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1.2 GEOGRAPHY 

North County 

The North County is characterized by its rural 

nature, with the Los Padres National Forest, San 

Rafael and Dick Smith Wilderness Areas, and Lake 

Cachuma National Recreation Area. The North 

County is known for its agribusiness, including 

vineyards and wine making, and missile launches 

from VAFB.  It has four population centers: Cuyama 

Valley, Lompoc Valley, Santa Maria Valley, and 

Santa Ynez Valley (see Map 1.2). 

 

Cuyama Valley:  The Cuyama Valley, located in 

northeastern Santa Barbara County, includes the 

unincorporated communities of Cuyama and New 

Cuyama.  With a population of about 1,400, the 

Cuyama Valley is agriculturally based. 

  

The Cuyama Valley is accessible by SR 166, the 

Friendship Airport, and Cuyama Transit.  It should 

be noted that Cuyama is a relatively isolated area 

which is approximately 60 miles east of Santa 

Maria and 60 miles southwest of Bakersfield via 

SR 166. 

 

Lompoc Valley:  The Lompoc Valley lies at the base 

of the Purisima, Santa Rita, and White Hills. The 

Pacific Ocean is at the western edge of the Lompoc 

Valley.  VAFB, to the north of the Valley, 

encompasses more than 98,000 acres.  It lies 

near the Santa Ynez Mountains to the east, and is 

bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the south and 

west, and farmland to the north.  VAFB is home to 

the 30th Space Wing of the Air Force Space 

Command, which is responsible for the 

Department of Defense Space and Missile launch 

activities on the west coast of the United States.  

The Valley includes the incorporated City of 

Lompoc, as well as Mission Hills, Mesa Oaks, and 

Vandenberg Village in unincorporated Santa 

Barbara County. 

  

The Lompoc Valley is accessible by State Routes 1 

and 246, the Surf passenger rail station, the 

Lompoc Airport, and the Breeze Bus.  VAFB is 

accessible by SR 1. 

 

 
Map 1.3: Lompoc Valley 

  

Santa Maria Valley:  The Santa Maria Valley is 

bounded by the Santa Maria River to the north, the 

Casmalia Hills to the west, and the Solomon Hills 

to the south.  The Valley includes the cities of 

Santa Maria (the largest city in Santa Barbara 

County) and Guadalupe, and the unincorporated 

areas of Orcutt and Sisquoc.  This is the fastest 

growing area of the County. 

 

The Santa Maria Valley is accessible by US 101, 

State Routes 135 and 166, Amtrak passenger and 

Union Pacific freight service, the Santa Maria 

Public Airport, the Breeze Bus, and Greyhound Bus 

service. 

 

 
Map 1.4: Santa Maria Valley 

  

Santa Ynez Valley:  The Santa Ynez Valley lies at 

the base of several converging mountain ranges 

including the San Rafael and Santa Ynez 

Mountains and the Purisima and Santa Rita Hills.  

The Valley includes the incorporated cities of 

Buellton and Solvang, the small unincorporated 

communities of Ballard, Los Olivos, and Santa 

Ynez, and the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash 

Indians Reservation. 

  

The Santa Ynez Valley is accessible by US 101, 

State Routes 154 and 246, Amtrak bus connector 

service, the Breeze Bus extension, and the Santa 

Ynez Airport. 

 

What is VISION 2030? 

VISION 2030 is the Regional (or Metropolitan) 

Transportation Plan (RTP (or MTP)) for Santa 

Barbara County.  Regional Transportation Plans 

are long range planning documents that identify 

the region‘s transportation needs, set forth an 

action plan to address the needs consistent with 

adopted policies, and document the funding 

sources needed to implement the action plan.  

  

How does it differ from the last MTP? 

 Most recent program project list 

 Updated financial information 

 Inclusion of 101 In Motion consensus projects 

and Measure D Renewal projects 

 Environmental analysis 

What is VISION 2030? 

VISION 2030 is the Regional (or Metropolitan) 

Transportation Plan (RTP (or MTP)) for Santa 

Barbara County.  Regional Transportation Plans 

are long range planning documents that identify 

the region‘s transportation needs, set forth an 

action plan to address the needs consistent with 

adopted policies, and document the funding 

sources needed to implement the action plan.  

  

How does it differ from the last MTP? 

 Most recent program project list 

 Updated financial information 

 Inclusion of 101 In Motion consensus projects 

and Measure D Renewal projects 

 Environmental analysis 
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Map 1.5: Santa Ynez Valley 

  

South Coast 

Bounded by the Santa Ynez Mountains to the 

north, the Pacific Ocean to the south, the Ventura 

County line to the east, and Gaviota to the west, is 

a narrow strip of coastal land known as the South 

Coast.  It includes the incorporated cities of 

Carpinteria, Santa Barbara—with the region‘s only 

marine harbor facilities—and Goleta, as well as 

unincorporated Summerland, Montecito, and Isla 

Vista—home to UCSB. 

  

The South Coast is accessible by US 101, State 

Routes 150 and 154, Amtrak, the Santa Barbara 

Airport, the Coastal Express, the Clean Air Express, 

and Greyhound Bus service. 

 

 
Map 1.6: South Coast 

 

1.3 PLANNING  

The purpose of regional transportation planning is 

to implement an inclusive, environmentally 

sensitive, and multimodal approach to addressing 

transportation needs.  The 2008 Regional 

Transportation Plan (RTP) will continue to guide 

both short and long-term transportation 

investments within Santa Barbara County.  The 

RTP consists of a background chapter on the 

region‘s transportation system (Chapter 2), a Policy 

Element (Chapter 3), an Action Element (Chapter 

4), a Financial Element (Chapter 5), and an 

Environmental Assessment. 

 

1.3.1 The Requirements 

Santa Barbara County Association of Governments 

(SBCAG), as both the Metropolitan Planning 

Organization (MPO) and the Regional 

Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for Santa 

Barbara County, has the legislative responsibility to 

develop a comprehensive 20-year vision of the 

region‘s transportation system vis-à-vis the RTP.  

The RTP is an action-oriented document used to 

achieve a coordinated and balanced regional 

transportation system. 

  

1.3.1.1 Federal Requirements 

Transportation Equity Act 

The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 

Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users 

(SAFETEA-LU) requires the consideration of 

projects and strategies within the transportation 

plan that will: 

 support the economic vitality of the 

metropolitan area, especially by enabling 

global competitiveness, productivity, and 

efficiency; 

 increase the safety of the transportation 

system for motorized and non-motorized 

users; 

 increase the security of the transportation 

system for motorized and non-motorized 

users; 

 increase the accessibility and mobility 

options available to people and for freight; 

 protect and enhance the environment, 

promote energy conservation, and 

improve quality of life; 

 enhance the integration of connectivity of 

the transportation system, across and 

between modes, for people and freight; 

 promote efficient system management 

and operations; and 

 emphasize the preservation of the existing 

system. 

  

SAFETEA-LU also requires that the RTP be 

financially constrained—it must demonstrate that 

sufficient revenues are expected to cover the costs 

of implementing the RTP, including operating and 

maintaining transportation facilities and services, 

and implementing planned and programmed 

transportation system improvements. 

  

Clean Air Act 

The RTP must be consistent with air quality 

standards—the Clean Air Act (CAA).  The CAA is 

expressed through the State Implementation Plan 

3
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1.3.2 The Public Input Process 

SBCAG believes that good ideas originate through 

an open exchange of information.  The agency 

encourages public involvement in its plans, 

programs, and projects.  As the primary users of 

the transportation system, Santa Barbara County 

residents know the transportation needs of their 

community best. 

 

SBCAG also understands that residents have an 

interest in maintaining a quality of life in the 

County.  The County is faced with projected 

population and economic growth that will impact 

the transportation system; land use, economic 

development, and transportation policy decisions 

are all interconnected. 

 

In addition, actively involving the public in the 

planning process illuminates issues, strategies, 

and solutions that otherwise might not be 

considered.  This consideration is important for 

developing a successful RTP that will meet the 

needs of the County‘s diverse communities. 

 

Four public workshops were held in Santa Barbara 

County to engage the public at the beginning of the 

regional transportation planning process.  The 

workshops were held according to the major 

geographic regions of Santa Barbara County:  

 Santa Ynez Valley, including the cities of 

Buellton and Solvang; 

 Lompoc, including Vandenberg Air Force 

Base, Vandenberg Village, and Mission 

Hills; 

 Santa Maria, including Cuyama, Los 

Alamos, Orcutt, and the City of Guadalupe; 

and 

 Santa Barbara, including Carpinteria and 

Goleta 

These meetings were held at public venues which 

were ADA and transit accessible, at 6:30 PM on 

Tuesday, October 23, 2007, Wednesday, October 

24, 2007, Tuesday, October 30, 2007, and 

Thursday, November 1, 2007, respectively. 

  

There was extensive outreach to the general, 

minority, low income, and special needs 

populations in each region.  In addition, there was 

outreach to those communities who support or 

advocate for alternative transportation.  Outreach 

methods included flyers distributed via e-mail and 

through established local newsletters and social 

service agencies, posting of the workshop notice 

on the internet, announcements at public 

meetings, public service announcements on the 

radio, and newspaper advertisements.  SBCAG 

sent e-mail invitations to elected and appointed 

officials, community leaders, and community 

advocates. In addition, the Santa Barbara County 

Transit Advisory Committee was provided a briefing 

on the RTP update. 

  

The workshops were designed to facilitate public 

participation by providing information and asking 

questions about what issues and problems 

participants had with the existing transportation 

system.  The workshop also included a general 

session that provided background information 

about population change, traffic growth, and 

available transportation.  Finally, participants were 

asked to respond to proposed projects to address 

problems and to propose additional projects for 

consideration. 

  

The public input gathered at these workshops was 

taken into consideration and included in preparing 

the draft RTP as appropriate.  See the table in 

Appendix G for workshop and other RTP initiation 

comments and SBCAG‘s responses.   

 

The SBCAG Board approved the draft RTP and 

draft EIR for public distribution and review on July 

17, 2008.  Once the Draft RTP and Draft EIR are 

completed, SBCAG will, in accordance with its 

Public Participation Plan, provided for a 45-day 

legally noticed public comment period that opened 

July 18, 2008.   

Congestion Management 

  

Federal law (ISTEA (1991) and its successor 

TEA-21 (1998)) required MPOs in TMAs to 

develop and implement a Congestion 

Management System (CMS) and integrate the 

CMS into the metropolitan transportation 

planning process.  TEA-21‘s successor, 

SAFETEA-LU (2005), upheld the CMS 

requirement, but called it a Congestion 

Management Process (CMP).  The two terms, 

CMS and CMP, are interchangeable.  

  

State law (California Government Code 

§65089, Proposition 111 (1990)) requires 

each county in the state to develop a 

Congestion Management Program (CMP).  A 

Congestion Management Agency (CMA) 

prepares the CMP and monitors for county and 

city government conformance. 

  

State CMP requirements are consistent with 

federal CMP/CMS requirements. 

4
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SBCAG staff sent notices of release of the draft 

documents to local newspapers throughout the 

County and agencies such as local city and county 

public works/planning departments, transit 

agencies, airports, and partner agencies such as 

the San Luis Obispo Council of Governments and 

the Ventura County Transportation Commission.  

Other recipients included the Santa Ynez Band of 

Chumash Indians, Caltrans, the Federal Highway 

Administration, and the Federal Transit 

Administration.  SBCAG also provided copies to the 

State Clearinghouse for distribution to state 

agencies.  In total, SBCAG staff directly notified 

approximately 650 groups and individuals.  SBCAG 

staff also made the draft documents available on 

the SBCAG website and at main county libraries. 

 

SBCAG staff held public workshops on the draft 

documents in Santa Maria and Santa Barbara on 

August 5 and 6, respectively.  Five persons 

attended the Santa Maria workshop and one 

person attended the Santa Barbara workshop.  The 

SBCAG Board held a public hearing on the draft 

documents on August 21.  One person made a 

comment.  The public notice for the workshops and 

the hearing is included in Appendix F. 

 

During the public comment period, which closed on 

September 2, 2008, SBCAG received 18 written 

comments.  All RTP public comments and SBCAG‘s 

responses are included in Appendix I.  EIR 

comments and responses are included in a 

separate document, 2008 Santa Barbara County 

Regional Transportation Plan Final Environmental 

Impact Report Comments, Responses and 

Revisions. 

After the public comment period, there will also be 

a legally noticed public hearing at the SBCAG 

Board hearing. 

 

1.3.3 Consultation 

SBCAG also worked to engage local agencies in the 

development of the RTP.  SBCAG worked closely 

with transit and economic development 

representatives from local jurisdictions via the 

Santa Barbara County Transit Advisory Council 

(SBCTAC) and the Technical Transportation 

Advisory Committee (TTAC).  Local cities, the 

County, transit agencies, and local airports all 

contributed projects for the project lists in 

Appendix D.  SBCAG obtained input on freight 

issues from airports and rail services (LOSSAN 

North Strategic Plan).  Private sector involvement 

was obtained in public workshops and notification. 

 

Because there are federal forest lands in Santa 

Barbara County, SBCAG also contacted the US 

Forest Service for its input. See the EIR for 

information on consultation with State and local 

agencies responsible for land use, natural 

resources, environmental protection, conservation 

and historic preservation, and for comparison to 

the California State Wildlife Action Plan and other 

inventories of natural and historic resources.   

 

SBCAG solicited early involvement from the Santa 

Ynez Band of Chumash Indians. Government to 

Government consultation occurred when a policy 

committee of the SBCAG board met with the Tribal 

Business Council in mid 2007.  During this 

meeting SBCAG stated it was updating the RTP and 

the FTIP.  SBCAG requested early input on potential 

issues of concern.  In addition, the meeting 

covered a list of other issues such as Measure D 

renewal, interregional bus services, and ongoing 

coordination. The Tribe designated a day-to-day 

contact for SBCAG.  One of these issues raised by 

the Tribe was congestion on SR 246 which is 

addressed in the RTP.  Prior to preparing the draft 

RTP, SBCAG conducted public workshops in late 

2007 to provide early input on the list of issues 

that should be considered in the update of the 

RTP. A representative from the Tribe attended one 

of the public workshops and provided comments 

summarized in the table in at the end of Appendix 

G. SBCAG then prepared, completed, and 

distributed the draft RTP to many groups, including 

the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians.  SBCAG 

held public workshops and a representative from 

the Tribe attended the Santa Maria workshop.  

Furthermore, there were e-mail exchanges 

between Tribal representatives and SBCAG staff on 

issues related to traffic congestion on SR 246 and 

the quality of the park-and-ride lot at the junction 

of SR 246 and SR 154. These comments resulted 

in changes to the RTP.  In addition, the Tribe has 

been involved in insuring archeological issues have 

been discussed in the environmental evaluations 

of major highway projects including passing lanes 

on SR 246, Group II Measure D Highway 

Improvements on SR 154, and US 101 South 

Coast improvements, among other projects.  

 

1.4 MOVING SANTA BARBARA 

Santa Barbara County‘s transportation network 

serves as the system for moving thousands of 

people on a daily basis.  The region's 

transportation network is composed of 

approximately 2,013 miles of paved roads, five 

major highway corridors (US 101 and State Routes 

1, 154, 166, and 246), six transit operators, one 

5



VISION2030: SBCAG 2008 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

CHAPTER 1: WHERE WE ARE TODAY — 1-12 

AREA COUNTY CITY STATE TOTAL 

Santa Ynez 8.9 13.1 6.0 28.0 

Guadalupe --- --- 3.5 3.5 

Total 83.6 169.4 46.7 299.7 

Notes: South Coast State Route Bike mileage includes Class I and Class II bike routes at UCSB.  

 

 

Bicycle Plan 

The development and completion of a regional 

bikeway network in Santa Barbara County will 

provide local residents with an alternative form of 

commuter transportation.  A bikeway network will 

link highly populated residential areas with 

business, school, and recreational centers.  The 

SBCAG Regional Bicycle Plan is currently 

undergoing review.  The draft regional bikeway 

network is in Appendix C. 

  

1.4.3 Transit 

The following section describes the transportation 

services provided by transit and other agencies 

within each region.  

  
1.4.3.1 Public Transit Operators 

In FY 2006-07, a total of 9,739,272 rides were 

provided on public fixed-route, 

paratransit/demand-response, and 

intercommunity and commuter service throughout 

Santa Barbara County (SBCAG, 2008 Transit 

Needs Assessment).  The Santa Barbara 

Metropolitan Transit District (SBMTD)—the South 

Coast‘s transit agency—provided more than 7.5 

million rides, and all North County transit agencies 

provided more than 1.5 million rides. Commuter 

service provided nearly 400,000 rides along the 

North County and the South Coast. A description of 

the services provided in each region is listed below 

by operator. 

 

South Coast 

  

 
 

Local Fixed-Route Transit – The SBMTD is an 

independent special district empowered under the 

California Public Utilities Code to provide public 

transit service in the South Coast of Santa Barbara 

County.  The SBMTD service area covers 

approximately 52 square miles from the Ventura 

County border to the western edge of Goleta, 

including the cities of Santa Barbara, Carpinteria, 

and Goleta, and the unincorporated communities 

of Isla Vista, Montecito, and Summerland.  SBMTD 

operates a fleet of 9103 vehicles (678 diesel 

buses, 20 electric buses, and 5 over-the-road 

coaches).  SBMTD‘s transit service consists of 26 

individual routes operating on a fixed-route, fixed-

schedule basis.  This includes SBMTD‘s shuttle 

routes: the Crosstown Shuttle, the Downtown-

Waterfront Shuttle, and the Carrillo Commuter Lot 

Shuttle in Santa Barbara, as well as the Seaside 

Shuttle in Carpinteria.  SBMTD operates transit 

service 363 days per year (service is not provided 

on Thanksgiving Day or Christmas Day).  SBMTD 

does not operate charter service school bus 

service, or demand-response (paratransit) service.  

SBMTD operates AM and PM booster service (i.e., 

―tripper service‖) to area schools due to increased 

demand for travel to these destinations at these 

times.  The booster service is open to the public. 

  

Currently, SBMTD provides fixed route service  

 Mon-Fri   5:00 AM-midnight 

 Sat   6:00 AM-11:00 PM, and 

 Sun  6:00 AM-10:00 PM 

(limited).   

  

 
 

SBMTD saw a 5% increase in ridership from FY 

2005-06 to FY 2006-07 and maintains a farebox 

recovery ratio of 39%. 

  

Farebox recovery ratio is the proportion of 

operating expenses covered by passenger 

fares. 

6
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The Clean Air Express brings commuters into the 

South Coast (Santa Barbara and Goleta areas) 

from the North County areas of Santa Maria and 

Lompoc. This service, initiated in 1990, is operated 

by SBCAG's Traffic Solutions office. 

 

 
 

 
 

The Coastal Express (operated by the Ventura 

Intercity Service Transit Authority (VISTA)) provides 

regularly scheduled, fixed-route intercity express 

bus service between Ventura and Santa 

Barbara/Goleta. The service is open to the public 

for all trip purposes and is fully accessible to 

persons with disabilities.  The service extends from 

the Ventura County Government Center to the 

SBMTD Transit Center in downtown Santa Barbara, 

with intermediate stops in between, seven days a 

week.  Weekday AM and PM peak period buses 

offer extended service to the Hollister Avenue 

corridor in Goleta and the University of California at 

Santa Barbara (UCSB). 

  

Cuyama Valley Transit Service provides demand 

response service from Cuyama and New Cuyama 

to Santa Maria, Taft, and Bakersfield. 

 

 

 

As of August 2008, the Wine Country Express 

connects the City of Lompoc to the Santa Ynez 

Valley.  COLT operates the service, which is 

cooperatively provided by the Cities of Lompoc, 

Buellton, and Solvang, and the County of Santa 

Barbara.  The Wine Country Express runs five days 

a week, three times a day. 

  

 
 

SMOOTH, under contract with the City of 

Guadalupe, provides fixed route service between 

the cities of Guadalupe and Santa Maria on the 

Guadalupe Flyer.  The Flyer operates Monday 

through Friday from 6:15 AM to 6:15 PM and 

Saturday from 8:15 AM to 5:15 PM, providing one 

hour loops between 11 stops in Guadalupe and 

the three stops in Santa Maria.  

  

SMOOTH also operates, under contract with the 

County Public Health Department, the Santa 

Barbara Health Clinic Shuttle.  The limited medical 

transportation bus service picks up passengers at 

home in Buellton, Guadalupe, Lompoc, Santa 

Maria, Santa Ynez, and Solvang and takes them to 

medical appointments in Santa Barbara. The 

service operates alternating Mondays and 

Tuesdays, and every Thursday and Friday, on a 

first-come, first-served basis.  

 

As the designated CTSA for the Santa Maria region, 

SMOOTH also provides the following services: 

 Community Health Clinics – Prenatal 

Health Program is a weekly transportation 

service offered to expectant mothers for 

medical visits and prenatal health, 

nutrition, and health classes in Santa 

Maria. The service is funded with a 

Community Development Block Grant 

(CDBG).  

 Santa Barbara County Children and 

Families Commission is a curb-to-curb 

service for clients of the First 5 programs 

in Santa Maria and Guadalupe. The 

program is funded by First 5 in 

accordance with Proposition 10.  

 Santa Maria City Recreation and Parks 

District provides weekly transportation for 

developmentally disabled adults to a peer 

group activity center as well as 

transportation for four local school special 

education classes.  

 Senior Dial-a-Ride is a demand response 

service for seniors in Santa Maria and 

Orcutt who do not qualify for SMAT‘s ADA 

service or choose not to attempt to 

establish SMAT ADA eligibility. Service is 

available Monday through Friday from 

Traffic Solutions, administered by SBCAG, is a 

county-wide Transportation Demand 

Management (TDM) program that promotes 

ridesharing, public transportation, biking, 

walking, telecommuting, and other 

transportation alternatives. Traffic Solutions 

also works directly with employers to assist in 

developing employee transportation programs 

and administers the Clean Air Express, a 

commuter bus service serving Northern Santa 

Barbara County residents.  

7
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concentrate on these primary sources of PM10, 

although non-traditional controls (e.g., controls for 

fugitive dust) should also be evaluated.  Thus, 

attainment of the state PM10 standard may depend 

on the development of innovative control 

technologies and the effectiveness of these 

controls upon implementation. PM10 air quality 

benefits will also result from implementation of 

ozone control measures adopted in the 2007 CAP 

that address ozone precursors (ROG and NOX), by 

effectively reducing the chemical reactions 

involving NOX in the atmosphere that result in 

secondary PM10. 

 

PM2.5 

The County has yet to be classified for the federal 

PM2.5 standard due to a lack of monitoring data.   

Statewide, PM2.5 emissions have fluctuated since 

1975, and are now predicted to continue 

increasing.1   

 

Re-entrained road dust created by on-road vehicles 

accounts for 5% of PM2.5 in the County.2  

Statewide, the primary contributors to PM2.5 

emissions are area-wide sources.3  Paved road 

dust emissions more than doubled between 1975 

and 2000, and unpaved road dust emissions, 

which have fluctuated, are now predicted to 

continue increasing after 2015.  The increases in 

paved and unpaved road dust emissions are due 

to increases in VMT. 

 

Diesel PM 

California identified diesel PM as a toxic air 

contaminant in 1998 because of its potential to 

cause cancer and other adverse health effects.4  

The primary sources of diesel PM are trucks, 

buses, large off-road equipment such as bulldozers 

and tractors, portable equipment such as cranes, 

refrigerating units on trucks, and stationary 

engines used to generate power or pump water. 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
1 The California Almanac of Emissions and Air 

Quality. (2008) 

http://www.arb.ca.gov/aqd/almanac/almanac08/

pdf/chap308.pdf, p. 3-13. 
2 APCD, SB 656 Report, 2006. 
3 The California Almanac of Emissions and Air 

Quality. (2008). p. 3-13. 
4 CARB. (2000). California's Plan to Reduce Diesel 

Particulate Matter Emissions. 

http://www.arb.ca.gov/diesel/factsheets/rrpfactsh

eet.pdf 

2.2.6 Climate Change 

Climate change (or global warming) refers to the 

significant change in climate (including 

temperature, precipitation, etc.) attributed to 

human activity. Human activities such as fossil fuel 

combustion emit greenhouse gases (GHGs), which 

change the composition of the earth‘s atmosphere 

and impact the natural greenhouse effect. 

