and what is required to meet these regulations is required prior to funding such a project.  
 
 
Joseph Rye 
Transit Services Manager 
City of Santa Maria 
 
Cc: Rick Sweet, City Engineer 
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Santa Barbara County Association of Governments 

Resolution 98-02 
Definition of Terms “Unmet Transit Needs” and “Reasonable to Meet” 

Adopted March 19, 1998 
 
Figure 1 

Unmet Transit Needs Definition 
 
An unmet transit need is the expressed or identified need of a significant segment of the community for 
additional public transportation services to meet existing basic mobility needs which are not currently 
being met through the existing system of public transit services or private transportation services.  
Included, at a minimum, are those public transportation or specialized services that are identified in the 
Regional Transportation Plan, short-range transit plan, and/or transit development plan that have not 
been implemented or funded. 
 
If an expressed or identified need is determined by SBCAG to be an “operational issue,” it shall not be 
considered to be an unmet transit need.  Requests that do not require an identifiable additional increment 
of service will generally be considered operational.  Issues such as, but not limited to, the adequacy or 
location of bus stops, minor route improvements, marketing, and service reliability will generally be 
considered operational. 
 
The identified needs must be for the system of general public transit services.  The transportation needs 
of a limited set of individuals or of the clients of agencies shall not, in and of themselves, be sufficient to 
justify a finding of unmet transit needs.  All eligible users of a given service should have equivalent 
access or opportunity to use the service. 
 
Figure 2 

Reasonable to Meet Criteria 
 
An identified unmet transit need shall be determined to be “reasonable to meet” if SBCAG determines 
that the transit service will be in general compliance with the following criteria: 

 
1. Can be implemented consistent with the transportation improvement priorities, policies and 

performance standards contained in the Regional Transportation Plan, the transit 
development plan, or the short-range transit plan for the area. 

 
2. Can be implemented safely and in accordance with local, state and Federal laws and 

regulations. 
 
3. The additional transit service shall not cause the system of which it is a part of, to fail to meet 

system-wide performance standards including: 
 

A. The operator’s ability to maintain the required fare to operating cost ratio; 
B. The estimated number of passengers carried per service hour for proposed service shall 

be in the range of other similar services provided; and 
C. The estimated subsidy per passenger shall be equivalent to other parts of the transit 

system. 
 

4. When the additional transit service is considered separately, both the fare to operating cost 
ratio and the estimated subsidy per passenger shall not vary by more than 20% from the 
average for the type of service provided by the operator. 

 
5. The proposed service would not cause claimant to incur expenses in excess of the maximum 

allocation of TDA funds. 
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APPENDIX B 
 

Summary Table – Transit Needs Findings 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

 

Summary Table:  Unmet Transit Needs Findings 
 
 

Request Unmet Need 
(by definition) 

Reasonable to Meet 
(by definition) 

TDA Funding 
Available 

Comments 

Commuter Services 
    

Los Alamos to the  
South Coast 

No 
Operational 
Issue 

N/A No Individual requesting service lives in 
Sisquoc and prefers to drive to Los 
Alamos, rather than west to the Santa 
Maria CAE stop.  Individual also is 
requesting service that is aligned to a 
9:00AM – 5:00 PM work week. 

Intercommunity Service     
Lompoc to Solvang Yes No 

Criteria 3,4,5 
Lompoc –yes 
Solvang - no 

Potential for service as a later phase of 
intercommunity transit service if 
Lompoc-VAFB-Santa Maria service 
proves viable.  Will evaluate service 
potential in FY 06-07. 

Santa Maria to Nipomo No 
Operational 
Issue 

N/A Yes Currently, service is provided (RTA 
Route 10), with two new additional runs 
(for a total of 9 runs providing service 
between San Luis Obispo and Santa 
Maria – serving all 5 cities including 
Nipomo) added in October 2004. 

Santa Maria and Lompoc to Santa Barbara 
 

No 
Operational 
Issue 

N/A Yes Commuter service is provided from 
Santa Maria and Lompoc, and mid-day 
service is available (space-available, 
two days a week) through the 
Clinic/Health Service transportation that 
is offered by the City of Lompoc and 
(space available three days a week) by 
the City of Santa Maria in partnership 
with the SB Co. Dept. of Public Health... 

Santa Barbara County to Ventura and  
Los Angeles Counties 

No 
Operational 
Issue 

N/A No Service is provided via the Coastal 
Express, with a connection via VISTA 
from VTA to locations within VTA and 
LA counties.  Connection to Coastal 
Express from North County locations, 
via Clean Air Express and Valley 
Express. 
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Summary Table:  2005 Unmet Transit Needs Findings 
 
Request Unmet Need 

(by definition) 
Reasonable to Meet 

(by definition) 
TDA Funding 

Available 
Comments 

Earlier Service Hours      
COLT Insufficient 

information to 
make 
determination 

N/A Yes A general statement was made 
during public hearing testimony 
that all North County transit 
agencies needed to provide later 
service hours. 