  

Contributions from Mobile Sources 

Of all GHGs, carbon dioxide (CO2) is the most 

prevalent, comprising 831% of all GHG emissions 

(CEC, 2005).5 According to the Community 

Environmental Council, the combustion of fuels 

related to transportation (including air travel) 

accounts for approximately 59% of CO2 emissions, 

with gasoline consumption (i.e. on-road mobile 

sources) accounting for the greatest portion of the 

transportation emissions. Santa Barbara County‘s 

CO2 emissions (tons per day) from on-road mobiles 

sources are shown in Figure 2.5. In the absence of 

state and federal controls, CO2 emissions are 

forecast to increase through 2020 (approximately 

35% over 2000 levels) with the majority of 

emissions generated by light-duty autos and 

trucks. 

 

Looking at the trends, it can be said that CO2 

emissions closely mirror fuel consumption and 

vehicle miles traveled (VMT).  For example, from 

2005 to 2010, CO2 emissions are forecast to 

increase approximately 11.4%.  During the same 

period, fuel consumption and vehicle miles 

traveled are forecast to increase approximately 

10.4% and 12%, respectively.  Vehicle miles 

traveled and fuel consumption trends for the years 

2000 through 2030 are summarized in Figure 2.6.

                                                           
5 Inventory of California Greenhouse Gas 

Emissions and Sinks. California Energy 

Commission. December 2006. 
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Figure 2.5: On-Road Mobile Source Emissions of CO2 in Santa Barbara County 

 

 

 
Figure 2.6: Trends in Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled and Fuel Consumption 

 

 

Current Status of Legislation 

The impetus for climate change legislation in the 

state was Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the California 

Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006.  AB 32 

requires the California Air Resources Board (CARB) 

to establish a statewide GHG emissions cap for the 

year 2020, based on 1990 levels of GHG 

emissions.  Policies and regulations relating to 

achieving GHG emission reductions will be laid out 

in CARB‘s AB 32 Scoping Plan.  CARB has 

indicated that the Scoping Plan will include an 

analysis of potential emission reductions across all 

sectors, including transportation, and will describe 

a range of approaches to implement the goals of 

AB 32.  Potential approaches include a carbon fee, 

a cap and trade program, and a low carbon fuel 

standard.  A draft of the Scoping Plan has just 

been released. 

9
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AB 1493, which was enacted in September 2004, 

can be seen as the mobile source component of 

AB 32 in that it requires vehicles manufactured 

after the year 2009 to adhere to CO2 emission 

standards.  However, implementation of AB 1493 

has been stalled due to a pending lawsuit from 

auto manufacturers and EPA‘s decision to not 

grant an implementation waiver.  California is 

suing the federal government for not granting the 

waiver. 

 

The trend in increasing CO2 emissions will likely 

continue until AB 1493 kicks in, as those vehicles 

manufactured after the year 2009 are 

incorporated into the overall vehicle fleet.  CARB 

staff has estimated that the CO2 emission 

standards established by AB 1493 will result in an 

18% reduction in GHG emissions by 2020 and a 

27% reduction by 2030.   

  

However, Senate Bill (SB) 375 acknowledges that 

technological improvements to the vehicle fleet are 

not enough: 

  
Greenhouse gas emissions from vehicles can be 

substantially reduced by new vehicle technology 

and by the increased use of low carbon fuel.  

However, even taking these measures into account, 

it will be necessary to achieve significant additional 

greenhouse gas reductions from changed land use 

patterns and improved transportation. Without 

significant changes in land use and transportation 

policy, California will not be able to achieve the 

goals of AB 32. 

  

While SB 375 has not been enacted it is reflective 

of the state‘s efforts to meet GHG reduction goals 

by linking land use and transportation decisions 

potentially through regulatory means.  Thoughtful 

regional transportation and local land use planning 

is critical in addressing climate change. 

 

Local Efforts 

The Community Environmental Council (CEC) is an 

environmental nonprofit organization in Santa 

Barbara County focused exclusively on energy 

efficiency and renewables, alternative 

transportation, and climate change.  The CEC‘s 

current goal is to lead the tri-county region to fossil 

fuel independence by 2033—Fossil Free by ‘33.   

 

In Chapter 3 of its Blueprint for Santa Barbara 

County, the CEC identifies four primary strategies 

to reduce petroleum use for transportation: 

 alternatives to driving along 

 better land use planning 

 more fuel efficient, smaller 

 alternative fuel vehicles 

 

In a brochure entitled ―Fossil Free by 2033: A 7-

step plan to save America's environment and 

economy,‖ the CEC proposes steps to energy 

independence.  Among these steps, with regard to 

fuel efficient, the CEC notes: ―Tri-county residents 

and fleet managers can increase the efficiency of 

their vehicles up to 20% without changing engine 

types or fuel types. Simple measures include: 

ensuring that vehicles are tuned up and tires 

properly inflated, changing dirty air filters regularly, 

and using the correct grade of motor oil.‖  With 

regard to public transportation: ―The tri-counties 

region could conservatively reduce its 

transportation fuel needs by 10% by encouraging 

alternatives to driving solo. Simple measures 

include: providing incentives to those who carpool 

and vanpool; increasing use of public 

transportation; and encouraging programs for 

carsharing and flexible work schedules. These 

strategies will also help address the region‘s 

increasing traffic problems.‖  The CEC also 

believes: ―We must purchase and promote electric 

and plug-in hybrid vehicles as they are developed 

over the next few years. These vehicles will run 

either primarily or entirely on electric batteries, 

which can be recharged from a standard home 

outlet.‖6 

   

2.2.7 Environmental Impacts 

Travel and transportation systems can have 

significant impacts on the environment, in addition 

to air quality and climate change.  One of the 

challenges in developing an RTP is identifying the 

most appropriate projects and strategies while 

limiting adverse environmental impact.  Potential 

environmental impacts and mitigation measures 

are discussed more thoroughly in the EIR, but 

some of the major areas of potential impact 

include land, air (discussed above), water, cultural 

resources, and biological habitat. 

 

Land 

California leads the nation in agricultural 

production and much of Santa Barbara County‘s 

land produces crops such as broccoli, strawberries, 

avocados, and cattle. The Santa Maria and Santa 

Ynez Valleys are leading agricultural areas in the 

County.  Land in agricultural uses also provides 

other values such as open space, wildlife habitat, 

among other values. 

                                                           
6 

http://www.communityenvironmentalcouncil.org/P

rograms/EP/index.cfm 
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Water 

Like much of southern California, Santa Barbara 

County‘s water supplies are limited.  It is important 

to both limit water consumption and the demand 

for water, and to protect water quality. 

   

Cultural Resources 

Among the many cultural treasures in Santa 

Barbara County are the Channel Islands, various 

Missions, and archeological areas.  RTP projects 

try not only to avoid known cultural resources, but 

also to limit potential archeological impacts. 

  

Biological and Wildlife Habitat 

Santa Barbara County is home to wetlands, 

chaparral, oak woodlands, beach dunes, and other 

important biological habitats.  Several sensitive 

species call this County home.  In order to protect 

species, their habitats must also be preserved. 

  

2.2.8 Transportation System Management/Traffic 

Demand Management 

Federal legislation calls for more effective 

management of our current and future 

transportation network and transportation 

resources.  In both the letter of the law and in its 

broad intent, the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 

Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 

Users (SAFETEA-LU) emphasizes a number of 

important themes, including the need for improved 

transportation system performance, greater 

efficiency in using transportation funds, broader 

involvement and participation in transportation 

decision-making, and greater attention to 

fundamental community and national goals in 

selecting transportation investments. 

 

Strategies to Improve Transportation System 

Performance 

A variety of strategies can be used to improve the 

performance of the existing street system and 

attempt to control the growth in travel demand. 

These strategies have historically been broadly 

categorized under the name Transportation 

System Management. Transportation System 

Management strategies include both Traffic 

System Management (TSM) and Transportation 

Demand Management (TDM) techniques. In 

addition to mobility benefits, TSM/TDM strategies 

are closely related to efforts to improve air quality. 

It is generally agreed that the optimum TSM/TDM 

programs target two key areas: 

  

 increased transportation options 

 elimination or reduction of single-occupant 

motor vehicle trips.  
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million for pavement maintenance, concrete repair, 

culverts and drainage, and an additional bridge 

maintenance backlog of $6 million. 

  

Ongoing maintenance costs are significant.  To 

maintain a Pavement Condition Index of 70 for all 

maintained lane miles throughout the County, the 

County requires an expenditure of $10 million per 

year.  Another $3.3 million is added to account for 

the annual cost of sidewalks, Americans with 

Disabilities Act (ADA) improvements, and other 

repairs to the concrete infrastructure, as well as $4 

million for annual bridge repairs.  Likewise, smaller 

cities such as Solvang and Carpinteria spend over 

$500,000 per year on street maintenance, while 

large cities like Santa Barbara, Lompoc, and Santa 

Maria spend between $1 and $5 million per year.  

With the recent increase in the cost of oil these 

costs have been escalating since oil is a source of 

pavement composition.  In addition, ongoing 

maintenance projects were specifically precluded 

from eligibility for state funding under the State 

Transportation Implementation Program (STIP) 

Guidelines drafted pursuant to Senate Bill 45 

(Chapter 622, Statutes of 1997). 

 

Adding to the local jurisdictions‘ financial burdens 

is the need for storm damage repair, which is 

unpredictable, arises in emergency situations, and 

diverts personnel and money ahead of regularly 

scheduled pavement management activities. While 

the County has successfully obtained state and 

federal government emergency funds to help 

repair storm and flood damage, the funds are 

always in reimbursement of expenditures already 

made, and are usually not received until later fiscal 

years. In addition, maintenance projects were 

specifically precluded from eligibility for state 

funding under the State Transportation 

Implementation Program (STIP) Guidelines drafted 

pursuant to Senate Bill 45 (Chapter 622, Statutes 

of 1997). 

  

By adding to the road and lane-miles of the 

regional network, the projects in this Plan will 

create the need for additional maintenance 

personnel and thus add to existing maintenance 

costs.   

  

Some local jurisdictions have also expressed 

concern about the maintenance of state highways 

(e.g., SR 1, 135, etc.) in their jurisdictions, where 

the programming of improvements is the 

responsibility of the state, not the local agency. 

Currently, however, the measure of performance of 

maintenance quality on state highways 

(maintenance level of service) in Caltrans District 

5, which includes Santa Barbara County, is among 

the highest in the state (Source: Caltrans District 

5). Maintenance to the state highway system is 

addressed in the 10-Year State Highway Operation 

and Protection Program (SHOPP) Plan.  The SHOPP 

Plan identifies needs and is updated every two 

years. Local agencies have an opportunity to 

comment on the 10-year State Highway Operation 

and Protection Program (SHOPP), and also have an 

opportunity to nominate projects for SHOPP, which 

helps to ensure local concerns are addressed in 

prioritizing state maintenance projects.  Caltrans 

then nominates projects for funding from the 

SHOPP.  Projects that are successful in statewide 

competition are included in 4-year programming 

cycles adopted every two years by the California 

Transportation Commission (CTC).  Unfortunately, 

on a statewide basis, the SHOPP program is 

heavily oversubscribed (annual needs exceed 

available funding by approximately six times). 

Currently state funding cannot meet all the needs.  

While local jurisdictions and SBCAG may choose to 

invest other funds on high priority improvements 

for this system, the maintenance and operation of 

the state highway system is a state responsibility 

and the state must address the revenue shortfall.  

Local jurisdictions may choose to take full 

responsibility for certain state highways through 

the relinquishment process. 

 

2.2.10 Fuel Type and Cost 

California‘s size and its ―love affair‖ with the 

automobile contribute to the fact that the 

transportation sector uses roughly 51% of all 

energy in the State (California Energy Division 

website, August 2006).  California's nearly 28 

million vehicles consume more than 16 billion 

gallons of gasoline and nearly 3 billion gallons of 

diesel. California is the second largest consumer of 

gasoline in the world, behind the entire United 

States and just ahead of Japan.  95% of 

California‘s vehicles rely on a single fuel source—

petroleum—and over 60% of petroleum consumed 

in the US comes from foreign sources (State 

Alternative Fuels Plan, 2007). 

  

Recent significant increases in the price of retail 

gasoline, as well as concerns about fuel availability 

and climate change, have brought a sense of 

urgency to the discussion of solutions and 

alternatives to petroleum consumption.  All modes 

of travel are impacted by fuel price increases.  

Public transit typically uses diesel buses, and rail 

and aviation also rely on petroleum-based fuels.  

Increased in fuel costs may result in higher fares or 

a need for more public subsidies. 

12
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Rising prices have started to have an impact.  

Across the nation, Americans spend an average of 

4% of their take-home income on gasoline.7  

Gasoline prices affect rural areas—with little or no 

public transit, scarce jobs and long commutes, low 

incomes, and older vehicles—the hardest.8 

Americans drove 11 billion fewer miles in March 

2008 than they did in March 2007, the first time 

since 1979 that traffic decreased from one March 

to the next.9 In California, gasoline consumption 

has now fallen for two years in a row.10  The charts 

below display the decreasing gas consumption, 

compared to a continually increasing population. 

 

 
Figure 2.7: California Gasoline Sales11 

 

                                                           
7 New York Times. (June 9, 2008).Rural U.S. Takes Worst 

Hit as Gas Tops $4 Average. 

http://www.nytimes.com/2008/06/09/business/09gas

.html?_r=2&th&emc=th&oref=login&oref=slogin 
8 New York Times. (June 9, 2008).Rural U.S. Takes Worst 

Hit as Gas Tops $4 Average. 

http://www.nytimes.com/2008/06/09/business/09gas

.html?_r=2&th&emc=th&oref=login&oref=slogin 
9 Washington Post. (June 3, 2008). Travelers Turn 

to Public Transit: Ridership Surges as Gas prices 

Fuel Exodus from Cars. 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-

dyn/content/article/2008/06/02/AR200806020

1545.html 
10 State Board of Equalization. (April 30, 2008). Judy 

Chu Says Gasoline Consumption Continues Downward 

Trend. [Press Release]. 
11 California State Board of Equalization.  

http://www.boe.ca.gov/sptaxprog/reports/MVF%2

010%20Year%20Report.pdf 

 
Figure 2.8: California Population12 

 

Along with very recent declines nationwide in 

driving, due to higher fuel cost and decreased 

consumption, has come increased transit 

ridership.  According to the American Public 

Transportation Association, ―streetcars, trolleys 

and other light rail experience[ed] a 10.3 percent 

increase in ridership for the first quarter of 

[2008],‖ despite a declining economy and higher 

transit fares.13 Public transportation ridership 

increases generally appear first on long trips. 

According to Rob Padgette, APTA's director of 

policy, development and research, it takes time for 

"folks who are not regular transit riders to make 

that first step." 

 

Recently, ridership has increased on regional 

transit services such as the Clean Air Express and 

Coastal Express, local transit such as SBMTD and 

SMAT, and the Amtrak Pacific Surfliner Rail service. 

For example, SBMTD has in excess of 8 million 

annual riders.  and several long distance transit 

services (Clean Air Express, the Coastal Express, 

and SLORTA Route 10) have experienced 

significant overcrowding.  Rising fuel costs are 

having local impacts and some commuters and 

choice riders are choosing these alternative forms 

of travel to the single occupant vehicle.  Will this 

shift be sustained?   

 

In comparison, however, ―[e]conomists say that 

despite widespread concern about gasoline prices, 

the nationwide impact of the oil crisis has so far 

been gentler than during the oil crises of the 

                                                           
12 U.S. Census Bureau. 

http://www.census.gov/popest/states/NST-ann-

est.html 
13 Washington Post. (June 3, 2008). Travelers Turn to 

Public Transit: Ridership Surges as Gas prices Fuel 

Exodus from Cars. http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-

dyn/content/article/2008/06/02/AR2008060201545.

html 

13

http://www.nytimes.com/2008/06/09/business/09gas.html?_r=2&th&emc=th&oref=login&oref=slogin
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/06/09/business/09gas.html?_r=2&th&emc=th&oref=login&oref=slogin
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/06/09/business/09gas.html?_r=2&th&emc=th&oref=login&oref=slogin
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/06/09/business/09gas.html?_r=2&th&emc=th&oref=login&oref=slogin
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/06/02/AR2008060201545.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/06/02/AR2008060201545.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/06/02/AR2008060201545.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/06/02/AR2008060201545.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/06/02/AR2008060201545.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/06/02/AR2008060201545.html
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JURISDICTION TRANSIT RAIL AIRPORTS STATE ROUTES PARK & 

RIDE LOTS 

BIKE PATHS 

AND LANES 

MARINE 

City of Solvang X   246  X  

Unincorporated County of 

Santa Barbara: 

       

     Cuyama X  X 33, 166    

     Orcutt X   135,1,101 X X  

     Goleta/Isla Vista X   101, 217  X  

     Mission Hills/VV X X    X  

     Santa Ynez Valley X  X 154,246,101 X X  

     Montecito/Carpinteria          

Valley 

X   101, 192  X  

 

 

The following is a partial list of the types of 

improvements included in the Action Element 

(Chapter 4) that will improve intermodal 

connection in the region: 

  

 Installation of bike racks/lockers and transit 

access improvements at rail stations and 

platforms 

 Installation of bus stops and transit access 

improvements along transit routes 

 Construction of pedestrian walkways 

 Completion of missing gaps in the regional 

bikeway system 

 Expansion of existing and development of new 

park and ride and fringe parking lots 

 Installation of bicycle lockers, increased 

parking capacity, and adequate lighting at 

park and ride lots.  

   

2.2.13 Goods Movement 

Freight 

Federal transportation legislation, SAFETEA-LU, The 

Transportation Equity Act (TEA-21) requires an 

analysis of methods to enhance the efficient 

movement of goods and freight, and in 

transportation management areas (TMAs), the 

establishment of a CMP must address on-road 

freight movement.  Freight is moved by on-road, 

rail, and air transportation within Santa Barbara 

County.  The dominant freight mode in Santa 

Barbara County is trucking.  Caltrans has identified 

all state highway routes on which defined trucks 

can operate and where there are operational 

restrictions (Map 2.1).  There are five truck-route 

classifications identified in decreasing importance 

for freight movement: 

 

1) National network for STAA (Surface 

Transportation Assistance Act) trucks 

2) Terminal access routes to the national network 

3) Routes for tractor-semis with 65-foot overall 

length and 40-foot kingpin to rear axle length 

(CA Legal) 

4) Routes not advised for tractor-semis with 

kingpin to rear axle length over posted value 

(KP-RA Advisory) 

5) Routes with operational restrictions 
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Canyon Road west of Goleta.  This will divert local 

motor vehicle traffic off US 101, which will serve to 

improve the level of service for through truck traffic 

(e.g., freight) on US 101. 

  

Although the RTP primarily focuses on passenger 

rail and air service characteristics, a significant 

number of rail and aviation projects identified in 

the Action Element will facilitate the movement of 

freight as well.  These projects include 

infrastructure improvements, construction of 

additional infrastructure, operational 

improvements for greater efficiency, and 

miscellaneous equipment and facility purchases.  

Based on the above discussion, implementation of 

the RTP will enhance the efficient movement of 

freight within Santa Barbara County. 

 

SBCAG is working with the other councils of 

government in Caltrans District 5, SLOCOG and 

AMBAG, to address commercial flows resulting 

from the agricultural economic base.  Goods 

movement along the UP Rail line and US 101 tie 

the three regions together, and improving flows to 

the Los Angeles and San Francisco regions are 

vital to continued economic growth. 

  

Hazardous Materials Transport 

The transportation of hazardous materials has 

increased in Santa Barbara County. This increase 

results in a higher risk for hazardous materials 

emergencies, which can present serious public 

safety hazards. Hazardous materials transported 

into the County include such commodities as the 

hypergolic fuel trucked to VAFB, anhydrous 

ammonia, gasoline, and aviation fuel. With the oil 

activity along the coast, there are trucks hauling 

volatile natural gases and oil by-products. Natural 

gas liquids (NGL) and liquid petroleum gases (LPG) 

such as propane and butane are produced in the 

County and transported by truck to Bakersfield, 

Los Angeles, and the Bay Area. The Safety Element 

of the County's Comprehensive Plan addresses the 

transportation of NGL, LPG, and rocket propellants. 

  

Hazardous Waste Transport 

Since the closure of Casmalia Resources 

Hazardous Waste Management Facility (once a 

Class I hazardous waste disposal site and now a 

Superfund site) in November 1989, both solid and 

liquid hazardous wastes have been transported by 

truck to treatment and recycling facilities outside 

the County. 

  

Hazardous Materials and Waste Transportation 

Routes 

US 101 and State Routes 135, 166, 246, and 1 

are the major routes used in the County to move 

hazardous materials and wastes. US 101 is the 

only major highway through the County, and 

crosses heavily populated areas.  US 101 had 

been the certified route for the transport of rocket 

propellants through the County to VAFB, but, after 

numerous public hearings and the development of 

a risk assessment analyzing alternative routes, it 

was decertified from the south. From US 101, 

trucks take SR 246 to Purisima Road, to Lompoc 

Casmalia Road, then SR 1 to VAFB.  SR 166 to US 

101 was certified to transport rocket propellants 

and radioactive materials. 

  

SR 166 is designated as the transport route for 

explosives and for transport of fuming nitric acid, 

anhydrous hydrazine, and liquid nitrogen tetroxide 

in cargo tanks. SR 166 is also used in the 

transport of natural gas liquids, anhydrous 

ammonia, and liquefied petroleum products. SR 

166 is officially designated as on-call by the 

California Highway Patrol (CHP), which means that 

CHP responds to calls received. Funding secured 

through TEA-21 was used to install 29 call boxes 

along SR 166 between US 101 and SR 33 

junctions. Half of the call boxes are located in 

Santa Barbara County and half are located in San 

Luis Obispo County.  These call boxes are 

particularly important along this corridor due to the 

transport of hazardous materials.   

  

Access routes for toxic waste haulers can only be 

restricted under certain limited conditions and with 

the approval of the CHP. Hazardous waste 

transport is now prohibited on SR 154; this is the 

only state route in the County with this restriction. 

The prohibition was established by legislative 

action based on the proximity of the highway to 

Lake Cachuma and the high accident rate on SR 

154. 

  

The CHP maintains records of all hazardous 

materials incidents (accidental spills or releases of 

hazardous materials or wastes from a transporter) 

in Santa Barbara County. The Santa Barbara 

County Fire Department's Hazardous Materials 

Response Team works in conjunction with the city 

fire departments to control incidents in the 

County.  

  

2.3 PRESERVATION OF CORRIDORS IN THE 

REGION 

The RTP must include corridors where right-of-way 

should be preserved for the construction of future 

transportation projects, including future 
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Under the 2030NB conditions, traffic volumes are 

expected to increase on all major roadways.  This 

includes North SR 1 from Central Avenue to 

Vandenberg Village, SR 246 east of Purisima Road, 

Ocean Ave and Downtown H Street.  Traffic on SR 

1 south of Vandenberg Air Force Base (VAFB) Main 

Gate is forecast at 26,000 ADT and traffic on SR 

246 east of Purisima would reach 24,200 ADT.  

Slow speeds on these roadways during peak 

periods are expected. 

   

Based on the most recent SR 246/Central Avenue 

Extension and Purisima Road Traffic Study 

(January 2008), by 2030 traffic on SR 1 (H Street) 

north of Central Avenue is forecast to increase 

57%, reaching 46,600 ADT. This location would 

remain as the heaviest traffic location within the 

Lompoc area.  Congestion is expected at the 

intersection of SR 1 and Purisima during at peak 

hours because of the ongoing residential 

development on SR 1 north of Central and in the 

Wye area.  Traffic on Central is forecast at 20,700 

ADT, an increase of 27%.  Traffic on Downtown H 

Street is forecast to increase between 49 to 62% 

reaching 22,200 ADT, and Ocean Avenue at 69% 

reaching 27,100 ADT respectively.  Slow speeds 

are expected on all these roadways during PM 

peak hours.  Maps 2.12 and 2.13 summarize the 

2000 and 2030 PM peak hour traffic conditions. 

 

Increasing traffic on SR 1 could be compounded by 

traffic going to and from the California Space 

Center, which the California Space Authority hopes 

to construct on a 66-acre site along SR 1 about 

one mile south of the VAFB Main Gate.  The Center 

would include 494,800 square feet of buildings to 

be built over 10 years.  The group hopes to obtain 

a lease by October 2008 and open the facility by 

October 2010.  The remaining two phases would 

be completed by July 2014 and March 2017.  The 

Center, which would include a 450-person capacity 

cinema, a conference center with a 1,000-seat 

banquet facility, and a 2,000-seat outdoor 

amphitheater, among other attractions, expects to 

draw 200,000 visitors the first year, and 500,000 

annual visitors at full build out.  The daily 

population would start out at about 500 

employees and 1,800 visitors, and peak at 5,000 

on launch days.  Upon the completion of all three 

phases, there would be parking capacity for 2,208 

cars and 54 buses, plus overflow for 680 cars on 

launch days.  The Center would include 365,000 

square feet of roadways.  A traffic study has not yet 

been performed, but the Center would certainly 

impact traffic, particularly along SR 1.  The Center 

would also use marketing efforts to attract 

motorists from US 101 and Interstate 5, which 

would impact travel on roadways such as State 

Routes 33, 135 166, 246, and Purisima Road. 

(Business Plan for The California Space Center. 

May 6, 2008.) 
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2.4.6 Santa Ynez Valley 

The roadway system in the Santa Ynez Valley 

serves the cities of Solvang and Buellton, the 

unincorporated community of Santa Ynez, and the 

remaining unincorporated area of the valley.  SR 

246 is the principal arterial. The population of the 

Santa Ynez Valley is forecast to increase from 

21,800 in 2000 to 27,400 by the year 2030, a 

25.7% increase.  Employment is forecast to 

increase from 8,528 to 12,249 by 2030, a growth 

of 44% in the 30-year period.  Major transportation 

issues in this region include: 

  

 The reliance on SR 246 as ―Main Street‖ in 

Solvang and Buellton; 

 Heavy volumes of recreational traffic on 

weekends; and, 

 Travel speed along SR 246, which is 

significantly affected by local circulation, 

through interregional traffic, and signalization 

in the City of Solvang, as well as the lack of an 

alternate east/west route. 

  

SR 246 is the major access route into and out of 

the City of Solvang and the nearby communities.  

The concentration of traffic, often tourist traffic, on 

SR 246 through Solvang has led to worsening 

congestion at signalized intersections, particularly 

at 5th Street, Alisal Road, Atterdag Road, and 

Alamo Pintado Road, the key north/south streets 

in the city.  Traffic on Alisal Road at Copenhagen 

Drive is often congested due to heavy pedestrian 

crossings on Alisal Road and tour buses seeking 

parking.  Local traffic traveling to or from the 

southern portions of the city is diverted onto Alisal 

Road, the only through roadway to the south, which 

adds to its congestion during peak traffic hours. 

  

The Chumash Casino, located between the City of 

Solvang and the unincorporated Santa Ynez 

community is a significant visitor destination.  With 

their gaming and entertainment venues and over 

500 employees, the Chumash Casino generates 

traffic that affects SR 246 and SR 154 in both 

directions.  The Santa Ynez Band of Chumash 

Indians has initiated daily bus shuttle service to 

Lompoc, Santa Maria, and the South Coast to 

provide an alternative means of travel for its 

employees and patrons.  In fact, nearly all 

employees are required to take the bus, which 

helps to reduce traffic congestion.  The shuttle 

arrives at the Casino approximately 20 times a 

day.  The Chumash Casino is the largest generator 

of traffic in the area which contributes to 

increasing congestion on SR 246.   

 

The traffic due to the Casino and other visitor 

activities in the Santa Ynez Valley has added to the 

traffic generated by nearby Santa Ynez Valley 

Union High School (SYVUHS).  According to the 

California Department of Education, SYVUHS had 

an enrollment of 1,130 for 2007-08.  As the 

district serves a large area, many students travel 

long distances to reach the school.  Many of these 

students also drive their own cars.  Traffic is 

particularly bad on SR 246 during the weekdays 

when students arrive in the morning around 8:30 

and are released around 3:00 PM. 

 

Heavy volumes of northbound left-turning traffic at 

the intersection of SR 246 and SR 154 are also 

problematic during the evening commute—there is 

not enough room in the left-turn pocket to 

accommodate everyone coming from the south 

destined for the residential areas in and around 

Solvang and the Casino.  Improvements to SR 154 

(project SBCAG-1 in the Program List in Appendix 

D), however, funded by Measure D and currently 

under construction, are addressing this issue by 

lengthening the turn lane by 250 feet. 

 

SR 246 also sees long-distance commuter traffic.  

SR 246 serves as an alternative (to US 101 and SR 

1) route between Lompoc/Mission Hills-

Vandenberg Village and the South Coast. 

  

While existing traffic conditions within the Santa 

Ynez Valley are generally at free-flow (Map 2.14), 

conditions will get worse by 2030.  Under the 

2030NB scenario, traffic on SR 246 is forecast to 

increase 75% over the base year condition.  

Congestion is expected on 246 segments east of 

Alamo Pintado and east of US 101 in Buellton.  

Average speed on SR 154 would decline as traffic 

is expected to increase to 28,400 ADT, more than 

doubling the existing volumes.  Maps 2.15 and 

2.16 depict the existing (2000BC) and 2030NB 

under PM peak hour traffic condition. 
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2.5 BIKEWAYS 

The 2000 Census indicates that bicycling 

accounted for 2.7% of all work trips. Santa Barbara 

County's mild climate and relatively flat terrain 

within the major urbanized areas provide an 

excellent environment for bicycling. Bicycling is a 

cost effective, energy efficient, clean, and healthy 

way to travel. 

  

A primary policy of the RTP is to develop a 

coordinated multi-modal transportation system 

that meets the various travel requirements of the 

region. To encourage bicycling as a travel mode, it 

is crucial to complete a coordinated bikeway 

system with multi-modal links (transit, rail and park 

and ride lots) that serves both commuters and 

recreational bicyclists and accommodates a broad 

range of cycling skills.  Toward this end, SBCAG‘s 

Regional Bicycle Plan identifies a system of 

regionally significant bikeways that links the major 

population centers and major trip origins and 

destinations within urban centers.  This system is 

herein incorporated into the RTP.  

  

2.5.1 Interjurisdictional Coordination  

Three levels of government are responsible for 

developing and maintaining bikeways in Santa 

Barbara County.  As owner-operator of the state 

highway system, Caltrans is responsible for 

maintenance and operations of existing bikeway 

facilities, unless a separate maintenance 

agreement exists with a local jurisdiction.  

Caltrans, SBCAG, and local jurisdictions partner to 

develop new bikeway facilities on the state 

highway system, with SBCAG and local jurisdictions 

largely responsible for funding the new facilities.  

Caltrans is responsible for bikeway facilities on 

state highways, while tThe public works 

department of the County and each city is 

responsible for bikeways on roads and streets 

within the respective jurisdictions. In addition, the 

University of California, Santa Barbara (UCSB), 

Santa Barbara City College (SBCC), Westmont 

College, and Allan Hancock College (in Santa Maria 

and Lompoc) are each responsible for developing 

and maintaining bicycle facilities on their 

campuses. Existing bikeways on the UCSB campus 

connect with bikeways in the County of Santa 

Barbara, the City of Goleta and the City of Santa 

Barbara‘s airport property. Planned bikeways 

through SBCC will connect with existing bikeways 

under the jurisdiction of the City of Santa Barbara 

and Caltrans (SR 225). Bikeways have been built 

on state routes for access to the new Allan 

Hancock College near Vandenberg Village in 

Lompoc. 

  

In addition to the partnering mentioned above, 

Iinterjurisdictional issues arise where bikeways 

cross jurisdictional boundaries, or where a bikeway 

is planned that must traverse an intersection or 

interchange, the legs of which fall under separate 

jurisdictions. Interagency issues also occur where 

planned bikeways traverse areas under the 

purview of single purpose districts, such as a flood 

control district, or where special permits are 

needed from various governmental agencies.  

  

Regional bikeway coordination issues are 

addressed in the bikeway policies in Chapter 3 and 

in more detail in the Regional Bikeway Plan.  The 

Regional Bikeway Plan includes goals and policies 

that emphasize bike route connectivity across 

jurisdictional boundaries, intermodal connections, 

consistency in design and signage, and 

comprehensive education and safety programs 

that are transparent to the user. 

 

2.5.2 Missing Links  

Gaps in the bikeway network reduce the likelihood 

commuters will bike to work rather than drive.  

Most of the regional bikeways are on-road/Class II 

facilities, with most gaps occurring where there is a 

barrier such as a river or freeway.  Elimination of 

these gaps in the bikeway network is crucial to 

facilitate bicycling as a travel mode.  Separate 

bicycle or bicycle/pedestrian facilities should be 

considered where existing roads are congested or 

where the facility could serve a school. 

  

Over/under crossings provide necessary 

transportation links between land uses on either 

side of state freeways. For example, in Carpinteria 

the residences are primarily on the north side of 

the freeway while most of the commercial and 

retail development is located on the south side of 

the freeway. The Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition, a 

local countywide bicycle advocacy group, considers 

the lack of north/south access across US 101 the 

number one problem area for bicyclists on the 

South Coast. The County Board of Supervisors 

adopted a policy in the Goleta Community Plan 

that requires over/under crossings, when feasible, 

to be sited and designed to encourage and 

accommodate pedestrian and bicycle use. The City 

of Goleta Plan includes proposed freeway 

bicycle/pedestrian overpass projects and one new 

underpass.  The RTP planned project list includes 

overpass improvement projects. Other Class II bike 

lanes on over/under crossings throughout the 
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The fixed-route transit service between the cities of 

San Luis Obispo and Santa Maria has bike racks 

capable of holding two bicycles. The service 

provides nine round-trips daily. Ridership statistics 

indicate an average of four commuting cyclists use 

the service daily. 

  

All fixed route transit operators have space for at 

least one bike on the bus, typically front mounted.  

Many have room for two bikes, and SBMTD will 

soon experiment with a three bike option. 

  

Bicycle Parking and Storage 

1) Transit Stops.  Safe bicycle parking should be 

provided at transit facilities and bus stops. 

Bike lockers are the preferred choice for 

secure long-term parking at many locations 

because they protect bicycles from weather 

and theft. Bicycle lockers also make it more 

difficult to steal bicycle accessories such as 

panniers, computers and lights. The City of 

Santa Barbara has installed lockers at City 

Parking Lot #3 in the same block as SBMTD's 

Transit Center, and in Parking Lot #2, one 

block south of the terminal. The bike lockers 

are rented on a monthly basis, with a key 

issued to the renter. Using Motor Vehicle 

Registration Surcharge Fee Program funding, 

the City of Santa Maria has installed twenty 

bike lockers at SMAT bus stop locations, and 

the City of Lompoc has installed a total of forty 

bike lockers. New technology exists that allows 

multiple users to have access to a network of 

bike lockers through electronic keys and 

membership systems. More complete bicycle 

parking facilities and often a small retail and 

repair shop have recently become popular for 

secure, short and long term bicycle parking 

near transit stops.  Both electronic bike 

lockers and bike parking stations should be 

utilized, where possible, to promote intermodal 

connections to transit and walking. 

  

It is important to publicize bicycle parking 

when it is provided.  Bike racks and lockers 

can be painted in creative and colorful ways 

and bike parking signage should be placed in 

the vicinity of the parking so bicyclists know 

where to park. 

  

2) Park-And-Ride Lots.  Both the CMP and the 

2007 CAP encourage the use of park-and-ride 

lots throughout the region to reduce single 

occupant vehicle trips.  Park-and-ride lots offer 

cyclists an option for intermodal connection 

and secure parking should be provided. Bike 

lockers offer the greatest protection both in 

terms of security and weather protection. 

  

3) Passenger Rail and Airports.  Secure bicycle 

parking should be provided at other points of 

intermodal connection. To this end, the Action 

Element (Chapter 4) includes a project to 

install bicycle parking at the Santa Barbara 

Rail Station and the rail platforms at 

Carpinteria, Goleta, Guadalupe and Surf (near 

Lompoc), and at the airports. 

  

2.5.5 Regional Bikeway Network 

Included in the Action Element are regionally 

significant capital improvements needed to 

complete the planned regional bikeway networks 

in the Regional Bikeway Study or local jurisdiction‘s 

bikeway elements.  Also included in the Action 

Element are improvements designed to alleviate 

safety problems.  Bikeway maps identifying all 

existing and proposed regionally significant 

bikeways throughout the region were prepared as 

part of the draft 2008 Regional Bikeway Plan and 

are included in Appendix C. 

 

2.5.6 Implementation 

Development of a bicycle system that increases 

the attractiveness of this mode for the commuters 

will require a network of routes that connect major 

origins and destinations.  This network must be 

maintained and appropriately signed.  Education 

and safety programs need to be strengthened for 

cyclists and automobile drivers.  All these actions 

are described in more detail in the SBCAG Regional 

Bikeway Plan. 

  

2.6 TRANSIT 

Transit is a critical element in our overall 

transportation system. As discussed in Chapter 1, 

transit ridership data indicates there has been an 

overall growth in transit ridership in Santa Barbara 

County over the past few years, although individual 

system ridership figures fluctuate.   This is evident 

as ridership increased by 64.4%, or nearly 

5400,000 trips, between FY 20053-046 and FY 

20064-057.  Recent increases in fuel costs have 

resulted in even more significant increases in all 

forms of transit use.  

  

Transit provides basic mobility for the transit 

dependent. Senior citizens and individuals with 

disabilities need transit or paratransit service to 

maintain their independence and participate fully 

in society. Low-income individuals without access 
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to a car are also reliant upon transit. Transit is a 

vital link that connects the transit dependent with 

jobs, shopping, education, and health care. 

Expanded transit is also seen as vital in responding 

to transportation needs arising from 

implementation of the Welfare to Work Initiative. 

Most of the welfare recipients are reliant upon 

transit for their mobility needs. However, 

employment is likely to occur during non-traditional 

transit hours, either non-traditional transportation 

solutions or expanded transit will be needed during 

these hours.  An example of how the transit system 

can respond to this need is the recent expansion of 

nighttime service by SMAT which was funded by a 

Jobs Access – Reverse Commute (JARC) grant. 

  

Expanding the role of transit to attract ―choice 

riders‖ is seen as a necessary component of the 

overall strategy to reduce congestion and delay the 

need for infrastructure improvements resulting 

from the growth in both population and 

employment in the region. Local governments, 

particularly in the South Coast, are increasingly 

looking to public transit as a means to decrease 

the number of trips in single occupant vehicles, 

both to reduce the need for additional road and 

street capacity to accommodate the growth in trips 

and to improve our air quality. 

  

 
 

As the population increases, the aggregate 

increase in the number of daily person and vehicle 

trips (in terms of both distance and time) and 

resulting congestion can be expected to affect the 

demand for transportation infrastructure as well as 

the demand for all modes of transportation. The 

increased vehicular travel will affect air quality and 

our quality of life. Because of their reliance on the 

burning of fossil fuels, light-duty autos and trucks 

are major sources of air pollution. Transportation 

control measure strategies to meet existing air 

quality standards and maintain those standards 

require steps that can dramatically affect mobility 

and access. Increased use of transit fueled by low 

sulfur diesel, hybrid, electric or compressed natural 

gas offers the potential for providing mobility with 

fewer environmental impacts than the automobile. 

  

2.6.1 Existing Transit Service Needs 

As required by the California Transportation 

Development Act (TDA), SBCAG conducts an 

annual transit needs assessment and, along with 

utilizing other forms of outreach, holds a public 

hearing on Unmet Transit Needs. 

 

The needs assessment includes an examination of 

the size and location of transit dependent groups, 

and an evaluation of the existing services. 

 

 
  

Individuals most likely to be dependent on public 

and private transportation providers are those who 

are either unable to drive or do not have access to 

an automobile. The elderly, the disabled, persons 

with limited financial means, college students 

(approximately 50,00019 students are enrolled in 

colleges and universities in the County), and the 

youth (under sixteen years of age) are populations 

with a relatively high proportion of transit 

dependent persons. The table below presents a 

composite of the transit dependency indicators by 

transit service area. As shown in the table, Santa 

Maria and the remote area of Cuyama have the 

highest percentage of transit dependent 

residents. 

                                                           
19 Sources: http://www.hancockcollege.edu/Default. 

asp?Page=645, telephone call to (805) 965-0581  

x7222 (SBCC's enrollment figure includes students  

enrolled in any number of classes, online students, and  

adult education students), http://www.ucsb.edu/ 

campus/index.shtml, http://www.westmont.edu/_ 

news/pages/about_westmont/index.html  

 

A choice rider is a non-traditional transit user—

one who has an automobile, but chooses to 

use transit. 
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 Assess transit funding needs in context of 

remaining TDA revenues and Measure D 

reauthorization. 

 Recommend institutional arrangements for 

efficient operation of local and regional 

services. 

 

Preparation of the plan included an extensive 

public outreach program to obtain valuable public 

input from the community on transportation needs 

in Northern Santa Barbara County.   

  

The outcome of the study was a feasible plan to be 

implemented over a period of ten years.  The plan 

provides service expansion scenarios both with 

and without projected revenues from the proposed 

renewal of Measure D.  The short-term strategies 

focus on improving regional and inter-county 

connections in the next five years.  

  

Several strategies are identified to build upon and 

expand transit service delivery in Northern Santa 

Barbara County: 

 

 Coordinated Information and Marketing 

 Coordinated RFP for All Services Employing a 

Private Contractor 

 Uniform ADA Eligibility Process 

 Fare Coordination 

 Coordinated Purchasing 

  

Examples of short term transit service 

improvements include: 

 

 Intercommunity service between Lompoc and 

Solvang (in development) 

 Breeze Saturday service 

 Weekend Clean Air Express Service 

 Earlier Guadalupe Flyer service 

 Bi-Directional Valley Express service 

 

Longer-term service strategies focus on furthering 

coordination to provide seamless transit 

connectivity throughout North County into Nipomo 

in southern San Luis Obispo County by linking all 

urban cores with bi-directional frequent service 

during peak periods and several mid-day trips.  

Services would also be expanded later in the 

evening and on weekends as demand warrants 

and funding permits.  These long-term 

improvements are planned for ten years from now. 

 

2.6.7 Funding of Transit  

All public transit requires some level of public 

subsidy.  Transit fares in most US urban bus 

systems generally cover only 20-40% of the total 

operating costs, with the remaining costs usually 

covered by some form of public subsidy. However, 

the identification of a reliable and stable source of 

operating funds, to fund rising fuel costs for 

example, continues to be the most serious 

financial problem facing transit operators. Major 

financial revenues such as state gas tax funds and 

SAFETEA-LU surface transportation funds may be 

used for transit capital projects but cannot be used 

for transit operations.  Traditional sources of funds 

are federal transit operating assistance (Section 

5307 for urban operators such as SMAT and 

Section 5311 for rural operators such as 

Guadalupe Transit) and state Transportation 

Development Act funds. Local funds can also be 

used to fund transit operations at the discretion of 

local jurisdictions. 

 

Commuters (particularly those in single-occupant 

vehicles commuting during peak hours) are subject 

to increasing attention as they are perceived to 

have a significant impact on congestion and air 

quality.  Local community plans, TDM measures, 

and the 2007 Clean Air Plan focus increasing 

attention on the role of public transit in serving the 

commuter market in congested environments.  The 

SBMTD Transit Plan, for example, responds to 

these plans by proposing new transit services. The 

challenge is to fund expansion and other transit 

services for commuters and the choice rider while 

meeting the needs of the transit dependent. 

 

While California has passed legislation that 

mandates air quality improvements and 

congestion relief, the legislation does not provide 

increased support to cover the increased operating 

costs associated with the expanded transit.  With 

the passage of TEA-21, CMAQ and STP funds were 

made available to cover some transit capital 

expenditures.  However, since SBCAG is no longer 

eligible for CMAQ funding due to improved air 

quality, and other funding sources are limited, 

secure funding for transit system operating 

expenses is less certain without local support such 

as Measure D revenues 

 

2.7 INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS 

(ITS) 

ITS is the application of telecommunications 

technology to improve the information flow to 

transportation users.  Examples are changeable 

message signs posting alerts of road closures, 

internet accessible maps showing congested areas 

or streaming video of traffic flow, and highway call 

boxes to report emergencies. SBCAG has been 

21



VISION2030: SBCAG 2008 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

CHAPTER 2: EXISTING CHALLENGES — 2-52 

information systems; management systems; 

and maintenance systems to improve system 

efficiency. 

 Upgrades to traffic signal systems to improve 

the efficiency of traffic flow on arterial streets. 

 A trip planning system (the Santa Barbara 

County Trip Planner) that piggybacks on a 

system already functioning at the Southern 

California Association of Governments. 

 Pedestrian safety such as advanced 

crosswalks and railroad grade crossings. 

 

In general, the geographic priority for ITS 

improvements is the South Coast 101 corridor as it 

has the greatest number of miles of freeway delay 

and the greatest number of intersections 

exceeding the CMP LOS service standard of ―D‖.   

However, across the county, changeable message 

signs are needed at the junction of all interregional 

state highways to warn the traveling public of road 

closures or traffic incidents. 

 

2.8 RAIL 

There has been increased attention given to rail in 

the last 5 years as a viable mode choice for 

intercity transportation.  Many of the proposed 

improvements to the rail system included in the 

Action Element will benefit both passenger and 

freight rail transport. The planned track and rail 

improvements will provide greater reliability of 

service and potential time savings. As described 

below, SBCAG will work with Amtrak, Caltrans, the 

LOSSAN Regional Rail Authority and the Coast Rail 

Coordinating Council to ensure that the County's 

needs are addressed in rail planning. 

 

 
  

2.8.1 Passenger Rail 

SBCAG is a member of the LOSSAN Regional Rail 

Authority. The Authority is composed of counties on 

the Amtrak Pacific Surfliner20 corridor. The 

                                                           
20 Caltrans manages the Pacific Surfliner service that is 

operated by Amtrak. Funding for the Pacific Surfliner is 

programmed in the Interregional Transportation 

Improvement Program (ITIP) portion of the State 

Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) that is 

Authority addresses improvements to intercity 

passenger rail services. The Authority also explores 

opportunities to integrate intercity and commuter 

rail services. LOSSAN recently completed the 

LOSSAN North Strategic Rail Plan.  

  

The purpose of the LOSSAN North Strategic Plan is 

to help meet the current and projected demand for 

travel within and between metropolitan areas of 

Southern California and the Central Coast between 

now and the Year 2025 by:  

 Improving rail capacity to meet demand for all 

types of rail services, including: intercity, 

commuter, and freight/goods movement 

 Developing the LOSSAN North rail corridor in 

order to provide faster, safer, and more 

reliable passenger rail service, and 

 Making rail travel a more-viable transportation 

alternative. 

  

The need for improvements to the LOSSAN North 

corridor is driven by several factors, including 

growth in population, employment, and travel 

demand.  Over the next twenty years, California‘s 

population is projected to rise from approximately 

37.4 million in 2006 to over 46.4 million by 2025.  

The LOSSAN North corridor has seen a dramatic 

increase in population, especially in Ventura 

County. Employment within the study area has also 

increased demand for travel.  Major employment 

centers are found throughout the corridor, 

including within the metropolitan Los Angeles area, 

and in areas of Ventura, Santa Barbara, and San 

Luis Obispo Counties.  Longer automobile 

commutes and increased traffic congestion on US 

101, which generally parallels the rail line 

throughout the corridor, contribute to the demand 

for additional transportation alternatives. 

  

Current capacity of the intercity transportation 

system is inadequate to meet the projected 

increase in travel demand, as well as the rising 

demand for goods movement as our economy 

(both in California and nationally) relies 

increasingly on imported goods shipped to 

Southern California ports and carried by rail. 

  

Travel time is an important determinant factor of 

mode choice.  The current travel time by rail 

between Los Angeles and Santa Barbara averages 

2 hours and 45 minutes, while the time between 

Los Angeles and San Luis Obispo averages 

approximately 5 hours and 35 minutes.  The rail 

improvement projects in the Strategic Plan could 

                                                                                       
adopted by the California Transportation Commission 

(CTC). 
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reduce total travel time between Los Angeles, 

Santa Barbara, and San Luis Obispo by up as 

much as to 25 percent.  On-time performance is 

another important factor in mode choice.  A mode 

must provide reliable service to be attractive to 

commuters and other riders. 

  

Future efforts and programs will emphasize 

development of systems to facilitate future travel 

between Santa Barbara County and San Luis 

Obispo County, and other counties throughout 

Southern California using a combination of intercity 

and commuter rail systems. Continued efforts will 

also include improvements to track, signal 

systems, and siding projects to reduce delay.  

Many of these projects are included in the Action 

Element list of projects in Chapter 4. 

  

In an effort to increase passenger train ridership 

and reduce single-occupant vehicle commuting, 

SBCAG's Traffic Solutions has partnered with 

Amtrak to organize a fare structure amenable to 

the Central Coast commuter (San Luis Obispo, 

Santa Barbara and Ventura Counties). Amtrak 

service will remain the same, while the fares in this 

area have been dropped to be competitive with 

other modes of travel. Reduced multi-fare 

packages (including 10 rides or monthly options) 

are available. SBCAG, VCTC, and others are 

advocating modifications of the existing Amtrak 

Surfliner service so it is more commuter friendly. 