SMAT Yes No             (FBR 19%) 
Criteria 3 & 4 

Yes Service currently begins between 6:00 
AM and 7:15 weekdays.  It is believed 
that this request to earlier service is 
related to farmworker transportation 
service issues, rather than general use 
service issues.  In addition, morning 
service hours may be adjusted over the 
next year in coordination with the North 
County Intercommunity Transit Service 
– The Breeze. 

Later Service Hours     
COLT Insufficient 

information to 
make 
determination 

N/A Yes A general statement was made 
during public hearing testimony 
that all North County transit 
agencies needed to provide later 
service hours. 

SMAT – weekday Yes No             (FBR 19%) 
Criteria 3 & 4 

Yes Extend evening service by one 
hour on Routes 1, 2, and 17 
(Phase 2 SMAT SRTP – Jan 
2007). * Planned 

SMAT – Sunday  
 

No N/A             Yes Extend service hours from 3:45 pm 
to 5:15 pm on Routes 1, 2/20, 3, 6, 
7, 21, & 45 (Phase 1 SMAT SRTP 
– Jan 2006). * Planned 

SMAT – Allan Hancock College Insufficient to 
information to 
make 
determination 

N/A Yes SBCAG staff will be working with 
representatives of SMAT and AHC 
to clarify any potential need for this 
service.  With Route 17, overall 
service to AHC will be improved 
(Phase 1 SMAT SRTP – Jan 
2006). * Planned 
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Summary Table:  2005 Unmet Transit Needs Findings 
 

Request Unmet Need 
(by definition) 

Reasonable to Meet 
(by definition) 

TDA Funding 
Available 

Comments 

Increase Service Frequency     
COLT Insufficient 

information to make 
determination 

N/A Yes  

SMAT No N/A              
 

Yes 15 minute headways will be 
implemented on North Broadway with 
Route 21; weekend service will increase 
to 30 minute headways; 30 minute 
headways on Route 17 (formerly Route 
7), Route 3, and productive portion of 
Route 4. (Phase 1 SMAT SRTP – Jan 
2006). 
*Planned 

SMAT – Marian Medical Center Yes N/A Yes Increase to 30 minute headways on 
Route 3 (serving Marian Medical Center) 
from 60 minutes headways (Phase 1 
SMAT SRTP – Jan 2006). 
*Planned 

Service Expansion     
COLT – Recreational Service 
 

No- 
Operational Issue 

N/A Yes SBCAG suggests that COLT coordinate 
services with Lompoc’s Park & 
Recreation Department to develop a 
partnership for the implementation of 
transit service to recreational and 
evening venues. 

Guadalupe Flyer – Bonita Stop No – 
Operational Issue 

N/A Guadalupe – No 
SB County - Yes 

New stop is planned to be implemented 
by FY 2005-06 as a pilot program. 

SMAT – Rancho Verde No N/A            
 

Yes New Route 21 will provide service to 
Rancho Verde (Phase 1 SMAT SRTP - 
Jan 2006). *Planned 

SMAT – Recreational Service-YMCA No –  
Operational Issue 

N/A Yes Route 1 will provide 30-minute 
headways to Airport/YMCA (Phase 1 
SMAT SRTP – Jan 2006). *Planned 

SMAT – Recreational Service No –  
Operational Issue 

N/A Yes SBCAG suggests that SMAT coordinate 
services with Santa Maria’s Park & 
Recreation Department to develop a 
partnership for the implementation of 
transit service to recreational and 
evening venues. 
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Summary Table:  2005 Unmet Transit Needs Findings 

 
Request Unmet Need 

(by definition) 
Reasonable to Meet 

(by definition) 
TDA Funding 

Available 
Comments 

New Service     
Cuyama Valley No N/A Yes Service is already established in 

Cuyama. 
Farm Labor Transportation 

Santa Maria Valley
No 
 

No 
Criterion 2 

Yes Commitment by Santa Barbara 
County to investigate the feasibility 
of a van pool pilot program for 
application in this County. 
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APPENDIX C 

 
 

Summary Table:  Policy Considerations 
 

Issue Components Considerations 
Farm Worker Transportation 
Santa Maria Valley 

Commitment by Santa Barbara County to 
investigate the feasibility of a van pool pilot 
program for application in this County 
 

Evaluation prepared by Santa Barbara 
County, based upon the Kings County 
program (AITS). 

North County Long Range Regional 
Transit Plan 

LRTP proposed as a part of SBCAG  
FY 2005-06 OWP 

Multi-agency participation, long range and 
regional in scope. 

 
Review of definitions of “unmet need” 
and “reasonable to meet” per Resolution 
98-02 

 
SBCAG Board to review definitions 

 
Review definitions within context of 
population growth, changes in 
demographics, emerging transportation 
issues, including availability of alternative 
transportation options. 
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RESOLUTION OF THE SANTA BARBARA 
 

COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 
 
 
 

 
TRANSIT NEEDS ASSESSMENT  )  RESOLUTION NO. 05-11 
FINDING OF UNMET NEED AND  )    
REASONABLE TO MEET   ) 
 
 
 

 

WHEREAS, the Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, as the 

transportation planning agency for Santa Barbara County, is responsible for the 

allocation to claimants of funds from the Transportation Development Act, Public 

Utilities Code (PUC) Section 99200 et seq.; and 

 