This is consistent with the On-Trac proposal 

developed by the City of Santa Barbara. Adjusting 

the schedules of existing Amtrak service between 

Los Angeles and Santa Barbara/Goleta so the 

schedules are more commuter friendly can help 

provide some congestion relief at comparatively 

low cost.   

  

The transportation planning agencies of the 

coastal counties between Los Angeles and San 

Francisco have formed a Coast Rail Coordinating 

Council (CRCC) to investigate the future uses of the 

existing rail line and improve passenger rail 

frequencies and speeds on the coast route 

between San Francisco and Los Angeles. The 

stated objective of the CRCC is to develop a rail 

corridor between San Francisco and Los Angeles 

capable of 110 miles per hour maximum speed. 

The CRCC undertook a consultant study to identify 

new rail opportunities, and prepare an action plan 

for expanding passenger rail services. The Coast 

Rail Corridor Action Plan was adopted in October of 

1994 by the CRCC. The plan's actions will exploit 

the potential to operate trains at a sustained 

speed of 79 MPH throughout the corridor and 

commence a second coast train between the Bay 

Area and Los Angeles.  It is important to note that 

adjusting Amtrak service schedules to make them 

more commuter friendly could impact services 

such as this one. 

  

The CRCC also advocates for existing state-

supported service within the corridor to include 

increased service to San Luis Obispo from San 

Diego.  To achieve this cost effective track; signal 

and station improvements must be added. 

Continued long term upgrading of the corridor will 

permit 110 MPH operation.  

  

Regional agencies and the Caltrans Rail Program 

are proceeding incrementally to upgrade the 

corridor.  The rail upgrades are similar to those 

described in the LOSSAN North Strategic Plan and 

included in the RTP Plan list of projects to the 

extent there is projected funding available. 

  

2.8.2 Commuter Rail 

The 101 In Motion project examined the feasibility 

of a commuter rail to assist in alleviating 

congestion in the US 101 corridor.  This project 

consists of a new commuter rail service between 

Camarillo and Goleta with stops in Oxnard, 

Ventura, Carpinteria, and Santa Barbara, for a total 

of 47.8 miles (20 miles within Santa Barbara 

County) along the existing UP rail corridor.  In order 

to implement a commuter rail system in the South 

Coast region, improvements to the existing rail 

corridor will be necessary.  These will include 

installing passing sidings in Summerland and 

Oxnard, and layover tracks in Oxnard and Goleta, 

which will likely require additional right-of-way, 

purchase of rolling stock, and constructing 

improvements such as additional parking at 

existing stations. Vehicles could be standard 

commuter rail cars like those used by Metrolink 

that are connected to a diesel locomotive, or self 

propelled diesel powered vehicles (DMUs) that can 

operate as single units or coupled as train sets. 

 

 
  

Metrolink is a regional transit service designed 

to reduce highway congestion and improve 

mobility in Southern California.  It was 

developed by  the Los Angeles County 

Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), 

the Orange County Transportation Authority, the 

Riverside County Transportation Commission, 

San Bernardino Associated Governments and 

the Ventura County Transportation 

Commission.   
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turboprop aircraft and with medium-sized jet 

aircraft.  

  

Land Use Issues 

Continued operation and improvement of the 

Santa Barbara Municipal Airport and development 

of the surrounding community may produce 

serious land use conflicts if growth in these areas 

is not carefully planned. Urban encroachment 

brings with it incompatible land uses which result 

in safety and noise concerns. The last few years 

have seen continued encroachment of retail, 

commercial, industrial and residential 

development in areas subject to impacts of aircraft 

noise and risk of aircraft accidents. 

  

Noise 

Lands around the Santa Barbara Municipal Airport 

experience greater noise exposure than any other 

airport in the County, since it is the busiest county 

airport and is the airport with majority of the 

region's commercial air carrier jet traffic. Noise 

exposures generated by aircraft operations at 

airports are expressed as Community Noise 

Equivalent Level (CNEL) values. Caltrans has 

adopted the CNEL values as a method of 

specifying aircraft noise and for designating 

limiting criteria for residential and other land uses 

around airports. State noise standards establish 

criteria for a maximum airport noise level in 

residential communities at 65 CNEL. 

 

The Santa Barbara Airport Aviation Facilities Plan 

(AFP) completed in 2005 has incorporated an 

updated noise contour for SBMA based on the 

most recent airport activity forecast. SBCAG 

determined that the Airport Facilities Plan was 

consistent with the ALUP in 2006. Recently the 

Airport completed an update of the Part 150 Noise 

Study. The noise contours developed in the Part 

150 Noise Study are considered the most up-to-

date. 

  

 
 

The currently adopted noise contours in the 

existing SBCAG Airport Land Use Plan were based 

on the airport environs in 1986.  Part of the ALUP 

update in the near future will consider updating 

the existing noise contour in the ALUP based on 

the Part 150 Noise Study. 

  

One of the major airside improvements in the AFP 

involves an 800-foot extension of the Runway 

Safety Area (RSA) on Runway 7 in order to meet 

the FAA safety design standards; construction of 

the project was just completed in April 2008.  The 

800‘ westerly RSA extension necessitated a 

change in the existing Airport Safety Area 

boundaries (Clear and Approach Zones) thereby 

affecting the compatibility of underlining land 

uses.  The new dimensions of the safety areas 

shifted the Airport‘s Clear and Approach Zone 

boundaries 800 feet westward on both ends of 

Runway 7-25.   

 

As part of the public process, concerns were 

expressed on several general aviation issues 

including self-service fueling facilities, hangar 

demand, transient aircraft parking and ramp 

access after hours.  The airport is taking efforts to 

build a self-service fuel facility to service the 

general aviation aircraft, both local and transient, 

so the current high prices of aviation fuel could 

remain competitive with other airports in southern 

California.  In addition, the airport is undertaking a 

new Airport Master Plan Update to address various 

issues including the building of new hangar 

facilities to cater ongoing demand.  Passenger 

terminal improvements are also planned to 

address the undersized, but aesthetically pleasing 

airport terminal. 

  

2.9.2 Santa Maria Airport 

Passenger Trends 

Between 1990 and 2000 total enplanements at 

Santa Maria Public Airport hovered at around 

40,000.  However, enplanement has since 

increased to 51,300 by 2007 due to the addition 

of the commute airline Allegiant Air.  Like Santa 

Barbara Municipal Airport, there was a significant 

reduction in the number of operations, which 

declined from 89,161 in 1990 to 76,365 in 2000 

and further down 72,700 in 2007 as a result of an 

increase in the number of larger aircraft with 

greater carrying capacity.  However the 2004 

Master Plan Update predicts enplanements will 

gradually increase in the next ten years as 

additional commuter carriers are expected to serve 

the Santa Maria Public Airport. 

  

Land Use Issues 

Operational flexibility has been compromised by 

urban encroachment to the north, east, and south 

of the airport. Runway 12 is rarely used for take-

offs due to the need for departing aircraft to climb 

out over urbanized areas. The existing and 

projected land use to the northwest of the airport 

Federal Aviation Regulation (F.A.R.) Part 150 

Studies are voluntary. The studies evaluate the 

potential to reduce aircraft noise exposure in 

the vicinity of an airport.  
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is predominantly unincorporated and developed. 

The existing and projected land uses in the 

southeast approach area are predominantly low 

density residential and community facilities. Based 

on land use compatibility guidelines, no significant 

land use conflicts currently exist in the vicinity of 

the airport. 

 

A designated ―Foreign Trade Zone‖ is expected to 

boost the airport‘s financial situation and result in 

more air traffic. The Foreign Trade Zone is 

considered outside the regulation of US Customs 

and therefore no tariffs are levied on goods and 

services.   

 

Noise 

There have been continuing noise complaints 

concerning aircraft noise at the Santa Maria Public 

Airport. The complaints are typically received from 

the Foxenwood Estates and Orcutt area. Both 

Foxenwood Estates and the Orcutt area are 

outside the 60 CNEL contour. The complaints are 

generally due to an unusually large aircraft 

operating at the airport, or an unusual variation in 

a particular flight path. 

 

Runway 30 has been designated as the 

preferential runway during calm wind conditions to 

reduce the noise impacts on the nearby residential 

area. When weather conditions and the level of 

aircraft activity permit, aircraft arrivals from the 

southeast, and departures to the northwest, are 

preferred at the airport. This minimizes the 

exposure of the residential areas south and east of 

the airport to the more objectionable departure 

noise levels. These operational limits do not allow 

the best use of airport facilities, but are necessary 

to ensure safety and acceptable noise levels. 

 

All areas within the 65, 70, 75 CNEL and 60-65 

CNEL contours fall entirely within the present 

airport boundary. The Noise Study examined three 

alternative scenarios of future airport activities. 

According to the worst-case scenario, 78 acres in 

the northwest runway approach area and 25 acres 

in the southeast approach area would be impacted 

with 65 to 70 CNEL noise levels. The Master Plan 

includes recommendations for operational 

modifications for noise mitigation to prevent the 

worst-case scenario from occurring. 

 

2.9.3 Lompoc Airport 

Passenger Trends 

The total number of enplaned and deplaned 

passengers in 1989 was estimated at 5,120. Of 

these, 4,800 were offshore oil platform crew 

transported by Arctic Air; 300 were passengers of 

Lompoc Aviation, which offers charter/air taxi 

service at the airport; and the remaining 20 were 

passengers of McCaffo Aviation. In 1999 Arctic Air 

moved its operations to the Santa Maria Public 

Airport.  Since then, enplanements have stabilized 

at Lompoc Airport.  In 2005, 78 private aircraft 

were based at the Lompoc Airport and the airport 

operations were estimated at 25,000 operations 

(landings and takeoffs). Limited military operations 

(comprising less than 1% of the total) are included 

in this number. 

  

Noise 

The position of the airport relative to the city and 

VAFB has dictated a right-hand flight approach to 

the north of the airport. VAFB is located to the 

northwest of the airport; its airspace extends along 

the coast both north and south of Lompoc Airport. 

Without prior permission, civilian aircraft may not 

fly over the military facility's airspace. Residential 

development in the unincorporated area north of 

the airport (the Vandenberg Village/Mission Hills 

area) is in the flight pattern of the airport. Aircraft 

approaching and departing from Lompoc Airport 

over-fly this residential area, which has 

occasionally resulted in noise complaints from the 

residents. A recent issue is the potential expansion 

of the federal prison northwest of the Airport with 

concerns related to potential aircraft over-flights 

and increased accident potential. 

 

2.9.4 Santa Ynez Valley Airport 

The Santa Ynez Airport is a small airport that is 

very active. It will remain a public use, general 

aviation facility providing unscheduled air taxi and 

airfreight services, as well as support facilities to 

private aircraft. A 500 foot extension of runway 26 

is included in the Airport Layout Plan. The 

California Division of Aeronautics has found the 

proposed project meets the design standards and 

will enhance safety and operation of the airport. 

Other significant issues related to the physical 

plant at Santa Ynez Airport include funding, 

hangars, expansion of apron to accommodate 

helicopter parking maintenance and upgrade, and 

purchase of new fuel trucks. 

 

Land Use/Safety 

Land surrounding the airport on three sides is 

zoned for agriculture. Contiguous land to the 

northwest is zoned for 5-acre estates. The 

Chumash Casino is within the Airport Approach 

Zone of the main runway.  However, these land 

uses present no current hazard to airport 
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3.3.5 Rail  

 
 

The policies for rail recognize the importance of 

moving freight by rail—thus eliminating truck traffic 

on the roadway network—and increasing, when 

efficient, passenger rail service. 

 

 
 

Policy 5.1 

Encourage the increase in passenger rail service to 

and within Santa Barbara County: 

 Support a stable funding source for 

Amtrak 

 Work with Caltrans, Division of Rail to 

secure state funding for rail capital and 

operations 

 Support expansion of Pacific Surfliner rail 

service and initiation of Coast Daylight rail 

service 

 Promote commuter friendly intercity 

passenger rail service, e.g., City of Santa 

Barbara On-TRAC Plan. 

 Explore opportunities to develop 

commuter rail service in coordination with 

Ventura County Transportation 

Commission. 

 Support capital projects in Pacific Surfliner 

corridor that will enhance capacity and on-

time performance 

 Support efforts to implement Coast 

Daylight service connecting southern 

California and the Bay area 

 

Policy 5.2 

Recognize that rail is an integral component in the 

movement of freight and support the maintenance 

and development of the statewide freight rail 

network. 

 

3.3.6 Airports 

Airports provide an important link in the 

transportation system.  Most often thought of in 

terms of passenger movement, airports also 

provide important business, cargo, and emergency 

response services, along with recreational activity.  

The policies for this goal support the development 

of and access to the airports according to airport 

classifications and within the context of regional 

service. 

 

 
 

Policy 6.1 

Support airport capacity enhancements to respond 

to increases in passenger and cargo service 

demand as identified in airport master plans. 

 

Policy 6.2 

Provide for improved multi-modal ground access to 

the airports in the County. 

 

Policy 6.3 

Local airports shall retain their existing 

classifications as follows: 

 The Santa Barbara Municipal Airport and 

the Santa Maria Public Airport shall be 

primary regional airports providing air 

cargo, general aviation, and passenger 

service 

 The Lompoc Public Airport and the Santa 

Ynez Public Airport shall be local airports 

serving air cargo and general aviation 

needs 

 The Cuyama Airport shall be a limited use 

airport serving general aviation needs 

 

 
 

3.3.7 Pedestrian Facilities 

Walking is a basic form of transportation and 

virtually every trip begins and ends on foot.  

Pedestrian facilities that are ADA accessible, with 

connectivity to other modes of transportation, 

make up an important element in the 

transportation system. 

 

 
 

Goal 7:  Promote the provision of pedestrian 

facilities to encourage walking as an alternative 

form of transportation and as an element of an 

integrated multi-modal transportation system. 

Goal 6:  Promote the efficient development of 

airports, supporting local airport classifications. 

Goal 5:  Promote rail infrastructure and 

programs to maximize rail use in Santa Barbara 

County. 

General aviation is aviation activity other than 

passenger service or military flights, including 

recreation, business, and/or fire 

fighting/emergency-related operations. 
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Phase improvements north of Milpas    

 Implement operational improvements 

required to address current congestion 

hot spots 

 Proactively work to reduce peak period 

traffic through aggressive demand 

management and rideshare programs 

 Monitor need for additional 101 

improvements following implementation of 

operational improvements, commuter rail, 

TDM and rideshare, intelligent 

transportation systems (ITS), and General 

Plan updates 

 Add auxiliary lanes and/or additional lanes 

if needed, if funds are available, and if 

there is community support 

 

Project Implementation and Monitoring  

Due to the time required to implement many of the 

projects in this consensus package, SBCAG shall 

conduct an annual evaluation to insure all the 

projects are being implemented in a timely and 

cost-effective manner. 

 

Specific projects are currently programmed to 

implement parts of 101 In Motion:  

 Widening of 101 from Milpas to Hot 

Springs/Cabrillo with interchange 

improvements (see Phase I on Map 4.1) 

 Widening of 101 from Mussel Shoals in 

Ventura County to Carpinteria Creek in 

Santa Barbara County to three lanes in 

each direction with an HOV lane 

 Incremental addition of ITS surveillance 

cameras 

 Initiation of Freeway Service Patrol on 

south coast urbanized 101 corridor 

 Enhanced TDM marketing 

 Adjustments to, and increase in, Amtrak 

Pacific Surfliner intercity passenger rail 

service  between Western Ventura County 

and the Urbanized South Coast to make it 

more commuter friendly 

 Engineering studies to identify rail siding 

improvements between Ventura and 

Santa Barbara 

 Speed sensors to provide real time traffic 

flow information 

 

SBCAG, VCTC, and Caltrans Division of Rail are 

examining means to increase passenger rail 

service including adjustments to, and increases in, 

Amtrak Pacific Surfliner intercity passenger rail 

service between Western Ventura County and the 

urbanized South Coast to make it more commuter-

friendly.
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Map 4.1: Route 101 Corridor Projects 

 

 

As Map 4.1 shows, construction of the US 101 

Corridor Projects operational improvements will 

take place in four phases, each several years in 

length.  Phase I, the Milpas to Hot Springs 

operational improvements, also includes four 

phases, each about one year in length.  The first 

phase (of Phase I) of construction began in July 

2008.  It includes the following components: 

1. Replace Milpas bridges 

2. Milpas off-ramp improvements 

3. Southbound Milpas hook off-ramp 

4. Replace Sycamore Creek Bridge 

5. Cabrillo to Salinas merge lane 

6. Tennis stadium sound wall 

7. Third southbound lane 

8. Old Coast Highway sidewalk 

9. Montecito roundabout 

10. Multipurpose path 

 

The second phase (of Phase I) includes: 

11. Third southbound lane over Milpas 

12. Cacique undercrossing 

13. Close southbound on-ramp 

 

The third phase (of Phase I) includes: 

14. Salinas to Alisos sound wall 

15. Third northbound lane from Salinas to 

Milpas 

 

The fourth phase (of Phase I) includes: 

16. Third northbound lane over Milpas 

17. Connect Cacique Street 

18. Multipurpose path 

 

4.3.2 North County 

Interregional improvements in North County 

consist of highway capacity improvements to the 

interregional and regional highway system.  

Increased capacity with new passing lanes on SR 

246 between Buellton and Lompoc is necessary to 

eliminate automobile conflicts with agricultural 

operations and accommodate forecast growth.  

Operational improvements are also proposed for 

other highways such as SR 166.  Likewise, the 

programmed widening of US 101 in Santa Maria 
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between transportation issues and land use 

decisions. Local agencies have now 

―mainstreamed‖ reviews of potential regional 

traffic impacts into their planning processes. 

 

Expansion of existing, and development of new 

Park and Ride lots can also promote intermodal 

connections and carpooling, and reduce trips and 

VMT.  Development of new lots in Orcutt, near the 

101, Carpinteria, and, Western Ventura County can 

facilitate use of car and vanpools for long distance 

trips.  SBCAG will conduct an inventory of these 

facilities this next year and recommend 

improvements. 

 

To insure integrated system planning is achieved, 

SBCAG coordinates closely with other state and 

local agencies on their long-range planning 

activities.  SBCAG reviews local general plans, 

major environmental reports, and participates in 

local and state system planning activities.  For 

example, SBCAG is an integral part of the Corridor 

System Management Plans, Transportation 

Concept Reports, and Transportation Corridor 

studies prepared by Caltrans.  Likewise SBCAG 

involves Caltrans and local agencies in its corridor 

studies such as 101 In Motion and Central 

Avenue/SR 246/Purisma Corridor study. 

 

4.4.3 Transportation Demand Management – 

Traffic Solutions 

Traffic Solutions, a division of SBCAG, is 

responsible for implementing ridesharing and 

Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 

programs throughout Santa Barbara County.  The 

primary goal of the Traffic Solutions program is to 

provide transportation services, information, 

assistance, and referrals in an effort to reduce the 

reliance on single-occupant vehicle use for 

commuting during peak hours. 

 

 
 

Traffic Solutions manages a vanpool and carpool 

program, a Flexwork SB program, and a bicycle 

program.  Traffic Solutions also manages the Clean 

Air Express commuter bus program, including 

contract administration, route and schedule 

development, marketing, fare collection, and 

customer service.  In FY 2006-07, Traffic Solutions 

added a new round trip to the VISTA Coastal 

Express with direct commuter service from Ventura 

to Goleta.  Traffic Solutions recently launched 

Traffic Solutions Online, the new online one-stop-

shop for commuters providing commuter matching, 

commuter savings calculator, Emergency Ride 

Home, commute calendar, and employer tools for 

administering employee commuter benefits and 

promotions.  Recently Traffic Solutions initiated the 

Curb Your Commute Program in anticipation of the 

101 Milpas to Hot Springs Operational 

Improvement Project. 

 

The program is a package of traffic mitigation 

strategies that will result in decreased peak period 

commuting and increased carpooling, vanpooling, 

and telecommuting during the four-year 

construction project and is a required element of 

the project‘s Traffic Management Plan.  Strategies 

include extensive employer outreach, cash 

incentives, and a general awareness campaign. 

 

With the recent increase in fuel prices, TDM 

programs offer the region a short and medium 

term cost-effective means of meeting the growing 

demand for non-drive alone transportation options, 

particularly where transit capacity cannot meet 

peak period demand.  While it can take several 

years to increase transit capacity, vanpool or 

carpool capacity is currently available to meet 

growing demand.  Recent trends indicate that in 

Santa Barbara County, carpooling and vanpooling 
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has increased by more than 50% from 2000 to 

2007, bucking the national trend toward higher 

drive alone rates. 

 

Traffic Solutions programs  have historically been 

funded with a variety of funding sources including 

Federal CMAQ (Congestion Mitigation and Air 

Quality) and JARC (Job Access and Reverse 

Commute) funds, California State Rideshare funds, 

Measure D funds, and City of Santa Barbara 

Downtown Parking funds, with the majority of 

funding coming from CMAQ.  With the attainment 

of state and federal air quality standards in Santa 

Barbara County, CMAQ funds are no longer 

available to fund Traffic Solutions programs, 

leaving other sources such as Measure A as the 

primary funding sources. 

Funding for some of Traffic Solutions demand 

management programs has proven to be 

problematic and will rely on the renewal of 

Measure A. 

 

4.4.4 Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services 

Transportation Plan 

Transportation Connections, the Coordinated 

Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan 

for Santa Barbara County, was prepared to meet 

federal transportation planning requirements.  It 

helps coordinate and consolidate specialized 

transit services for elderly, handicapped, and 

transportation disadvantaged individuals and will 

be used by SBCAG to set priorities for certain 

federal transportation grant programs.  SBCAG 

adopted the Plan in 2007. 

 

 
 

This Plan provides an overview of available public, 

private, and non-profit transportation services.  It 

also summarizes the survey of nonprofit and social 

service agencies that assessed what type of 

transportation services are provided, who receives 

these services, and how much these services cost. 

 

The Plan discusses transit dependence in Santa 

Barbara County and examines demographic and 

economic factors relating to transportation in the 

region.  Unmet transit needs are summarized as 

they are identified in the annual unmet transit 

needs process held by SBCAG, input from the 

North County Transit Plan, the SBCAG 

Transportation Connections survey, and the 

regional workshops held in Summer 2007.  

 

Transportation Connections also contains goals 

and strategies and identifies project selection and 

ranking criteria for the JARC (Job Access and 

Reverse Commute) and New Freedom programs.  

This Plan emphasizes the importance of 

Consolidated Transportation Service Agencies, 

such as Easy Lift and SMOOTH, in transportation 

service coordination in the larger areas. 

 

The RTP and the Coordinated Public Transit-

Human Services Transportation Plan are internally 

consistent.  This RTP will rely on the project goals, 

strategies, and selection criteria in Transportation 

Connections in the review of applications for 

federal funding assistance and in addressing the 

coordination and the provision of social service 

transportation. 

 

4.4.5 Central Coast Intelligent Transportation 

Systems Implementation Plan 

SBCAG has been participating in a collaborative 

effort between Caltrans, the Metropolitan Planning 

Organizations (MPOs), the Federal Highway 

Administration (FHWA), Regional Transportation 

Planning Agencies (RTPAs) and public transit 

operators in Monterey, San Benito, San Luis 

Obispo, Santa Barbara, and Santa Cruz Counties 

on the promotion and deployment of Intelligent 

Transportation Systems (ITS) technologies on the 

Central California Coast.  ITS refers to the use of 

telecommunications technologies for 

transportation in the area of traveler information, 

e.g., highway changeable message signs, next bus 

arrival times, traffic signal synchronization 

systems, and vehicle locator devices, among other 

applications. 

 

Major contents of the Central Coast Intelligent 

Transportation Systems (CCITS) Implementation 

Plan that will be helpful to local agency project 

managers include: 

 An overview of existing and planned ITS 

projects in the Central Coast region 

 A ―road map‖ for ITS project development 

using FHWA‘s principles of systems 

engineering and the regional architecture 
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initiated independent bridge assessments to 

complement the Caltrans inspection reports.  Of 

the 175 bridges inspected by Caltrans countywide, 

currently 41 bridges have been shown to have a 

Sufficiency Rating of less than 80.0 and are 

determined Functionally Obsolete21 or Structurally 

Deficient22.  The 41 bridges are on an ―Eligible 

Bridge List‖ (EBL) for improvements under the 

Local Highway Bridge Program (HBP) federal bridge 

program, a safety program administered by 

Caltrans. 

 

HBP provides federal aid to local agencies to fund 

either 1) the replacement or rehabilitation of 

deficient locally-owned public highway bridges, or 

2) mandatory seismic retrofit projects on locally-

owned bridges.  Recently the Governor, the 

California Transportation Commission (CTC), and 

the Legislature have made the delivery of local 

seismic bridge projects (using Proposition 1B local 

bridge seismic funding and federal HBP funding) a 

top priority, which means the sharing of federal 

HBP funds between the local seismic and local 

rehabilitation/replacement projects will likely be 

                                                           
21 The functional obsolete designation is a design or 

configuration issue, not one of structural adequacy. The 

federal government will designate a bridge as 

―functionally obsolete‖ if the number of lanes on the 

bridge doesn‘t meet current standards, the vertical 

clearance above the bridge is restrictive, or the roadway 

alignment is not ideal. Additionally, a bridge may be 

designated functionally obsolete if it has a lower load 

capacity or water frequently overtops the bridge. There 

are just over 2,000 functionally obsolete bridges on the 

state highway system in California. Approximately 90% of 

these functionally obsolete bridges carry this designation 

because of narrow road widths and restrictive vertical 

clearances. 

 
22 The designation of structurally deficient does not 

mean a bridge is unsafe. Federal bridge inspection 

standards require bridge conditions to be assessed on a 

scale that ranges from 0 (low) to 9 (high). The federal 

government designates a bridge as ―structurally 

deficient‖ if the individual ratings for the deck condition, 

superstructure condition, substructure condition or 

culvert condition are rated a 4 or less. Additionally, a 

bridge can be classified as structurally deficient if it has 

a lower load carrying capacity or the waterway below the 

bridge frequently overtops the bridge. There are 1,620 

structurally deficient bridges on the state highway 

system with approximately 95% of the bridges 

designated as structurally deficient due to minor cracks 

in the concrete deck or the condition of the paint. The 

remaining 5% of the bridges may or may not warrant 

repairs depending on the nature of the problem. The 

need for repairs is evaluated by licensed engineers 

based on the condition assessment and/or analysis of 

the bridge.  

altered to provide a majority of funding for seismic 

projects.  This change in priority may delay critical 

non-seismic replacement projects in Santa 

Barbara County.  A local HBP committee made up 

of staff from Caltrans, the CTC, and local agencies 

are working out the details of how the change in 

prioritization would work. 

 

SBCAG does not have a role in the ongoing security 

of bridges in Santa Barbara County.  SBCAG will 

collaborate and coordinate as needed with other 

lead agencies to insure that assessment methods 

and security solutions meet the needs of the 

region. 

 

System Safety 

SBCAG works on many cooperative projects with 

other agencies to improve the safety of the 

transportation system.  SAFETEA-LU states: ―the 

metropolitan transportation plan should include a 

safety element that incorporates or summarizes 

the priorities, goals, countermeasures or projects 

for the Metropolitan Planning Area contained in the 

Strategic Highway Safety Plan.‖  The Strategic 

Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) addresses the safety 

of roadway users and specifically the need to 

reduce roadway related injuries.  There are no 

priorities, goals, countermeasures, or projects 

specifically for Santa Barbara County within the 

SHSP.  However, as stated in Policy 3, this RTP 

strives to ―maintain consistency with the State 

Strategic Highway Safety Plan.‖  Certain goals 

within this RTP support the overall goals of the 

SHSP: 

 Program Goal I1: Provide for a 

comprehensive, coordinated and balanced 

multi-modal transportation system that is 

safe…‖ 

 Program Goal II2: Preserve and maintain 

the existing transportation system, 

emphasizing safety…‖ 

 Mode-specific Goal 21: Promote the 

maintenance and enhancement of the 

roadway system, emphasizing safety…‖ 

 

State enhanced enforcement programs are used 

by CHP to reduce accidents on local roads and 

implement many of the measures in the SHSP.  

The SBCAG countywide call box program and 

Freeway Service Patrol in the South Coast US 101 

corridor address vehicle breakdowns and serve to 

speed the reporting of accidents to assure timely 

response by emergency personnel. 
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SBCAG works closely with Caltrans, the CHP, and 

other agencies on a number of cooperative 

projects addressing safety:  

 The SR 166 Task force was created after 

accident history on this state highway 

indicated that statewide thresholds were 

exceeded.  SBCAG, CHP, Caltrans, and 

SLOCOG meet at least twice a year, and 

more frequently when needed, to identify 

problem areas and secure funding for 

safety and operational improvements. 

 SBCAG works with public agencies and 

advocacy groups to identify programs and 

projects to reduce suicides off Cold Spring 

Bridge on SR 154 near San Marcos Pass.  

Caltrans is planning to erect a barrier on 

the bridge and SBCAG is evaluating 

placing special suicide prevention call 

boxes at both ends of the bridge. 

 SBCAG works with public agencies to 

address safe routes to schools, primarily 

oriented toward walking and bicycling 

modes of travel. 

 The SBCAG/CCITS Implementation Plan 

referred to above will improve the 

information flow to the traveling public to 

assist their decision-making under times 

of accidents, severe weather, or other 

situations that impact mobility and safety. 

 SHOPP--State Highway Operations and 

Protection Program—contains projects to 

address priority safety issues.  Caltrans, as 

owner-operator of the State Highway 

System, gives its highest priority for 

SHOPP program funds to safety 

improvement projects.  In the last few 

years in Santa Barbara County, SHOPP 

resources have been directed at adding 

median barriers on state highways.  

SHOPP receives high priority programming 

in the SBCAG FTIP.  Caltrans also solicits 

input on SHOPP projects from local 

agencies on TTAC. 

 

In conclusion, SBCAG will work with various 

agencies to improve the safety of the 

transportation system in the County. 

 

4.4.7 Airport Ground Access Improvement Program 

Senate Bill 2487, enacted in 1991, requires the 

inclusion of an airport ground access improvement 

program in the RTP that addresses ground access 

issues of the State's primary airports.  In Santa 

Barbara County, the primary airports (e.g., those 

with more than 10,000 enplanements a year) are 

the Santa Barbara Municipal Airport and the Santa 

Maria Public Airport.  The goal of legislation is to 

encourage the development of strategies to 

improve ground access to airports.  The 

improvements include the development and 

extension of mass transit systems, and widening or 

extensions of major arterials or highways. 

 

Each of the primary airports in Santa Barbara 

County is served by transit systems; the Santa 

Barbara Municipal Airport is served by SBMTD and 

the Santa Maria Public Airport is served by SMAT.  

 

The RTP Ground Access Improvement Program 

includes the following ground access 

improvements: 

 

Santa Barbara Municipal Airport 

Program Projects: 

 Eckwill/Fowler road extensions 

 

Santa Maria Public Airport 

Program Projects: 

 Extend Union Valley Parkway from 

Hummel Drive to Blosser 

 Route 101/Union Valley Parkway - 

construct interchange 

Plan Projects: 

 Route 135/Union Valley Parkway (UVP) - 

construct new interchange 

 Construct frontage road from Skyway Drive 

to Foster Road 

 

4.4.8 Goods Movement Program 

Many of the highway, rail, and aviation projects 

included in the RTP will facilitate the movement of 

goods.  These projects include infrastructure 

improvements, construction of additional 

infrastructure, and operational improvements for 

greater efficiency.  Thus, implementation of the 

RTP will enhance the efficiency of goods 

movement within Santa Barbara County. 
 

Several of the programmed or planned road 

projects shown in the plan project list will facilitate 

on-road freight movement within the County by 

adding capacity and, in some cases, by reducing 

conflicts between agricultural vehicles and other 

traffic.  These projects include: 

 

 Route 101 widening projects, north and 

south 

 Widening of the Arroyo Quemada Canyon 

Bridge on Route 101 
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 Channelization, shoulder, and bank curve 

improvements along Route 166 

 Union Valley Parkway extensions to 

provide an additional east-west route, as 

well as improved access to Santa Maria 

Airport 

 SR 246 passing lanes, Lompoc to 

Buellton, and 

 Route 166 operational improvements 

 

The rail siding on the Union Pacific line between 

Los Carneros and Storke Road in Goleta and new 

planned rail sidings in the South Coast and North 

County will improve the infrastructure for both 

goods movement and passenger service by 

reducing conflicting train movements.  In addition, 

local agencies have expressed interest in 

encouraging greater utilization of the existing rail 

freight facilities of the Santa Maria Valley Railroad 

for freight movement between Santa Maria and 

Guadalupe.  Perhaps greater utilization of these 

facilities would assist efforts to reduce roadway 

freight traffic on Main Street (SR 166) in Santa 

Maria.  If such issues become a priority, future 

improvements to rail freight infrastructure in the 

area may be warranted. 

 

At the Santa Maria Airport, a new air cargo facility, 

access road, building, and aircraft parking apron 

are planned.  Other aviation projects will improve 

the infrastructure for airfreight as well as for 

passenger service. 

 

4.4.9 Environmental Mitigation Program 

New SAFETEA-LU planning requirements indicate 

RTPs must include a discussion of potential 

environmental mitigation activities along with 

potential sites to carry out these activities.  The 

discussion shall be developed in consultation with 

Federal, State, and Tribal land management, 

wildlife, and regulatory agencies.  To reflect this 

new SAFETEA-LU requirement, the EIR consultant 

contract was amended to include the following 

additional task: Prepare an environmental 

mitigation strategy based on the issues identified 

in the EIR that can be incorporated into the RTP.  

The strategy is below. 

 

Environmental Mitigation Strategy 

As a regional planning document, the RTP, and its 

associated EIR, allow for early consideration of 

broad mitigation strategies. The EIR serves as the 

first tier of environmental review for identified 

transportation improvement projects.  It 

programmatically evaluates the environmental 

impacts of the 2008 RTP. and serves as the first 

tier of environmental review for identified 

transportation improvement projects.  Based on a 

review of the proposed 2008 RTP Capital 

Improvement Program, tThe EIR identified several 

potential environmental impacts that require 

implementation of mitigation measures to reduce 

impacts below threshold levels.  The mitigation 

measures identified in the EIR programmatically 

apply to individual transportation projects based 

on a review of general project parameters and 

locations.  Transportation project sponsors are 

responsible for more in-depth project-level 

environmental analysis and mitigation.  However, 

where applicable, the RTP can provide a 

framework for mitigation at a regional or 

watershed level.       

 

An important mitigation strategy, particularly for 

large projects, is compensatory, off-site mitigation.  

Early consultation with resource agencies provides 

the opportunity to match transportation project 

mitigation efforts with conservation goals.  A 

valuable regional approach is to identify and 

acquire, in coordination with resource agencies 

and local jurisdictions, resource conservation 

areas as a ―bank‖ for off-site mitigation of RTP 

transportation projects.  The areas would then be 

available for purchase or dedication by 

transportation project sponsors.  This strategy for 

project-level mitigation for RTP transportation 

projects would promote conservation at a regional 

or watershed level.  SBCAG should explore 

opportunities to develop such a strategy with 

member agencies, project sponsors, and resource 

agencies.  This effort may include working with 

groups such as Project Clean Water23 to look at 

projects, mitigation, and conservation at a 

watershed level.  Different resource agencies rank 

conservation priorities differently, so participation 

by multiple agencies would ensure the most 

thoughtful consideration of regional priorities.  

                                                           
23  ―At the direction of the Santa Barbara County Board 

of Supervisors, Project Clean Water was established in 

1998 to identify and implement solutions to creek and 

ocean water pollution. The two principal County 

departments charged with these tasks were the Public 

Works Department, via the Water Agency, and the Public 

Health Department, via Environmental Health Services. 

The County is joined in this effort by the cities of Santa 

Barbara County and members of groups such as the 

Urban Creeks Council, the Audubon Society, the 

Surfrider Foundation, Heal the Ocean, CURE, Santa 

Barbara Channelkeeper, Coalition of Labor, Agriculture & 

Business and the Community Environmental Council, as 

well as many community members.‖ 

www.sbprojectcleanwater.org/project_clean_water.html 
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Unfortunately, SBCAG currently has no funds that 

can be used to acquire lands for this purpose. 

 

As mentioned, Oonce project designs for the 

transportation are completed, the jurisdiction in 

which a particular project is located will be 

responsible for applying specific measures and 

monitoring their implementation.  Appendix F of 

the EIR contains a Mitigation Monitoring and 

Reporting Program (MMRP) that is intended to 

ensure that the mitigation measures identified in 

the EIR are effectively implemented by the 

applicable jurisdictions.  For each required 

mitigation measure, the MMRP identifies the 

specific action or actions required, when 

monitoring of the measure is required, how often 

implementation of the measure should occur, and 

the entity responsible for monitoring 

implementation.  Mitigation measures may involve 

separate layers of review by different jurisdictions 

that apply to different stages of project design and 

implementation.  Accordingly, the applicable 

jurisdictions with projects contained in the 2008 

RTP Capital Improvement Program are encouraged 

to adopt the MMRP or an adaptation of it specific 

to its independent discretion and/or special 

expertise [CEQA Guidelines Section 15097(d)].   

 

Also as mentioned, Ffurther project-level 

environmental review of transportation projects 

conducted by local jurisdictions will more precisely 

quantify impacts and specify mitigation measures 

based on project-level design details and site-

specific review.  For example, the 2008 RTP EIR 

programmatically identified potential impacts of 

transportation improvements on sensitive habitats.  

The EIR requires the local jurisdiction in which an 

RTP project with potentially significant long-term 

effects to biological resources is located to assure 

that project-specific environmental reviews 

consider specific mitigation measures and/or 

alternative alignments that avoid or minimize 

impacts to biological resources. With future 

project-level environmental review based upon 

specific project designs, local jurisdictions will 

quantify the amount of disturbance of riparian 

and/or wetland habitat affected by transportation 

projects that cross a waterway.  Based on the 

amount of disturbance identified at that time, the 

local jurisdiction will continue coordinateion with 

applicable resource protection agencies to 

determine the most appropriate amount, type, and 

location of habitat restoration areas to offset the 

identified impact.  Resource agencies such as the 

California Department of Fish and Game and U.S. 

Fish and Wildlife Service maintain guidelines that 

encourage habitat restoration areas to be located 

near the area of identified impact.   

 

RTP Capital Improvement Projects that involve 

relatively large amounts of ground disturbance, 

such as new roads, road widenings and 

extensions, may result in environmental impacts 

related to aesthetics, biological resources, cultural 

resources, land use conflicts, and noise.  

Accordingly, the local jurisdictions in which such 

projects are located would be required to 

implement and monitor several mitigation 

measures to reduce these impacts below threshold 

levels.   The environmental mitigation approach for 

such projects would include the following: 

 

Aesthetics 

According to the EIR: ―Development of proposed 

roadway projects would contribute to the alteration 

of the county‘s character from a rural (or semi-

rural) to a somewhat more suburban condition.  

This is considered Class I, significant and 

unavoidable impact.‖  This aesthetics impact is 

one of only three impacts the EIR identifies as 

potentially significant and unavoidable. 

 

Where a particular RTP improvement affects 

adjacent landforms, the local jurisdiction in which 

the project is located shall ensure that 

recontouring provides a smooth and gradual 

transition between modified landforms and 

existing grade. The local jurisdiction shall ensure 

that associated landscape materials enhance 

landform variation, provide erosion control and 

blend with the natural setting.  The local 

jurisdiction shall also ensure that a project in a 

scenic view corridor will have the minimum 

possible impact, consistent with project goals, 

upon foliage, existing landscape architecture and 

natural scenic views. Roadway extensions and 

widenings shall avoid the removal of existing 

mature trees to the extent possible. Any trees lost 

shall be replaced at a minimum 1:1 basis and 

incorporated into the landscaping design for the 

roadway (note: the oak tree replacement rate may 

be higher than 1:1 in some jurisdictions, including 

the County of Santa Barbara). 

 

These requirements can be accomplished through 

the placement of conditions on the project by the 

local jurisdiction during individual environmental 

review and by ensuring that specific design 

considerations to achieve the mitigation are 

enacted at each stage of design by the lead 

agency, local jurisdictions, and SBCAG personnel. 

 

Biological Resources 
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According to the EIR: ―Some proposed 

transportation projects could permanently alter 

natural habitat areas and wildlife corridors.  

Impacts of many individual projects can likely be 

mitigated to a less than significant level.  However, 

because the feasibility of mitigation cannot be 

determined at this time, the cumulative effect of 

RTP implementation is considered Class I, 

significant and unavoidable.‖  This biological 

impact is one of only three impacts the EIR 

identifies as potentially significant and 

unavoidable.   

 

The local jurisdiction in which an RTP project with 

potentially significant long-term effects to 

biological resources is located shall assure that 

project-specific environmental reviews consider 

specific mitigation measures and/or alternative 

alignments that avoid or minimize impacts to 

biological resources. 

 

Again, a regional strategy for ―banking‖ off-site 

biological resource conservation areas in 

preparation to mitigate adverse impacts on 

biological resources, including sensitive habitats 

and species would make project-level 

environmental mitigation more efficient and 

effective.  As feasible, off-site mitigation should 

consist of the conservation of identified lands 

within the same watershed as the proposed 

project.  The involved agencies (project sponsors, 

member agencies, resource protection agencies, 

local conservation organizations, and SBCAG) 

would coordinate to develop a system for 

prioritizing the acquisition of conservation areas 

based on such factors as habitat quality, 

biodiversity, and connectivity.  Wildlife connectivity 

is discussed in more detail below, in the section on 

Strategic Habitat Preservation. 

 

Cultural Resources 

Local jurisdictions shall ensure that mitigation for 

potential impacts to significant cultural resources 

includes one or more of the following: 

• Realignment of the project right-of-way 

(avoidance; the most preferable method); 

• Capping of the site and leaving it undisturbed; 

• Addressing structural remains with respect to 

National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) 

guidelines (Phase III studies); 

• Relocating structures per NRHP guidelines; 

• Creation of interpretative facilities; and/or 

• Development of measures to prevent 

vandalism. 

 

This can be accomplished through placement of 

conditions on the project by the local jurisdiction 

during individual environmental review. 

 

Again, developing a ―bank‖ of cultural resource 

conservation areas available for purchase or 

dedication to offset adverse impacts on cultural 

resources would allow for early, regional mitigation.  

The participating agencies would coordinate to 

develop a system for prioritizing the acquisition of 

conservation areas based on such factors as 

resource associations and integrity.   

 

Land Use 

Setbacks, fences, or other appropriate means shall 

be used to separate transportation facilities with 

the potential to generate land use conflicts from 

adjacent sensitive land uses. Roadways shall be 

designed to minimize potential impacts to 

pedestrians and bicyclists, particularly those living 

in adjacent residential areas, or attending nearby 

schools. Adequate striping, signs and signalization 

shall be installed to slow traffic where appropriate, 

and to reduce safety and noise impacts.  When 

new roadway extensions are planned, the local 

jurisdiction in which the RTP project is located shall 

assure that project-specific environmental reviews 

consider alternative alignments that reduce or 

avoid impacts to agricultural lands.  The 

jurisdiction through which the proposed impacting 

roadway traverses would be responsible for 

implementing this measure, which may in part be 

based on project-specific noise and safety studies 

required by the local agency. 

 

The land use impact on agriculture is the third and 

final impact that may be signification and 

unavoidable: ―Some RTP projects could convert 

agricultural lands to transportation infrastructure.  

Although the actual level of impact fro individual 

projects is not known at this time, the overall 

impact to agriculture is assumed to be Class I, 

significant and unavoidable.‖  The regional 

strategy to conserve areas early could also apply to 

agricultural resources, with prioritization based on 

such factors as soil quality and existing agricultural 

production.   

 

The map below shows important farmland in the 

County as identified by the California Department 

of Conservation Division of Land Resource 

Protection‘s Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 

Program (FMMP), 2006.  FMMP classifies eight 

different land types: prime farmland (67,223 

acres), farmland of statewide importance (12,242 

acres), unique farmland (34,438 acres), farmland 

of local importance (20,095 acres), grazing land 
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(584,449 acres), urban and built up land (62,215 

acres), other land (254,962 acres), and water 

(4,191 acres).  (Note that the mountainous area 

between the southwestern part of the County and 

the Cuyama Valley is not included in the inventory.)  

Since 1984, the County has gained 6,155 acres of 

important farmland (includes prime farmland, 

farmland of statewide importance, unique 

farmland, and farmland of local importance).  It 

has also gained urban and built up land, and other 

land.  The County has lost, however, 17,246 acres 

of grazing land.  

 

The maps at the end of this chapter overlay RTP 

projects with prime farmland24, farmland of 

statewide importance25, and unique farmland26.  

 

                                                           
24 ―Prime farmland has the best combination of physical 

and chemical features able to sustain long-term 

agricultural production. This land has the soil quality, 

growing season, and moisture supply needed to produce 

sustained high yields. Land must have been used for 

irrigated agricultural production at some time during the 

four years prior to the mapping date.‖ 

(ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/FMMP/pdf/2006/sba

06.pdf)  
25 ―Farmland of statewide importance is similar to prime 

farmland but with minor shortcomings, such as greater 

slopes or less ability to store soil moisture. Land must 

have been used for irrigated agricultural production at 

some time during the four years prior to the mapping 

date.‖ 

(ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/FMMP/pdf/2006/sba

06.pdf) 
26 ―Unique farmland consists of lesser quality soils used 

for the production of the state's leading agricultural 

crops. This land is usually irrigated, but may include 

nonirrigated orchards or vineyards as found in some 

climatic zones in California. Land must have been 

cropped at some time during the four years prior to the 

mapping date.‖ 

(ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/FMMP/pdf/2006/sba

06.pdf) 
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Source: Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, Division of Land Resource Protection, California Department of Conservation (2006) 

Map 4.2: Important Farmland, Santa Barbara County 
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Noise 

Various sound attenuation techniques shall be 

considered where new or expanded roadways are 

found to expose receptors to noise exceeding 

normally acceptable levels. The preferred methods 

for mitigating noise impacts will be the use of 

appropriate setbacks and sound attenuating 

building design, including retrofit of existing 

structures with sound attenuating building 

materials where feasible. In instances where use 

of these techniques is not feasible, the use of 

sound barriers (earthen berms, sound walls, or 

some combination of the two) will be considered. 

Determination of appropriate noise attenuation 

measures will be assessed on a case-by-case basis 

during a project‘s individual environmental review 

pursuant to the regulations of the applicable 

agency. 

 

The accompanying EIR examines the 

environmental impacts of the projects in this RTP 

and develops mitigation strategies more 

thoroughly.  The EIR also includes a discussion of 

greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, despite the fact 

that there are no formally established thresholds 

for evaluating project-level GHG emissions.  Figure 

4.2 shows that implementing all program and plan 

projects would result in lower on-road mobile 

source carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions than not 

implementing any projects.  This reduction occurs 

because the projects in the RTP reduce 

congestion, allowing vehicles to travel more 

efficiently and limiting the time they spend on 

roadways emitting CO2. 

 

 

 
Figure 4.2: Comparison of On-Road Mobile Source Carbon Dioxide Emissions 

 

 

Consultation 

SAFETEA-LU also requires metropolitan planning 

organizations to consult with State and local 

agencies responsible for land use management, 

natural resources, environmental protection, 

conservation, and historic preservation during the 

development of the RTP. 

 

At the beginning of the RTP Update process, 

Caltrans provided SBCAG with a list of agencies it 

should contact.  SBCAG contacted these agencies, 
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but the only agency interested in providing input 

was the US Fish and Wildlife Service.  SBCAG and 

Caltrans staff met with staff from the US Fish and 

Wildlife Service, who expressed concern about 

wildlife corridors.          

 

In addition, the EIR consultant contract was 

amended to include the following additional task: 

Perform and document consultation with resource 

agencies such as California Department of Fish 

and Game and Office of Historic Preservation.  

Consultation with such agencies helps identify, 

early in the process, potential environmental 

mitigation activities and potential areas in which to 

carry them out.   

 

SAFETEA-LU also states the consultation shall 

involve, as appropriate, comparison of the RTP 

with conservation plans or maps and inventories of 

natural and historic resources.  Comparison with 

plans and maps allows for visualization of 

mitigation opportunities.  In addition to the maps 

from the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 

Program shown above and at the end of the 

chapter, the next section includes maps from (and 

discussion about) the Conception Coast Project‘s 

Regional Conservation Guide, including overlay 

with some major RTP projects.  The Office of 

Historic Preservation provides the National 

Register of Historic Places Listings, California 

Historical Landmarks, and California Points of 

Historical Interest lists for Santa Barbara County.  

In the areas of habitat and sensitive species, the 

California Department of Fish and Game provides 

documents such as Riparian and Wetland 

Habitats, Endangered and Threatened Animals of 

California, and Special Plants List.   

 

As requested, the EIR preparers also actively 

consulted with the appropriate agencies and 

compared the RTP with the agencies‘ conservation 

plans/maps and inventories of natural and historic 

resources.  See the EIR for explicit documentation 

of the agencies consulted. 