WHEREAS, Public Utilities Code Section 99401.6 provides that the Association of 

Governments may allocate Transportation Development Act funds for non-transit 

purposes only after making a finding that there are no unmet transit needs within the 

jurisdiction of the claimant that are reasonable to meet by establishing or contracting 

for new public transportation services; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Association of Governments has adopted Resolution No. 98-2 

specifically defining the terms "unmet transit needs" and "reasonable to meet"; and 

WHEREAS, the Association of Governments has received claims from the County of 

Santa Barbara and the cities of Lompoc and Santa Maria for the allocation of 

Transportation Development Act funds for Fiscal Year 2005-2006 for non-transit 

uses; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Association of Governments has held two noticed public hearings to 

receive testimony and comments on the existence of unmet transit needs within 

Santa Barbara County; and 



 
 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 05-11 Page 2 

 

WHEREAS, the Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District, which provides transit service, 

Easy Lift Transportation Inc., which provides paratransit and CTSA service to the southern 

portion of the county, and SMOOTH, which provides CTSA service to the Santa Maria 

Valley area, and the cities of Buellton, Guadalupe and Solvang have claimed all of their 

apportionment of Local Transportation funds under the Transportation Development Act for 

transit and paratransit purposes for Fiscal Year 2005-2006; and  

 

WHEREAS, all allocations made by the Association of Governments within the 

SBMTD/Easy Lift service area will be directly related to public transit services, specialized 

transit services, or facilities provided for the exclusive use of pedestrian and bicycling 

facilities; therefore an unmet needs finding regarding requests for service in this area is not 

required pursuant to Section 99401.5 of the Public Utilities Code; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Association of Governments has consulted with the Santa Barbara County 

Transit Advisory Council (SBCTAC), a social services transportation advisory council 

pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99238; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Association of Governments has also consulted with the two committees of 

the SBCTAC, the North County Transit Advisory Committee (NCTAC) and the South Coast 

Transit Advisory Committee (SCTAC); and  

 

WHEREAS, a transit needs assessment report was prepared that documents the nature of 

the transit dependent population, memorializes testimony at the SBCAG public hearings on 

unmet transit needs, provides the staff assessment of the testimony, presents findings on 

unmet transit needs, and  documents the consideration of these issues by the advisory 

councils and committees; and   
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RESOLUTION NO. 05-11, Page 3 
 

 

WHEREAS, all transit needs expressed through the public process were reviewed and 

evaluated according to SBCAG’s definition of “unmet transit needs” and criteria for 

determining whether unmet transit needs are “reasonable to meet.”  

 

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED THAT the Santa Barbara County 

Association of Governments finds that for Fiscal Year 2005-2006, there are no unmet transit 

needs that are reasonable to meet for the County of Santa Barbara, and the cities of 

Buellton, Guadalupe, Lompoc, Santa Maria, and Solvang beyond those identified below. 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT in making this finding, the Santa Barbara County 

Association of Governments has determined, based on the findings of the Transit Needs 

Assessment, which is incorporated by reference, that: 

 
 
 

1. There are “unmet transit needs” that are not “reasonable to meet” (as 
addressed in the findings of the Transit Needs Assessment and incorporated 
by reference) as follows: 

 
Intercommunity service 
 

 Lompoc to Solvang 
 
Earlier service hours 
 

 Santa Maria Area Transit 
 
Later service Hours –weekday 
 

 Santa Maria Area Transit 
       (Service extension planned for FY 2006-2007) 
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RESOLUTION NO. 05-11, Page 4 

 
 

2. The following are “not” unmet transit needs (as addressed in the findings of 
the Transit Needs Assessment and incorporated by reference), as they will be 
met through new or expanded services that are planned and programmed in 
FY 2005-06 as follows: 
 
Later service hours – Sunday 
 

 Santa Maria Area Transit 
 
Increased service frequency – Broadway corridor and weekends 
 

 Santa Maria Area Transit 
 
Increased service frequency – Marian Medical Center 
 

 Santa Maria Area Transit 
 
Service expansion – Rancho Verde 
 

 Santa Maria Area Transit 
 

Service expansion – YMCA 
 

 Santa Maria Area Transit 
 
 

3. The following are “not” unmet transit needs (as addressed in the findings of the 
Transit Needs Assessment and incorporated by reference): 

 
 Farm Labor Transportation 
  

 Santa Maria Valley 
 
 

BE IF FURTHER RESOLVED, that SBCAG has determined that those transit needs found 

to be reasonable to meet will be met during FY 2005-06 through new or expanded transit 

services; and 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Santa Barbara County Association of Governments 

may make allocations of TDA funds for streets and roads purposes pursuant to Public 

Utilities Code Section 99401.5 to the County of Santa Barbara and the cities of Lompoc, 

Santa Maria, Solvang, and Guadalupe. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 05-11, Page 5 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 19th day of May, 2005 by the following vote: 

 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

 

ATTEST: 

 

             
Jim Kemp      Dick De Weese, Chair 
Executive Director     Santa Barbara County 

   Association of Governments 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
      
Kevin E. Ready, Sr. (Deputy County Counsel) 
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