 

Habitat preservation, a particularly important issue 

in the County, is also addressed below. 

 

Strategic Habitat Preservation 

Habitat preservation, a particularly important issue 

in the County, is addressed in more detail in this 

section.  The two main steps in understanding the 

County‘s natural resources are 1) identifying 

important biological habitats and 2) identifying 

sensitive species that occur in these habitats.  

Federal, state, and local agencies protect both 

habitats and species.  Table 4.4 lists existing 

habitat preservation projects.  (A regional advance 

mitigation strategy could link the projects in Table 

4.4 and other preservation projects with impact 

mitigation for transportation projects.) 

 

The County has a wide diversity of habitats, 

including chaparral, oak woodlands, wetlands, and 

beach dunes.  The characteristics of these habitats 

are described in the Biology section of the EIR.  

Various organizations and agencies have 

developed analogue and digital maps of habitats in 

the County, which agencies can compare to maps 

of RTP projects to determine the most appropriate 

areas for mitigation, ideally in a regional, not 

piecemeal, fashion.  ; the characteristics of these 

habitats are described in the Biology section of the 

EIR. 

 

 

Table 4.4: Existing Habitat Preservation Projects 

PROJECT NAME PROJECT PURPOSE 

(STRATEGY) 

PROJECT 

LOCATION 

PROTECTION 

MECHANISMS 

OWNERSHIP 

Sedgwick Reserve Habitat 

Preservation 

Santa Ynez Valley 1) Conservation Easement  

2) UC Natural Reserve 

UCSB 

Arroyo Hondo 

Preserve 

Natural and 

Historic Preserve 

Gaviota Coast  Ownership Land Trust for Santa 

Barbara County 

Carpinteria Salt 

Marsh 

Natural Preserve City of Carpinteria Ownership Land Trust for Santa 

Barbara County,  

City of Carpinteria 

Carpinteria Bluffs Open Space 

Preservation 

City of Carpinteria 1) City Ownership  

2) Land Trust Conservation 

Easement 

City of Carpinteria 

Coronado Butterfly 

Preserve 

Protected Open 

Space for Monarch 

Butterfly 

City of Goleta Ownership Land Trust for Santa 

Barbara County 
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PROJECT NAME PROJECT PURPOSE 

(STRATEGY) 

PROJECT 

LOCATION 

PROTECTION 

MECHANISMS 

OWNERSHIP 

Agricultural 

Easements 

Retain agricultural 

operations 

12 easements 

throughout County 

Conservation Easement Land Trust for Santa 

Barbara County 

Open Space 

Preserves 

Habitat 

Preservation 

7 locations 

throughout County 

Conservation Easement Land Trust for Santa 

Barbara County 

El Capitan Ranch Habitat 

Preservation 

Gaviota Coast  Deeded to State Parks Trust for Public Land, 

State Parks 

Preserve at San 

Marcos 

Open Space 

Preservation 

SR 154 and 

Foothill 

Conservation Easement Trust for Public Land 

Douglas Family 

Preserve 

Open Space 

Preservation 

City of Santa 

Barbara 

Ownership City of Santa Barbara 

 

 

In addition, the Conception Coast Project (CCP) 

created a Regional Conservation Guide (RCG), 

which identifies critical areas for conservation.  The 

grant-funded project covers the entire Santa 

Barbara County area as well as southern San Luis 

Obispo and northern Ventura County.  The CCP 

gathered and synthesized over 30 ecological data 

types including sensitive species, wildlife habitat, 

ecological subregions, and farmland types.  The 

RCG synthesizes this information with land use 

data such as a development footprint, a digital 

elevation model, land management status, and a 

trend model predicting urban outgrowth.  The RCG 

aids regional planning by providing the data 

necessary for making efficient and informed 

decisions to protect natural areas.  The map below 

shows large wildlife linkages as identified by the 

RCG‘s methodology, along with locations of some 

of the RTP‘s projects that could impact wildlife 

connectivity.  Comparison of the RTP with 

conservation plans and maps such as that shown 

below will aid SBCAG‘s environmental mitigation 

strategy.  
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Map 4.3: Large Wildlife Linkages and Selected RTP Projects 
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Map 4.4: The Regional Conservation Guide's Estimated Conservation Priorities 
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Map 4.4 above shows conservation priorities as 

identified by the RCG‘s methodology.  Again, these 

priorities may differ by agency; broad involvement 

in a regional mitigation strategy is important.   

 

A significant part of our region‘s quality of life 

depends upon our environmental health, and 

protecting our natural resources is important for 

today‘s residents and future generations.  

 

SAFETEA-LU also requires metropolitan planning 

organizations to consult with State and local 

agencies responsible for land use management, 

natural resources, environmental protection, 

conservation, and historic preservation during the 

development of the RTP. 

 

  

To reflect this new SAFETEA-LU requirement, the 

EIR consultant contract was amended to include 

the following additional task: Perform and 

document consultation with resource agencies 

such as California Department of Fish and Game 

and Office of Historic Preservation.  Consultation 

with such agencies helps identify potential 

environmental mitigation activities and potential 

areas in which to carry them out.  For example, the 

National Register of Historic Places Listings, 

California Historical Landmarks, and California 

Points of Historical Interest lists for Santa Barbara 

County were all obtained through the Office of 

Historic Preservation.  In the areas of habitat and 

sensitive species, the California Department of 

Fish and Game provides documents such as 

Riparian and Wetland Habitats, Endangered and 

Threatened Animals of California, and Special 

Plants List.  The EIR preparers will actively consult 

with the appropriate agencies and compare the 

RTP with the agencies‘ conservation plans/maps 

and inventories of natural and historic resources.  

The preparers will also explicitly document the 

agencies consulted. 

 

4.4.10 Regional Blueprint Planning 

The San Luis Obispo Council of Governments 

(SLOCOG) received a Blueprint Planning Grant from 

the state in FY 2005-06 to undertake a vision 

planning process.  This process, called Community 

2050, involves the community in envisioning the 

region‘s future and evaluating the effects of 

alternate land use policies and growth scenarios 

on the regional transportation system.  Because of 

the connections between southern San Luis 

Obispo County and northern Santa Barbara County, 

SLOCOG invited SBCAG to participate in its 

Blueprint Planning Program.  The agencies jointly 

applied for State Blueprint Grant Funds for a pilot 

study of the Santa Maria Valley in conjunction with 

the SLOCOG Community 2050 Program. 

 

The grant funds will help build the base of 

information from which to make transportation and 

land use decisions.  They will allow the region to 

develop GIS capability and address topical issues 

of local interest such as the potential to expand 

urban areas in an environment that strives to 

retain agricultural viability.  In addition, SBCAG can 

use the information to refine its countywide growth 

forecast.  The program allows local agencies to 

maintain control of local land use planning. 

 

The work will be developed under the leadership of 

a technical committee composed of staff from the 

Planning Departments of the cities of Santa Maria 

and Guadalupe, SBCAG, SLOCOG, and the Planning 

Division within the County of Santa Barbara, 

Administrative Office.  In addition, a policy 

committee composed of elected officials from the 

same agencies will provide policy direction to 

ensure the program is responsive to local 

concerns. 

 

4.5 2008 RTP CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

The program and plan projects (see Appendix D) 

make up the RTP Capital Improvement Program 

(CIP).27 Only regionally significant projects are 

included; table 4.5 delineates the basic criteria for 

regional significance. These criteria are general 

guidelines; projects are evaluated on an individual 

basis. 

 

These program (mostly short-term) and plan 

(mostly long-term) projects will work to integrate 

the County‘s multimodal transportation system to 

enhance the safe and efficient transportation of 

people and goods.  The projects will address 

current and future transportation demand.   

 

Appendix D provides detailed information on 

project location, description, timing, and costs.  

Each project listing includes a purpose/strategy 

that indicates the need the project will address.  To 

the extent possible, program and plan projects are 

also portrayed on Map 4.5 through Map 4.12.  

Some projects are not suitable for mapping, e.g., 

bus replacements, and are therefore only 

summarized in the narrative description. 

 

                                                           
27 The program and plan lists also constitute the 

financially constrained list of projects. 
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The first four project maps identify—by region—

road, bikeway, transit facility system, and ITS CIP 

projects that have already been programmed but 

are not yet constructed.  The latter four project 

maps identify the project location and description 

of the 2008 RTP‘s planned but as yet un-

programmed CIP projects. 

 

The 2008 RTP program project list relies heavily on 

the projects already programmed for funding within 

the 2008 Regional Transportation Improvement 

Program (RTIP), which was adopted to enable the 

region to access funds programmed in the State 

Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), and 

the 2009 Draft Federal Transportation 

Improvement Program (FTIP). 

 

 

4.5.1 Roadway and Bikeway System 

State Highway System 

Caltrans is the owner-operator of the state highway 

system. SBCAG and Caltrans work together to 

identify deficiencies of the system, establish 

priorities and work to secure funding to meet the 

greatest needs. Caltrans identifies needs and 

deficiencies in several ways: System Plans (such 

as Route or Transportation Concept Reports, 

Corridor System Management Plans, the 

Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan), the 

10-Year SHOPP, and identification of unmet needs. 

 

The purpose of the SHOPP is to maintain and 

preserve the investment in the California State 

highway system and its supporting infrastructure. 

Capital improvements programmed in the SHOPP 

are limited to maintenance, safety, and 

rehabilitation of the transportation infrastructure 

that does not expand system capacity. The highest 

priority for programming in the SHOPP is safety. 

Caltrans nominates projects to be funded with 

SHOPP funds. 

 

The state‘s commitment to build projects is 

supported by the adoption of the STIP by the CTC. 

The allocation of the STIP (comprised of 75% RTIP 

and 25% ITIP) is a joint venture with the regional 

transportation planning agencies. SBCAG, in 

coordination with Caltrans, establishes priorities 

and nominates projects to receive its share of the 

STIP (RTIP) and Caltrans nominates projects to 

compete statewide for the ITIP. 

 

For programming, the CTC relies heavily on 

projects listed in the RTP; therefore, the 

partnership of Caltrans and SBCAG together with 

its member jurisdictions (cities and counties) is 

critical for promoting the safe and efficient 

operation and management of an integrated multi-

modal transportation system. 

The state system CIP list—the RTP‘s program and 

plan projects on the state roadway system—is 

consistent with Caltrans District 5 Transportation 

Concept Reports, the Ten Year State Highway 

Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP), and 

the Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan. 

Transportation Concept Reports are planning 

documents that express Caltrans District 5's 

judgment of what the characteristics of a particular 

state highway should be to respond to the 

projected travel demand over a 20-year planning 

period.  The Ten Year SHOPP targets safety, minor 

operational improvements, and ITS projects to 

improve the operations and safety of the state 

highway system.  The Interregional Transportation 

Strategic Plan is a statewide document that 

defines the interregional system and presents 

Caltrans' vision to improve interregional mobility 

for people and goods using that system. This 

strategy document communicates where Caltrans 

will focus its ongoing short and long range system 

planning efforts for the state highway, interregional 

road, and intercity rail systems.    

 

The most recent addition to the State's system 

planning process is the Corridor System 

Management Plan (CSMP).  The CSMP is an 

operational strategic plan to most efficiently and 

effectively improve mobility in a transportation 

corridor.  A CSMP is required for all Corridor 

Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) corridors 

and ultimately will include all major parallel routes 

and intercity rail and bus services, transit services, 

and non-motorized transportation.  The CSMP is a 

planning tool for managing transportation corridors 

for highest mobility outcomes across all 

jurisdictions and modes. 

 

The state's commitment to build a project is 

indicated by the project's inclusion in the 

Interregional Improvement Program (IIP) portion of 

the STIP. The IIP is consistent with the goals and 

strategies as set forth in the Interregional 

Transportation Strategic Plan.  The STIP, which lists 

the program of projects adopted by the California 

Transportation Commission for implementation in 

the succeeding four-year period, is prepared and 

adopted by the state biennially. 

 

In addition to the projects already programmed in 

the STIP, the RTP‘s state system CIP list includes 

projects that were identified as needed in the FTIP, 

the Congestion Management Program, and the 

modeling effort for the 2008 RTP.  The state 
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system CIP also includes projects identified by the 

local jurisdictions as needed on the state system 

to improve circulation locally. 

 

Local System 

Roadway projects listed for the jurisdictions within 

the County include needed improvements 

submitted by local agencies based on information 

in local jurisdictions‘ Community Plans and 

Circulation Elements, EIR documents, and SBCAG 

corridor studies. Appendix D also includes 

regionally significant projects included in the local 

agencies‘ CIPs, but only those local roadway 

projects that meet the adopted criteria for regional 

significance. The project lists are consistent with 

the FTIP and the 2003 CMP/CMS. Local road 

projects for the cities within the County are listed 

by city jurisdiction.  Bicycle facility construction or 

improvement projects that help implement 

SBCAG's draft 2008 Regional Bikeway Plan and 

the local agency Bikeway Elements are also 

included in the lists. Some projects are 

incorporated into the roadway system project lists 

because they are Class II facilities on the street 

system. 

 

4.5.2 Pedestrian Travel 

Walking is a viable travel mode and necessary to 

connect pedestrians from their autos, buses, 

bicycles or other forms of travel to their ultimate 

destination.  Mild weather, coupled with safely 

designed and ADA accessible sidewalks and paths, 

can make walking an enjoyable activity.  Walking 

also promotes better health.  Sidewalks separate 

the pedestrian from automobile traffic and are 

common in urban areas, and less available in rural 

communities.  Sidewalks can serve to connect 

areas now separated, whether they are from the 

large parking lot at the Mall to the retail store or 

from the residential subdivision to the local school.  

Safe routes are needed in both situations. 

 

Developing a pedestrian friendly environment 

requires design around the needs of the 

pedestrian—providing connections, removing 

barriers, and insuring accessibility for all.  Many 

local agencies are updating their local downtown 

plans or implementing sidewalk reconstruction 

programs to encourage pedestrian use.  For 

example, the City of Santa Maria is updating its 

downtown Specific Plan for the Broadway and Main 

Street area, Lompoc and Goleta are revitalizing 

their ―Old Town‖ areas, and the City of Santa 

Barbara is undergoing significant sidewalk 

reconstruction in its downtown area.  The Safe 

Routes to Schools Program has also directed 

attention at improving the safety of pedestrian and 

bicycle movements of small children on their way 

to and from school. 

 

In addition, the ADA and Section 504 of the 

Rehabilitation Act of 1973 require each State and 

local government with 50 or more employees to 

develop a Transition Plan addressing self-identified 

deficiencies in meeting ADA requirements in 

services, policies, and practices.  The Plan must 

include a schedule for providing access features 

such as curb ramps for walkways.  The Transition 

Plan is to be updated periodically.  Non-compliance 

with the requirement for a Transition Plan could 

jeopardize an agency‘s eligibility for federal-aid 

funds in the future. TTAC members have reported 

that most local agencies in Santa Barbara County 

have prepared or are updating this plan, which 

addresses transportation facilities including 

sidewalks, intersections, bus stops, and public 

buildings, among other features. 

 

The City of Santa Barbara has used TEA and other 

sources of funding for sidewalk projects.  It is the 

only agency in the county that has used a federal 

program for a sidewalk project.  A few sidewalk 

projects are located in the RTP project list.  

However, the primary allocation of regional 

resources for pedestrian projects will be for 

pedestrian access within and between major 

regional intermodal facilities. 

 

The RTP recognizes the need for the California 

Coastal Trail, as prescribed by AB 1396, in the 

coastal areas of Santa Barbara County.  SBCAG will 

coordinate with appropriate agencies for the 

development of the California Coastal Trail. 

 

4.5.3 Transit 

Transit improvements meeting the criteria for 

regional significance have been incorporated from 

the 101 In Motion project, the North County Transit 

Plan, and the Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit 

District, Santa Maria, Lompoc, and Santa Ynez 

Valley Short Range Transit Plans (SRTPs). 

 

The CIP includes some transit facility capital 

improvement projects; however, most of the 

program and plan transit projects, listed by transit 

operator, consist of bus replacement and bus 

acquisition in anticipation of long-term increases in 

service demand.  For every transit operator, bus 

acquisition for bus replacement occurs with the 

purchase of one to four vehicles, dependent on 

size of bus fleet, every three to four years 

throughout the planning period.  Significant 
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Map 4.13: Important Farmland and State Highway and Regional Transit Program Projects 
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Map 4.14: Important Farmland and Santa Maria Valley Program Projects 
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Map 4.15: Important Farmland and Lompoc Valley and Santa Ynez Valley Program Projects 
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Map 4.16: Important Farmland and South Coast Program Projects 
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Map 4.17: Important Farmland and State Highway and Rail Plan Projects 
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Map 4.18: Important Farmland and Santa Maria Valley Plan Projects 
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Map 4.19: Important Farmland and Lompoc Valley and Santa Ynez Valley Plan Projects 
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Map 4.20: Important Farmland and South Coast Plan Projects 
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SBCAG biennially adopts a five-year program of 

projects called the Regional Transportation 

Improvement Program (RTIP).  The RTIP is based 

on an estimate of revenues that will be available 

for the STIP (Caltrans publishes the STIP Fund 

Estimate (FE) every two years).  After acceptance 

by the California Transportation Commission (CTC), 

the RTIP, together with Caltrans‘ Interregional 

Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP), makes 

up the STIP. The CTC adopts a new STIP every two 

years.  The 2008 RTP is consistent with the 

adopted 2006 STIP Fund Estimate for the period 

FY 2006-07 – FY 2010-11.  The Plan uses 

reasonable assumptions, explained in more detail 

in Appendix E, to project STIP revenues over the 

24-year life of the RTP.  The RTP is also consistent 

with the projects in the STIP (RTIP and ITIP)—they 

are included in the project lists in Appendix D.   

 

See Appendix E: Revenue Sources for a detailed 

description of each funding program and the 

associated funding assumptions. 

 

5.2.1 Federal Funding 

 
 

SAFETEA-LU 

 

The federal transportation bill, Safe, Accountable, 

Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A 

Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) is a continuation of 

previous investments in America‘s transportation 

network.  With guaranteed funding for highways, 

highway safety, and public transportation totaling 

$244.1 billion, SAFETEA-LU represents the largest 

surface transportation investment in our Nation's 

history.  The two landmark bills that brought 

surface transportation into the 21st century—

Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act 

and Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century—

shaped the highway program to meet the Nation's 

changing transportation needs.  SAFETEA-LU builds 

on this firm foundation, supplying the funds and 

refining the programmatic framework for 

investments needed to maintain and grow our vital 

transportation infrastructure. 

 

SAFETEA-LU addresses the many challenges facing 

America‘s transportation system today—challenges 

such as improving safety, reducing traffic 

congestion, improving efficiency in freight 

movement, increasing intermodal connectivity, and 

protecting the environment—and lays the 

groundwork for addressing future challenges. 

 

SAFETEA-LU promotes more efficient and effective 

federal surface transportation programs by 

focusing on transportation issues of national 

significance, while giving state and local 

transportation decision makers more flexibility for 

solving transportation problems in their 

communities. 

 

Included in the federal transportation funding 

discussion is the issue of continued federal 

support for Amtrak.  Locally this might affect the 

frequency of the Pacific Surfliner or the Coast 

Starlight.  SBCAG will continue to work with our 

representatives in Congress to support funding for 

Amtrak at a level that supports a viable rail 

passenger program that maintains and facilitates 

expansion of rail service. 

 

  
Figure 5.3: Federal Funding Assumptions 

 

 

5.2.2 State Funding 

SB 45 

 

In 1997, the State Legislature passed and the 

Governor signed SB 45 which changed the way 

California distributes funding for transportation 

improvements.  Under SB 45, Caltrans is first 

allocated funds for administration and continued 

maintenance, rehabilitation and operation of the 

highway system.  The distribution of funds by the 

CTC is consistent with the overall priority to support 

Federal Funding Assumptions 

 Federal transportation funding sources were assumed to grow at various rates annually, based on the 

historical growth of funding during TEA-21 and actual growth rates projected in SAFETEA-LU. 

 Federal transit funding sources are reflective of amounts included in SAFETEA-LU with growth 

estimates thereafter at 2.0%. 
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maintenance and preservation (including safety) of 

the existing transportation system through the 

SHOPP.  Funding to expand the system is 

supported by the remaining available funds for 

transportation improvements—the STIP—with Then 

75% of the remaining available funds for 

transportation improvements go to for the RTIP 

Regional Transportation Planning Agencies like 

SBCAG for local and regional projects, and the 

other 25% goes to for Caltrans for interregional 

improvements the ITIP.  SBCAG and Caltrans 

identify priorities and nominate projects to receive 

funds from the RTIP and ITIP, respectively.  SBCAG 

receives an estimate of the amount of funds 

available, and draws up a project list comprised of 

local and regional projects consistent with the RTP.  

After technical and public review, the list is 

considered, modified as needed, and then adopted 

by SBCAG.  The list is then submitted to the 

California Transportation Commission (CTC) and 

the CTC votes on the regional lists and 

incorporates them into the State Transportation 

Improvement Program (STIP).  Caltrans works with 

the regions in selecting the projects funded in their 

Interregional Transportation Improvement Program 

(ITIP).  An example of the use of ITIP funds is the 

US 101/SR 154 north interchange improvement 

completed with both ITIP and Measure D funds.  

The CTC adopts the STIP every two years. 

 

FUEL TAX 

 

Improved motor vehicle fuel efficiency and a 

relatively stable fuel tax rate have led to a decline 

in the real purchasing power of state revenues.  

According to a recent CTC report, the fuel tax rate 

would have to be 30 cents per gallon, compared to 

the current rate of 18 cents per gallon, to have the 

same impact on drivers as it did 25 years ago.  

SBCAG will monitor the status of the gas tax and 

other revenue sources and advocate for sufficient 

funding of improvements to all transportation 

modes. 

 

 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION BOND: SB 1266 

 

On May 16, 2006, Governor Schwarzenegger 

signed SB 1266—the Highway Safety, Traffic 

Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act 

of 2006—placing a $20 billion transportation 

infrastructure bond on the November 2006 ballot 

(Proposition 1B).  California voters approved the 

measure, providing increased amounts of funding 

covering many infrastructure and transportation 

categories over a period of ten years. 

 

Specific allocations include the following: 

 $4.5 billion for the Corridor Mobility 

Account 

 $1 billion for SR 99 Improvements 

 $3.1 billion for the CA Ports Infrastructure, 

Security, Air Quality Improvement Account 

 $200 million for the School Bus Retrofit 

Program 

 $2 billion for the State Transportation 

Improvement Program 

 $4 billion for the Public Transportation 

Modernization, Service Enhancement 

Account 

 $1 billion for the State Partnership 

Assistance Program 

 $1 billion for the Transit Security, Disaster 

Response Account 

 $250 million for the Highway/Railroad 

Crossing Safety Account 

 $750 million for the Highway Safety 

Rehabilitation, Preservation Account 

 $2 billion for Local Streets and Road 

Improvements 

 

SHOPP 

 

The purpose of the State Highway 

Operations and Protection Program 

(SHOPP) is to operate, maintain, and 

preserve the State Highway System.  

SHOPP helps fund collision reduction, 

bridge preservation, roadway preservation, 

roadside preservation, and mobility 

enhancement projects, and preservation 

of other transportation facilities related to 

the state highway system.  SHOPP funds 

also help repair damage caused by natural 

disasters, civil unrest, or terrorist acts.  

The highest priority for programming in the 

SHOPP is safety.  The 10-Year SHOPP Plan 

is available on the Caltrans website. 

 

Since the SHOPP program is heavily 

oversubscribed (annual needs exceed available 

funding by approximately six times), yet the RTP 

must be fiscally constrained, tThe State Highway 

System will only be preserved to the level of 

funding available. provided by the state—The 
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needs identified in the 10 Year SHOPP for Santa 

Barbara County have been estimated by Caltrans 

at an average of $26 million a year.  Looking at 

historical allocations and projecting those out 20 

years, SBCAG made the assumption that actual 

funding for SHOPP projects would average $22 

million a year.  To maintain fiscal constraint, during 

the majority of the period covered by the RTP, 

SHOPP project costs are set to equal SHOPP 

revenues, divided proportionately among the 

various lump sums based on the proportional 

allocations in the 2009 FTIP.  During the years of 

the 2009 FTIP, costs are set to equal the minimum 

of this proportional value of revenues and the 

actual FTIP amount.28 

                                                           
28 Project costs for other lump sum projects (HBRR, HES, 

and HSIP) were developed similarly. 
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The added capacity coupled with reduced demand 

would allow motorists to travel on the freeway at 

higher average speeds.  Travel conditions on 101 

between Fairview and Hollister would be improved 

due to the operational improvements on this 

segment of the freeway, but will remain congested 

due to increased travel volumes. 

 

Potential Construction-Related Congestion Issues 

on 101  

 

As part of the public review, concerns were raised 

about the effects of a possible ―commute shift‖ of 

traffic to North County due to congestion on the 

101 exacerbated by 101 construction projects in 

the near future.  Undoubtedly there will be delays 

on 101 during construction stages; however, 

SBCAG does not expect such delays to be 

cumulative since the construction projects will be 

staged at different years and in different phases.  

For example, the following construction projects 

will be staged as follows:  

 Construction on the Cabrillo-Milpas/Hot 

Springs project - between now and 2010 

(Phase I)  

 HOV lane/widening between Mussel Shoals 

and Carpinteria (CMIA) - 2011 to 2013 

 Linden/Casitas Pass Interchanges – 2012 to 

2015 

 South Coast 101 HOV Lanes- Carpinteria to 

Milpas – 2014 to 2020 and beyond 

 

All these projects have or will have a traffic 

management plan. In addition, SBCAG is already 

taking efforts to mitigate anticipated delays and 

inconvenience on 101 during peak periods.  The 

―Curb Your Commute‖ effort currently undertaken 

by SBCAG/Traffic Solutions is a transportation 

demand management program that has been 

established to mitigate delays caused by the 

construction projects.  In addition, Caltrans‘ 

Corridor System Management Plan (CSMP) project 

undertaken by District 5 and District 7 will monitor, 

track, and investigate potential problems.  

 

Since 2001, ridership on the Coastal Express 

between Ventura and Santa Barbara/Goleta has 

increased by 300%.  The effects of recent high gas 

prices coupled with the benefits of traveling on 

cross-county express buses will likely continue to 

push commute ridership to new heights in the near 

future.  It is anticipated that these express bus 

options, with the TDM efforts, will further mitigate 

the peak hour congestion problems during the 

construction periods.   

 

Also, the SBCAG RGF 2007 forecasts relatively 

greater population growth in North County and 

commuters will make up some of this population 

growth.  Thus, to a certain extent, the forecast 

already takes into account the increases in north 

to south commute traffic.  As a result, the concerns 

of a ―commute shift to North County‖ resulting 

from congestion on 101 has been addressed. 
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Map 6.12: Santa Barbara County Total Population Density, 2000 Census 

 

 

Table 6.4: Santa Barbara County Household Density—Year 2000 

Area Land Area, Sq. Miles 

(Populated Areas Only) 

Total 

Households 

Household Density 

(Households/Sq. Mile) 

   
City of Santa Barbara 18.8 35,605 1,894 

City of Carpinteria 2.2 4,989 2,268 

City of Goleta* 7.9 10,520 1,332 

Unincorporated South Coast 63.4 22,551 356 

Total South Coast 92.3 73,665 798 

City of Santa Maria 13.7 22,146 1,616 

City of Guadalupe 0.9 1,414 1,571 

Unincorporated Santa Maria Valley 12.8 11,793 921 

Total Santa Maria Valley 27.4 35,353 1,290 

City of Lompoc 9.7 13,059 1,346 

Unincorporated Lompoc Valley 3.3 5,828 1,766 

Total Lompoc Valley 13 18,887 1,453 

City of Buellton 1.1 1,433 1,303 

City of Solvang 1.9 2,185 1,150 

Unincorporated Santa Ynez Valley 6.2 4,637 748 

Total Santa Ynez Valley 9.2 8,255 897 

Cuyama/New Cuyama 0.2 462 2,310 
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Area Land Area, Sq. Miles 

(Populated Areas Only) 

Total 

Households 

Household Density 

(Households/Sq. Mile) 

Totals, Populated Areas 142.1 136,622 961 
Source: 2000 Census  

*Goleta was not an incorporated city in 2000 and thus was not in the Census.  Goleta data is from the Goleta General Plan, Land Use 

3/2004      

 

 

Minority Populations 

  

Census data (2000) for ethnic groups is used to 

identify the minority communities in Santa Barbara 

County. There are four predominant minority racial 

groups in the County: American Indian, Asian 

American, Black, and Hispanic. Minority groups are 

defined in the EJ guidance as the following: 

  

American Indian – a person having origins in any 

of the original peoples of North America and who 

maintains a cultural identification through tribal 

affiliation or community recognition. 

  

Asian American – a person having origins in any of 

the original peoples of the Far East, Southeast 

Asia, the Indian subcontinent or the Pacific Islands. 

  

Black – a person having origins in any of the black 

racial groups of Africa. 

  

Hispanic – a person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, 

Cuban, Central or South American, or other 

Spanish culture or origin, regardless of race. 

 

Table 6.5 presents the population and percentage 

of the County's population each group constitutes. 

 

 

Table 6.5: Santa Barbara County Population by Race 

RACE ALL AGES 18 YEARS AND OVER 

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 

Caucasian  227,083 56.9% 186,236 62.1% 

African American            8,385 2.1% 6,501 2.2% 

Hispanic or Latino (of any race)        136,668 34.2% 86,868 29.0% 

American Indian            2,135 0.5% 1,550 0.5% 

All Other          25,076 6.3% 18,690 6.2% 

 Total        399,347 100.0% 299,845 100.0% 

Source: 2000 Census         

 

 

Maps 6.13 to 6.17 portray the concentrations of 

minority populations. In some areas where the 

geographical level of analysis is large, the minority 

indicators can be somewhat scattered. For 

example, the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians 

reservation does not show the relative 

concentration of American Indians, but rather 

scatters their location across a larger area 

surrounding the reservation. Map 6.18 indicates 

areas with concentrations of Hispanic population. 

The map will aid in identifying impacts and 

potential project-level displacement issues, as well 

as locations needing transit. 

 

The threshold for including a census tract as one 

with a predominant minority population is 1) a 

concentration of one or more minority populations 

where the minority population as a whole 

constitutes 50% in a given census tract, or 2) a 

significant proportion of one minority group in a 

census tract exceeds the average for that group in 

the region. 
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Project Type Subtype Project Status Route # Project Description Project Purpose (Strategy)
Regional 

Benefits

Planning Document/ Funding 

Source

Action 

Year

Total Cost 

$000

HWY Construction CT 1 Under Construction 101 Widen Highway 101 between Santa Maria Way to Rte 135 & Highway 101 sep.
Highway congestion through urban area.  Project Average Daily Traffic 

exceeds design capacities
Santa Maria A. 1998 RTIP, STIP, 2009 FTIP 2007 $41,000

HWY Construction CT 2 Under Construction 101

Widen Highway 101 to three lanes between Milpas St. and Cabrillo/Hot Springs; add 

new Milpas Ave. southbound loop off-ramp; construct Cacique St. undercrossing; 

construct soundwalls; replace bridge at Sycamore Creek; Construct auxiliary lane 

between Cabrillo/Hot Springs to Salinas and Salinas to Milpas; revise existing Hwy 

101 interchange at Cabrillo/Hot Springs (Ibid); construct bike/pedestrian facilities; 

construct roundabout at Coast Village Rd./Old Coast Hwy./Hot Springs Rd.

CMP system deficiency existing congestion, LOS E/F

Improve operations, safety and reduce Route 101 mainline and local street 

congestion.  Improve local street connectivity and improve bicycle and 

pedestrian circulation.

South Coast

Measure D

(2006 FTIP: $60,032)

2006 STIP Augmentation 

($7,900K)

(Right of Way and Construction 

Capital), 2009 FTIP, 2008 RTIP

2011 $71,489

HWY Construction CT 3 Under Construction 101
101 - Widen Carrillo St. northbound on-ramp to two lanes.  Install Ramp Metering 

w/CCTV and taper northbound on-ramp to one lane before merge.
Congestion relief, respond to CMP deficiency Santa Barbara 2008 RTIP, 2009 FTIP 2008 $5,439

HWY Construction CT 4 Environmental 101

Highway 101 - Linden and Casitas Pass Interchanges in Carpinteria

Reconstruct existing Interchanges - Extend Via Real to connect between Bailard 

Ave and Linden Avenue.   

CMP system deficiency existing congestion, LOS E.  Improve existing 

overcrossings to safely accommodate forecasted traffic growth.  Provide a 

continuous arterial parallel to Hwy 101.  Improve bicycle and pedestrian 

circulation.

Carpinteria Valley

1996 STIP, Amend. 96S-31, 

2004 FTIP, 2006 STIP 

Augmentation           (2006 

FTIP: $24,298)

(RW & constr. Capital), 2009 

FTIP, 2008 RTIP

2011 $72,000

HWY Construction CT 5
Design & 

Environmental
101

Interchange at Hollister Avenue on Hwy 101: Relocate existing interchange and OH 

to join extension of Cathedral Oaks Rd to Highway 101, add Class II bike lanes and 

sidewalks.  Includes Ellwood Overhead. 

Bridge deterioration due to reactive aggregate: seismic retrofit included  

Realignment needed to improve north/south circulation, Class II bike lanes 

on bridge part of regional bikeway system.

Goleta

RIP, SHOPP, HBRR, STIP, 

2007 FTIP Amend#8, 2008 

RTIP, 2006 STIP 

Augmentation, 2009 FTIP

2009-12 $10,400

HWY Construction CT 6 192 Replace Arroyo Parida Creek Bridge on State Route 192 near Carpinteria
Replace bridge and increase sight distance by raising slope of road 

approaching bridge
SHOPP 2010 $4,748

HWY Construction CT 7
NEPA/CEQA Prep 

Process
101 Construct Interchange on Hwy 101 at Union Valley Parkway

Provide freeway access for new East/West arterial.  In Santa Maria 

Circulation Element and Santa Barbara County OTIP

Santa Maria 

Valley

2006 RTIP, 2006 STIP 

Augmentation, development 

fees, Local STP, Measure D, 

2009 FTIP, 2008 RTIP

2012 $17,000

HWY Construction CT 8

Design/ 

Environmental 

Review

101
Highway widening with HOV Lanes between Mobile Pier Road undercrossing in 

Ventura Co. to south of Casitas Pass Rd. in Santa Barbara County.

Congestion relief, respond to CMP deficiency; improve safety and reduce 

congestion 
South Coast 2006 Bond , 2009 FTIP 2011 $63,710

HWY
Maintenance & 

Rehabilitation
CT 9 Design 192

Widen shoulder and drainage maintenance on SR 192 from Alamar Ave. to Mission 

Canyon Rd.
Shoulder widening and construct underground pipe drainage system South Coast SHOPP 2008 $4,607

ITS/TDM CT 11 Under Construction 101/154 (north and south) Install Changeable Message Sign (CMS) Operational Improvements; Traffic Surveillance South Coast
Central Coast ITS Strategic 

Plan, 2008 RTIP
2008 $394

ITS/TDM CT 12 Environmental 101

Operational Service Improvements on Highway 101 (Ventura County Line to Garden 

St.): 

A. PM 0 to 13.5 - Install TMS Field Elements VCL to Garden St. (Microwave Vehicle 

Detection System in conjunction with Vehicle Sensor Nodes and CCTV)

(part B is CT 13)

Operational Improvements; Traffic Surveillance Countywide
Central Coast ITS Strategic 

Plan, SHOPP, 2009 FTIP
2010 $2,902

ITS/TDM CT 13 Environmental 101

(part A is CT 12)

B. PM 13.5 to 27.5 Install TMS field Elements Garden St. to Winchester Canyon 

(Microwave Vehicle Detection System in conjunction with Vehicle Sensor Nodes and 

CCTV)

Traffic monitoring, traveler information South Coast SHOPP, Central Coast ITS 2010 $3,420

RAIL CT 14 Environmental UPRR: Create new double track/sidings in SB and Ventura Co. Inadequate passing opportunities, Improve on-time performance South Coast 2008 STIP, 2009 FTIP 2012 $6,870

RAIL CT 15 Improve sidings in SB Co. Inadequate passing opportunities, Improve on-time performance South Coast 2008 STIP, 2009 FTIP 2013 $11,450

RAIL CT 16

Design/ 

Environmental 

Review

Goleta Rail Station Improvements Reduce congestion, improve safety and operations Countywide CMIA/2007 STIP, 2009 FTIP 2011 $152

BIKE/PED C 1 Design Phase

Widen Via Real at Sandy Land Reef Motel to accommodate Class II bike lanes and 

construct Class I bike bridge east bound at Carpinteria Creek south side of Via Real.

Construct Class I Bike Path connecting western Carpinteria Avenue to Santa Claus 

Lane.

Lack of continuous bike lane south of City limits along Via Real, parallel to 

Hwy 101

Connects Santa Claus Lane and US 101 to Carpinteria Avenue and 

downtown Carpinteria.  Provides Class I bike path for Carpinteria City to 

Santa Claus Beach Recreational Area.  Provides safe alternative to use of 

UPRR corridor for hikers and bikers.

Carpinteria
2006 STIP, 1999 RTIP adjust, 

RSTP local, 2004 FTIP
2010 $236

Program List (9/08)
(Bus purchase costs, transit operating costs are inflated by 4%.)

Project #
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Project Type Subtype Project Status Route # Project Description Project Purpose (Strategy)
Regional 

Benefits

Planning Document/ Funding 

Source

Action 

Year

Total Cost 

$000

Program List (9/08)
(Bus purchase costs, transit operating costs are inflated by 4%.)

Project #

BIKE/PED C 2
PSR Only

Ready to Construct

Carpinteria Bluffs Trail, Location: South of Carpinteria Ave. from Carpinteria City 

Hall to US 101 Interchange
Carpinteria

STIP-TE, 2004 FTIP, 2009 

FTIP
2009 $350

ST/RDS Construction Go 1 Local road improvements & interchange modifications  at Ekwill and Folwer Roads
Provides alternate east/west route to improve operation of Hollister and 

reduce congestion
Goleta

1998 STIP/2006 RTP, 2006 

STIP Augmentation, 2009 FTIP, 

2008 RTIP

2011 $17,955

ST/RDS Construction Go 2 Modify Hollister Ave. left turn channelization and raised medians in Old Town area Low Level of Service, improve pedestrian access Goleta

Local Measure D, STIP, 

Developer Impact Fees, RDA, 

2009 FTIP

2010 $5,000

BIKE/PED Go 3

In PAED phase 

examining various 

alignments given 

their constraints.

San Jose Creek Bikeway - Middle segment: Construct class I bike path from north of 

Calle Real to Hollister  

Bicycle access under Highway, regional bikeway segment, improves cross-

town bicycle circulation.  Links access north of Highway 101 to UCSB and 

the beach. 

Goleta Valley

The funding is RSTP in the 

amount of $681,000.  2009 

FTIP.

2011 $681

HWY Construction Go 4 101
Location: Hwy 101 and Los Carneros Rd Interchange: Widen approach to 

southbound ramp and replace R.R. Bridge
Excessive delays, forecasted low LOS (E) Goleta

HBRR and Developer Impact 

Fees
2010 $6,547

BIKE/PED Go 5

Draft Env. 

Document 

prepared.  

San Jose Creek Bikeway - South segment: Construct class I bike path from Hollister 

to the Atascadero Creek Bikeway

Bicycle access under Highway, regional bikeway segment, improves cross-

town bicycle circulation.  Links access between Old Town Goleta 

(redevelopment area) and the beach, UCSB.  Goleta is the lead agency.

Goleta Valley

Joint Project with County of 

Santa Barbara.  The funding is 

TCSP at $234,358 (2006/07), 

STIP-TE at $200,000 (2009/10), 

and RSTP at $23,000 

(2004/05).

2011 $457

ST/RDS Construction Gu 2 1 Street and sidewalk improvements along SR 1 Rehabilitate SR 1 in Guadalupe Guadalupe

2009 FTIP, RSTP State 

Exchange ($93,750), TEA21 

Demo ($375,000)

2010 $469

TRANSIT Operations Gu 3 Operating Expenses-Guadalupe Transit (2007-2009) Guadalupe Transit Operations
Guadalupe/ Santa 

Maria Valley
2009 FTIP 2009 $983

BIKE/PED L 1 Allan Hancock Bikeway: Highway 1 to Allan Hancock College Alternate transportation/connect Lompoc to AHC campus Lompoc Valley 2009 FTIP, 2008 RTIP 2011 $1,500

BIKE/PED L 2 Riverbend Bikeway Connect SY River to Central Ave. Lompoc
2006 RTIP, STIP TEA, local , 

2009 FTIP

TRANSIT Operations COLT 1 Operating Expenses-COLT (2007-2009) COLT Operations Lompoc Valley 2009 FTIP 2009 $5,373

HWY Construction SB 1
PA&ED phase 

currently shelved
225 Improve SR 225/Las Positas & Cliff Dr. Intersection 

Improve Intersection capacity.  Currently operates at LOS F during PM peak 

hours

Santa Barbara/ 

Goleta

RIP, 2004 STIP (Caltrans - 

Partner), 2009 FTIP, 2008 RTIP
2012 $750

BIKE/PED SB 2

Pershing Park Multi-purpose Pathway Location: Los Banos Municipal Pool/Cabrillo 

Bikeway to Santa Barbara City College Bluffs bike path (Seg. 1)  Construct Class I 

Bike Path, Lower Westside Commuter Path

Connectivity, part of regional bikeway system Santa Barbara
TSM, STIP-TE, 2004 FTIP, 

2009 FTIP
2007 $377

BIKE/PED SB 3
Construction of pedestrian walkway on Loma Alta between Canon Perdido and 

Coronel Place
Lack of pedestrian facilities, enhance safety and provide beach access Santa Barbara

STIP 2004, 2009 FTIP, 2008 

RTIP
2009 $3,000

BIKE/PED SB 4
Mission St. Bikeway Improvements: Widen Mission St bikeway, widen Mission St, 

install bike lanes under Hwy 101

CMP Deficiency Plan - Connects Regional Bikeway System, provides 

access under Hwy 101
Santa Barbara

CMP, STIP (2004) STIP-TE, 

RSTP, 2004 FTIP, 2009 FTIP
2007 $1,192

BIKE/PED SB 5 Cliff Dr-San Andreas pedestrian walkway Pedestrian Safety Santa Barbara 2006 STIP, TE, 2009 FTIP 2011 $576

ST/RDS Construction SM 1

Construction of two lane road with Class II bike lane on Union Valley Parkway: 

Hummel to Blosser & Bradley (Location: A. California to Blosser B. Frontage to 

California C. Hummel to Frontage (City Segment) D. Hummel to Frontage (County 

segment))

Excessive traffic on residential collector streets.  Identified in City's 

Circulation Element & County's Orcutt TIP to improve east/west travel 

(improving LOS on Foster & Clark Rds & SR 135)

Santa Maria 

Valley

1999 FTIP, STP, Santa Maria 

Traffic Improvement Fee 

Program (SMTIF)* Awaiting 

developer's fees for signal 

implementation, 2009 FTIP, 

RSTP State Exchange, STP 

Federal 

A/B in 

FY08, 

C/D in 

FY09 

(A/B/C in 

'99, '02 

RTIP)

$12,583

ST/RDS Construction SM 2
PSM2a:  Blosser Rd: Donovan Rd to Taylor St ($1,870)

PSM2c Blosser Rd: Cook St to Donovan Rd ($3,700)
City's Circulation Element Santa Maria 2008/09 $5,570

ST/RDS Construction SM 3 Widen Miller Street City's Circulation Element Santa Maria 2010 $2,600

COMPLETED
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$000

HWY
Maintenance & 

Rehabilitation
CT PL 1 166 SR 166/Santa Maria to Guadalupe Reduce potential accidents by moving ditches out of the clear recovery zone

Guadalupe - 

Santa Maria 

Region

SHOPP Candidate/STIP 2010 $8,195

HWY Construction CT PL 2 101 Widen Santa Maria Bridge over Santa Maria river
Widen Highway 101 bridge over Santa Maria River, an additional lane each direction (SLO 

PM 0.0/0.81 & SB PM 90.47/90.96) Capacity and circulation enhancement

Santa 

Barbara/San 

Luis Obispo 

Counties

STIP, RIP, Regional Measure A, 

2004 FTIP, Federal Earmark, Cost 

Sharing, CT-SLO-SBCAG, 2006 

STIP Augmentation, IIP Funding

(SBCAG's portion is 20% of the total 

cost of $78,000,000)

2010 $17,548

HWY Construction CT PL 3 101
Hwy 101 widening with HOV lanes between 0.44 miles south of Carpinteria Creek 

Bridge (PM 2.0) and Sycamore Creek Bridge (PM 12.3)
Congestion relief identified in 101 In-Motion Countywide

RTIP, ITIP, Regional Measure A 

($140M) Earmark Demo., 2006 STIP 

Augmentation

2007-2020 $555,290

HWY Construction CT PL 4 246 SR 246 Operational Improvements (PM 11.8-20.9)  - Passing lanes 
Congestion relief, safety enhancement; agricultural equip. slows traffic.  (Note that CT-IL-9 

is the next stage of this project.)

Lompoc, Santa 

Ynez Valley 

Region

Measure A, RTIP 2011 $57,043

HWY Construction CT PL 5 246 SR 246 Safety Improvements from Hwy 101 to SR 154 Reduce Accident Potential, Safety Improvements
Santa Ynez 

Valley
Regional Measure A 2015 $6,843

HWY Construction CT PL 6 166 SR 166 Safety Improvements from Santa Maria to Guadalupe Reduce accident potential, Safety improvements such as turn/acceleration lanes
Santa Maria 

Valley
Regional Measure A, SHOPP 2015 $4,106

HWY Construction CT PL 7 101
Hwy 101 Operational Improvements northbound between Los Positas and Mission 

St.

CMP deficiency; reduce accidents; enhance mobility along Hwy 101; interregional; 

Construct auxiliary lane
Countywide STIP, RIP 2025 $20,258

HWY Construction CT PL 8 101 US 101 auxiliary lanes from Fairview Ave to Storke Rd (PM 22.54 - 24.8) Countywide RTIP, STIP 2026 $21,068

HWY Construction CT PL 9 166
Operational and safety improvements on SR 166 from Santa Maria to Kern Co. Line  

Passing lanes at three locations.

Operational and safety modifications to include, turnouts, shoulder widening & passing 

lanes: Reduce accident potential, Safety Improvements
Countywide SHOPP, Regional Measure A 2025 $10,129

HWY
Maintenance & 

Rehabilitation
CT PL 10 101

Lane realignment on Highway 101 at Arroyo Quemado Canyon bridge, south of 

Gaviota pass
Realign south bound lanes into existing median & bypass bridges with wider facility Countywide SHOPP 2015 $7,253

HWY Construction CT PL 11 192 Widen SR 192 from Alamar Rd to Sycamore Cyn Rd Widen roadway, construct Class II Bike lanes and sidewalks South Coast 2015 $10,949

HWY Construction CT PL 12 1 Location SR 1; Las Cruces to Lompoc Construct spot widening & curve realignment, replace bridges Countywide SHOPP, Regional Measure A 2020 $8,325

HWY Construction CT PL 13 101 Relocate Gaviota roadside rest area on Hwy 101
Move and replace or expand existing roadside rest area due to growth and water 

constraints and inadequate truck parking
Countywide SHOPP 2015 $15,054

BIKE/PED CT PL 14 1 Construct Bike Lanes from SR 1 & H St/Harris Grade to Constellation Road
Construct Class II Bike Lanes; Provide Regional Bikeway System Connectivity, 

Vandenberg Village to City of Lompoc

Unincorporated 

Lompoc

rehab

STIP-TE
2016 $1,423

HWY Construction CT PL 15 246 Improvements on SR 246 between Buell Flat Rd and 5th St. Phase I: re-stripe to continue center turn lane   Phase II: widen, one lane in each direction SR 246 TCR 2011 $5,264

BIKE/PED CT PL 16 101 Pedestrian Improvements on Hwy 101 at Anapamu St
Replace pedestrian overcrossing, reactive aggregate, ADA compliance, non-standard 

vertical clearance.
Santa Barbara HBRR 2026 $10,534

ITS/TDM CT PL 17 101
Operational Improvements on Highway 101 between Santa Maria and Slo Co. (PM 

81.18 to 91)

Install Traffic Surveillance Stations, Changeable Message Signs; ramps meters.  CCTV 

and Highway Advisory Radio
Countywide

Central Coast ITS Strategic Plan, 

SHOPP
2015 $8,622

ITS/TDM CT PL 18 246 ITS Improvements on Hwy 246 from Buellton to Lompoc
Traffic Surveillance Stations, Changeable Message Signs; Operational Improvements; 

Traveler Information
Countywide

Central Coast ITS Strategic Plan, 

SHOPP
2015 $1,642

ITS/TDM CT PL 19 1 ITS Improvements on Hwy 1/101 Junction and Hwy 1/135 Junction Install Changeable Message Signs; Operations Improvements; Traveler Information Countywide
Central Coast ITS Strategic Plan, 

SHOPP
2021 $2,078

ITS/TDM CT PL 20 101 Improvements at Gaviota Tunnel on Hwy 101 Install "bike in tunnel' flashing beacon; Improve bike safety Countywide 2020 $50

ITS/TDM CT PL 21 Implementation of 511 Travelers Information Hotline for Santa Barbara County
Provide information regarding traffic and weather conditions as well as transit and train 

schedules and other assistance
Countywide

Central Coast ITS; Measure D, 

SAFE
2020 $416

BIKE/PED CT PL 22 246 Bike and Pedestrian Improvements on SR 246 through Buellton and Solvang
Facilitate bike and pedestrian movements.  Signal synchronization; advanced crosswalks 

using flashing boundary lighting

Santa Ynez 

Valley

246 TCR; Central Coast ITS 

Strategic Plan
2026 $63

RAIL CT PL 25 Location: All rail stations in Santa Barbara County
Upgrade all rail stations to include bike lockers, electronic message signs and automatic 

ticket vending machines, parking as needed
Countywide PTA 2009/10 $2,206

RAIL CT PL 26 Location: Goleta Station Expand parking facilities South Coast PTA, Local 2010 $2,250

RAIL CT PL 27 Location: Goleta Station Rehabilitate and expand lay-over facilities South Coast PTA 2020 $1,665

RAIL CT PL 28 Location: Carpinteria to Santa Barbara Construct new siding and switches Countywide State Rail Plan, Amtrak Plan, PTA 2015 State funded

RAIL CT PL 29 Location: Surf (Lompoc) to Guadalupe Installation of new siding Countywide State Rail Plan, Amtrak Plan, PTA 2015 $11,450

Project #

Plan List (9/08)
construction inflation rate:

transit operating inflation rate:
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RAIL CT PL 30 Location: Ventura and Santa Barbara Installation of new siding Countywide State Rail Plan, Amtrak Plan, PTA 2015 $6,870

RAIL CT PL 31 Location: Los Angeles to Goleta Implement additional service - 3 roundtrips South Coast State Rail Plan, Amtrak Plan, PTA 2025 State funded

RAIL CT PL 32 Location (SBC) Los Angeles to San Francisco Implement additional train for Coast Daylight Countywide State Rail Plan, Amtrak Plan, PTA 2020 State funded

RAIL CT PL 33 Location: Goleta to San Luis Obispo Implement additional service - two roundtrips Countywide State Rail Plan, Amtrak Plan, PTA 2030 State funded

HWY
Maintenance & 

Rehabilitation
CT PL 34 166 Highway 166 East Roadside Rest Area Traveler safety Countywide 2015 $6,843

HWY Construction CT PL 35 246 Hwy 246/Purisima Road intersection improvements Safety

Lompoc Valley, 

Santa Ynez 

Valley

SHOPP Candidate 2011 $4,679

HWY Construction B PL 1 101 Location: Hwy 101; southbound off ramp (Jonata/Ave of Flags)

Improve transition from highway speed to city street speed, existing triangle configurations 

is confusing.  Lengthen southbound off ramp (Caltrans standards).  Realign with Jonata 

Rd, Avenue of Flags & Central Ave intersection

Countywide Local, Measure A 2021 $2,598

HWY Construction B PL 2 246 Location: SR 246 off ramp, forming intersection w/McMurray Rd

Forecasted low LOS and several traffic signals too closely spaced in the area.  Aligning 

intersection from two successive intersections to one (McMurray Rd/SR 246 Off ramp) 

Provide additional lanes on approaches

Countywide Local, Measure A 2015 $3,421

ST/RDS Construction B PL 3 101 Location: Hwy 101; Damassa Rd Interchange
Provide over-crossing and modify interchange to increase capacity and accommodate 

projected traffic flow at City build-out
Buellton Local, Measure A 2015 $13,686

HWY Construction B PL 4 246 Location: SR 246 and Industrial Way, Lata Dr, Sycamore Dr Traffic signals, turn lanes Buellton Local, Measure A 2015 $684

HWY
Maintenance & 

Rehabilitation
B PL 5 246 SR 246 Pedestrian Safety Improve safety of pedestrians Buellton Local/TEA 2021 $866

HWY Construction C PL 1 101
Location: Santa Ynez Ave overcrossing: Reconstruction of the Santa Ynez 

overcrossing
To accommodate increasing traffic volumes through build-out Carpinteria 2025 $7,901

ST/RDS Construction C PL 2 Location: Holly Avenue to Carpinteria Ave
Extend Holly Ave (two lanes) to Carpinteria Ave, construct at grade RR crossing, 

Alternative access to downtown
Carpinteria Local, Measure A 2015 $948

ST/RDS Construction C PL 3
Location: Santa Ynez Ave & Via Real: Carpinteria Ave & Palm; Linden Ave & 7th St; 

Santa Monica Rd & Via Real

Channelize and signalize intersections.  Current and future projected traffic warrants 

signalization-operational efficiency of roadway system
Carpinteria Local, Measure A 2015 $602

ST/RDS Construction C PL 4
Location: Via Real at Santa Monica Creek bridge and Via Real between Santa Ynez 

Ave and Santa Monica Rd; Widen to four lanes

Current and future traffic levels on Via Real in downtown Carpinteria warrant lane 

widening.
Carpinteria Local, Measure A 2015 $1,369

ST/RDS Construction C PL 5 Location: Bailard overcrossing at Hwy 101: Widen overcrossing Part of original Hwy 101 (6) lane improvements (narrow over-crossing) Carpinteria STIP/RTIP 2020 $9,990

HWY Construction C PL 6 150 Hwy 101/150 modification project to provide direct access to Via Real
Improve access to 101, reduce emergency vehicle response time, improve traffic 

circulation
Carpinteria Local, Measure A 2007 $1,000

BIKE/PED C PL 7
Construct Class I Bike Path and RR Crossing railroad undercrossing connecting 7th 

and 4th Streets via Ash Avenue

Completes missing gap in bike system.  Also allows for emergency vehicle to access.  

Connects residential areas with schools and commercial area.  Provides coastal access 

from north side of railroad.  Provides safe route to school.  Provides for safe railroad 

crossing in strategic location. 

Carpinteria Local, Measure A 2011 $1,755

BIKE/PED C PL 8

Location: Linden Ave (El Carro to Hwy 101); Palm Ave (Carpinteria Ave to 

Sandyland Ave); Casitas Pass (Hwy 192 to El Carro Lane), connect Foothill Road 

(Hwy 192) to El Carro Road along Santa Monica Creek with Class I segments.

Construct Class I and Class II Bike Lanes.  Implements segments of Regional Bikeway 

System; Completes gap in Linden Bikeway, would provide continuous bikeway from 

Foothill to the beach, access to the beach via Palm Ave, the n/s arterial service 

Carpinteria State Beach Park; would create continuous bike lane on Casitas Pass from 

Foothill to Hwy 101.

Carpinteria Local, Measure A 2026 $948

TRANSIT Capital C PL 9 Construct a Park and Ride Lot at Bailard Ave/Hwy 101 Reduction of single occupancy trips, reduction of traffic congestion on Hwy 101.  South Coast STIP (2002) 2004 FTIP 2020 $833

ST/RDS Construction C PL 19 Carpinteria Ave. Bridge Reconstruct Carpinteria Ave. Bridge Carpinteria RTIP, Local, Measure A 2020 $8,325

RAIL C PL 20 Evaluate and install quiet zone amenities in City limits
Provides for safer vehicle and pedestrian rail crossings, reduces noise disturbances to 

residential and commercial districts in City limits.
Carpinteria 2011 $292

HWY Construction Go PL 1 Location: Storke Rd from Whitttier to City Limits. Widen roadway Forecasted low LOS, ADT projected to exceed capacity in 2007. Goleta
Local, Measure A, Developer Impact 

Fees
2015 $1,067

BIKE/PED Go PL 2 Location: Goleta Old Town Calle Real: Construct new pedestrian overcrossing Bike/Pedestrian access over Hwy 101 Goleta
RTIP/STIP, Local Measure D, 

Regional Measure A
2021 $8,658
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TRANSIT Capital SMAT PL 8 Replace 12 transit vans for complementary transit service Vehicle Replacement
Santa Maria 

Valley
TDA, FTA 5307

2009 and 

every 7 years
$5,748

TRANSIT Capital SMAT PL 9 Bus staging expansion
Design and construction of existing property adjacent to current maintenance and 

operating facility to increase bus staging capacity.

Santa Maria 

Valley
TDA, FTA 5307 2015 $109

ITS/TDM SMAT PL 10 Advanced Public Transportation System (APTS)

Purchase and installation of an APTS with global positioning system location, automatic 

voice enunciation, real time arrival displays at major bus stops and transfer locations, 

automatic passenger counters, real-time maintenance interface, phone and web-based 

customer interface, dispatching management module, etc.

Santa Maria 

Valley
TDA, FTA 5307, FTA 5309 2015 $3,777

TRANSIT Capital SMAT PL 11 Purchase 20 urban transit buses for enhanced peak period local service Service Expansion
Santa Maria 

Valley
TDA, FTA 5307 2010 $9,336

TRANSIT Capital SMAT PL 12 Replace urban transit buses Vehicle Replacement
Santa Maria 

Valley
TDA, FTA 5307

Replace 20 

buses every 12 

years

$14,948

TRANSIT Operations SMAT PL 13 Operate enhanced peak period local service Peak Period Local Service
Santa Maria 

Valley

TDA, FTA 5307

($500,000 per year)

2011 and 

ongoing
$17,418

TRANSIT Operations SMAT PL 14 Operating Expenses-SMAT (2010-2030) SMAT Operations
Santa Maria 

Valley
2010-2030 $112,042

HWY Construction Sol PL 1 246

Highway 246/Alamo Pintado Rd. intersection improvements:  widen highway, install 

roundabout or signals, and widen Alamo Pintado Bridge. Construct 

bicycle/pedestrian bridge at Alamo Pintado Creek to extend existing bikeway along 

Hwy 246 from Santa Ynez to Solvang.

Intersection flow improvements. Access for bicyclists across Alamo Pintado Creek.  

Complete missing segment of regional bikeway system.

Santa Ynez 

Valley Region

SHOPP

Measure A, Indian Gaming Funds
2013 $11,802

BIKE/PED Sol PL 2 246
Location: Hwy 246/Mission Dr from Hans Christian Anderson (HCA) Park to western 

city limit.  Construct Class I Bike Path from HCA Park to West City Limits

Connect a newly constructed intersection at the western city limit (Skytt Mesa Drive) and 

to the western edge of the City of Solvang's Hans Christian Andersen Park

Santa Ynez 

Valley Region

Local Traffic Mitigation Fees, 

Chumash Tribe funding
2021 $87

BIKE/PED Sol PL 3 Location: Alisal Rd south of Santa Ynez River Bridge Construct two miles of Class II Bike lane; provide bicycle facility
Santa Ynez 

Valley
Local, Measure A 2016 $498

BIKE/PED Sol PL 4 246 Location: SR 246 from Nybord to eastern city limit
Construct Class I Bike path, Class II Bike lane/south side of SR 246; Continuation of bike 

path/lane

Santa Ynez 

Valley
Local, Measure A 2016 $285

TRANSIT Capital SYVT PL 1 Purchase Van Vehicle Replacement, Replace one vehicle every three years
Santa Ynez 

Valley
Local, Measure A Every 3 years $1,127

TRANSIT Capital SYVT PL 2 Purchase Bus Service Expansion, Add vehicle for new service every five years
Santa Ynez 

Valley
Local, Measure A Every 5 years $692

TRANSIT Operations SYVT PL 3 Operating Expenses-SYVT (2010-2030) SYVT Operations
Santa Ynez 

Valley
2010-2030 $16,300

ST/RDS Construction SBC PL 1 Location: Hollister Ave between San Antonio Rd and U.S. 101

Widen to 4 lanes with channelization and bike lanes; reconstruct U.P.R.R. overcrossing.  

Forecast low LOS, ADT projected to exceed capacity in year 2007.  Bike path completes 

missing segment in the regional system

South Coast Local, Fed. Demo. Grant 2011 $21,057

HWY Construction SBC PL 2 Location: La Purisima Rd between Hwy. 101 and Hwy. 246 near the City of Lompoc
Widen La Purisima Rd to include standard lane widths, shoulders and Class II Bike lanes 

addresses substandard roadway conditions, improves safety and increases capacity.
Lompoc Valley Local, Measure A 2020 $3,330

BIKE/PED SBC PL 3
Location: Refugio Rd between Roblar Ave and Samantha Dr and Roblar Ave 

between Grand Ave and Refugio Rd

Completes a missing link in Santa Ynez Valley's bike path network.  Project extends the 

existing Class II Bike lane system connecting Solvang, Santa Ynez, Ballard and Los 

Olivos

Santa Ynez 

Valley
Local, Measure A 2011 $2,340

ST/RDS Construction SBC PL 4 Location: Clark Avenue and Bradley Rd
Widen intersection to provide additional left & right turn lanes; provide more efficient 

movement through intersection
Orcutt Local, Measure A 2010 $1,024

ST/RDS Construction SBC PL 5 Location: Clark Avenue and U.S. 101 Relocate on and off ramps and install signals Orcutt Traffic Impact Fees 2010 $1,575

ST/RDS Construction SBC PL 6 Location: Bradley Rd and Santa Maria Way
Widen intersection , add eastbound and westbound right turn lanes on Santa Maria Way.  

Forecasted low LOS with build-out and existing lane configuration
Orcutt Local, Measure A 2008 $530

BIKE/PED SBC PL 7 Location: Harris Grade Rd from SR 1 to Burton Mesa
Widen road shoulders and construct Class II bike lanes.  Provide connectivity to Regional 

Bikeway System

Lompoc 

Unincorporated
Local, Measure A 2021 $3,204

BIKE/PED SBC PL 8 Location: West Main St to Guadalupe Dunes County Park
Construct Class II bike lanes; Connectivity to the Guadalupe Dunes Bikeway between 

Guadalupe and Santa Maria

Santa Maria 

Valley
BTA, Local, Measure A 2016 $494
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Illustrative List (9/08)

Project # Route # Project Description Project Purpose (Strategy) Regional Benefits Cost $000

CT-IL-1 1 Widen State Route 1 over Santa Maria River
Widen bridge to increase road capacity and to construct Class II 

Bikelanes

Guadalupe - Santa 

Maria Region
$10,000

CT-IL-2 101 Widen Hwy 101 from Clark Ave to Santa Maria Way Widen to six lanes to address traffic congestion  Santa Maria Region $7,000

CT-IL-3 166
Widen SR 166 to 4 lanes from Guadalupe to Santa Maria 

City Limits

Increase roadway capacity to enhance safety and enhance 

circulation by accomodating both regular and agricultural vehicles

Guadalupe - Santa 

Maria Region
$51,000

CT-IL-4 166 Passing Lanes, SR 166 East, Santa Maria to Cuyama Safety and operational improvements Santa Maria Region $20,000

CT-IL-5 1
Widen SR 1 from Clark Ave to SR 1/166 Junction (Widen 

lanes to 11' and shoulders to 4')
Substandard Shoulders

Guadalupe - Santa 

Maria Region
$10,000

CT-IL-6 246 Highway 246 Intersection improvements at SR 154
Intersection realignment and improvements to accommodate 

traffic increases
Santa Ynez Valley $10,000

CT-IL-7 135
Widen Route 135 to 6 Lanes from 0.4km south of Santa 

Maria Way to Rte 135/Hwy 101 separation

Enhance circulation and reduce congestion (low LOS): CMP 

System facility

Santa Maria 

Valley/VAFB/Lompoc 

Valley Region

$18,000

CT-IL-8 166 SR 166 at SR 1 Delays, Construct overpass over train tracks
Guadalupe/Santa 

Maria Valley
$4,000

CT-IL-9 246 SR 246 Widening (PM 9.56/R25.04)

Congestion relief and safety enhancement; Widen Rte 246 to 4 

lane expressway from 0.5km west of La Purisma Rd to 0.3 km 

east of Domingo Rd (This project is the second stage of CT-PL-

4.)

Lompoc, Santa Ynez 

Valley Region
88,095

CT-IL-10 101 Highway 101/Castillo Interchange improvement Congestion, slab replacement South Coast $26,000

CT-IL-11 Location: Tarigion, Arguello, Gato, Sacato, Tajiguas Curve realignments and straightening (track) Countywide $400,000

CT-IL-12 Location: Santa Barbara County Track and signal upgardes throughout corridor Countywide $200,000

CT-IL-13 ITS Phase 2, Countywide Highway Advisory Radio, Internet highway advisories, etc. Countywide $15,000

CT-IL-14 101 Highway 101: Ramp Metering, ITS Meter traffic onto mainline 101 freeway South Coast $10,000

C-IL-1

Construct Class I Bike Path and RR overcrossing 

connecting eastern Carpinteria Avenue, routing through 

Rincon County Park to Bates Road.

Connects Highway 150, US 101, and Carpinteria Avenue to 

Ventura County line. Provides Class I bike path for Carpinteria 

City to Rincon County Park Recreational Area. Provides safe 

alternative to use of UPRR corridor for hikers and bikers.

Carpinteria $2,000

C-IL-2 Construct bike path rail undercrossing at Calle Ocho

Connects residential areas with Coastal Vista Trail and 

recreational beaches. Provides safe railroad undercrossing at 

strategic location.

Carpinteria $1,500

C-IL-3 Construct bike path rail undercrossing at Carpinteria Bluffs

Connects residential areas with Coastal Vista Trail and 

recreational beaches. Connects public parking lots with 

recreational beaches and seal rookery. Provides safe railroad 

undercrossing at strategic location.

Carpinteria $1,500
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Project # Route # Project Description Project Purpose (Strategy) Regional Benefits Cost $000

L-IL-1 246

Widen shoulders of Hwy 246 to 8’ paved from Hwy 1 east to 

Purisima Road, and add Class 1 Ped/Bike lane bridge over 

Santa Ynez River on Hwy 246

Improve substandard highway shoulders to improve safety and 

enhance circulation providing shoulder driving area for 

agricultural vehicles and bicycles, and providing river crossing for 

pedestrians and bicycles separate from substandard shoulders of 

existing Robinson Bridge

Lompoc Valley $5,000

SBC-IL-1 Calle Real Gap Closure (Calle Real at Patterson) Calle Real Gap Closure Goleta Valley $25,000

SBC-IL-2

Construct Class I Bike Path near Railroad corridor along 

Hwy 101 Right-of-Way, from Winchester Canyon to City of 

Santa Barbara

Construct Class I Bike Path to provide for east/west connectivity 

along the South Coast; complete segment of the Regional 

Bikeway System

South Coast $200,000

SBC-IL-3 192 Widen SR 192 from SR 144 to San Ysidro Road
Provide shoulders to increase safety for pedestrians and 

bicyclists
South Coast $75,000

SBCAG-IL-1 Commuter Rail, Ventura - Santa Barbara Congestion relief, Avoid further widening of Highway 101 South Coast $30,000

MTD-IL-1 Photovoltaic System Indirect Bus Battery Charging South Coast $1,250

MTD-IL-2 Bus Signal Priority State / Hollister Corridor South Coast $120

Total: $1,192,465

VISION 2030 Project Lists IL 2
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APPENDIX E: REVENUE SOURCES 

FEDERAL FUNDS 

Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Act, a Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) 

The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Act, a Legacy for Users, enacted on August 10, 2005, 

provides $244.1 billion in guaranteed funding for Federal surface transportation programs over six years 

through FY 2008-09. 

  

Safe Routes To School (SRTS) 

The SRTS Program was authorized by Section 1404 of SAFETEA-LU.  This federal funding program emphasizes 

community collaboration in the development of projects, and projects that incorporate elements of education, 

encouragement, engineering, enforcement, and evaluation.  The County has historically been awarded funding 

in every cycle. 

 

There is a state-legislated program—SR2S—that is similar to this federally-legislated program.  Caltrans 

administers funding through both competitive reimbursement programs, which share the goal of increasing the 

number of children who walk or bicycle to school. 

► It is assumed Santa Barbara County will receive $250,000 annually in federal SRTS funding.  No growth 

rate is assumed.  

 

Federal Demonstration Funding 

There are additional federal sources included in transportation bills, such as SAFETEA-LU, that provide the 

region with funding for transportation projects.  These programs help fund projects ranging from environmental 

studies to safety improvements for roads or transit projects. 

► It is assumed that Santa Barbara County will receive $1 million annually in Federal Demonstration funding 

with 67% for road improvement projects and the remaining 33% in funding for transit related projects. 

  

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 

Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) 

The Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) is a federal funding source that provides funding for a 

broad range of capacity, operational, and congestion mitigation related improvements.   The program helps 

fund projects related to Highway, Bridge and Street construction, rehabilitation, resurfacing and restoration.  

Additionally, projects related to environmental mitigation, transit capital, transportation demand management 

and highway research are also eligible to receive funding. 

► RSTP fund estimates were based on funding allocations provided by Caltrans through FY 2008-09 or the 

end of SAFETEA-LU.  For VISION 2030 financial analysis, it is assumed that 80% is allocated to local and 

regional arterials and the remaining 20% for highway improvements.  It is assumed these allocations will 

grow at 3% annually. 

► It is also assumed funding will be increased nationally in 2020 to address the national transportation 

funding shortfall.  2020 funding increases by 9% over 2019 funding. 

 

Local Surface Transportation Program (LSTP) 

The LSTP is determined by formula from Caltrans of the total RSTP amount allocated to Santa Barbara County.  

It is apportioned to each jurisdiction based upon the most current population estimates from the California 

Department of Finance for Local Street and road maintenance projects. 

► LSTP fund estimates were based on funding allocations provided by Caltrans for FY 2005-06 are $1.87 

million with a growth rate of 3% following thereafter. 

► It is also assumed funding will be increased nationally in 2020 to address the national transportation 

funding shortfall.  2020 funding increases by 9% over 2019 funding. 

 

High Risk Rural Roads (HR3) 
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locations selected for improvement.  

  

Each year, local agencies compete for HES funds by submitting candidate safety projects to Caltrans for review 

and analysis. Caltrans prioritizes these projects, statewide, and releases an annual HES Program Plan that 

identifies the projects that are approved for funding.  

 

Section 1401 of SAFETEA-LU amended Section 148 of Title 23 to create a new, core Highway Safety 

Improvement Program.  This new Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) replaces the Hazard Elimination 

Safety Program, (23 U.S.C §152). 

 

Note that HES/HSIP project costs in the Program list (Local (HES) and Local (HSIP)) were set not to exceed 

estimated revenues; the roadway system will be preserved only to the level of funding provided by the State. 

► It is assumed that projects in Santa Barbara County will continue to receive funding based on FY 2005-06 

funding of $180,000 at a growth rate of 1.4%. 

 

Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) 

See Hazard Elimination Safety (HES) Program. 

 

Highway Bridge Program (HBP) 

See Highway/Bridge Repair and Retrofit (HBRR) Program. 

 

Highway/Bridge Repair and Retrofit (HBRR) Program 

The HBRR Program provides funds to assist the States in their programs to replace or rehabilitate deficient 

highway bridges and to seismic retrofit bridges located on any public road. 

 

HBRR is now called the Highway Bridge Program (HBP).  HBP is authorized by the federal TEA-21.  The purpose 

of the HBP is to replace or rehabilitate public highway bridges over waterways, other topographical barriers, 

other highways, or railroads when the State and the Federal Highway Administration determine that a bridge is 

significantly important and is unsafe because of structural deficiencies, physical deterioration, or functional 

obsolescence.  Reimbursable scopes of work include replacement, rehabilitation, painting, scour 

countermeasure, bridge approach barrier and railing replacement, low water crossing replacement, and ferry 

service replacement. 

 

Note that HBRR/HBP project costs in the Program list (Local (HBP)/CT 14) were set not to exceed estimated 

revenues; the roadway system will be preserved only to the level of funding provided by the State. 

► It is assumed that projects in Santa Barbara County will receive approximately $4.6 million annually with 

50% for Highways and the remaining 50% for Streets and Roads projects.  It is assumed this allocation will 

grow at 1.4% annually. 

  

Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) Program 

The Freeway Service Patrol is a public service comprised of a fleet of tow and pickup trucks which patrol 

designated portions of freeways during commute hours clearing accidents and removing debris to reduce 

traffic congestion and improve safety.  Funding for the FSP program is provided through the State with the local 

match provided by the Santa Barbara County SAFE program. 

► SBCAG received $211,000 in FSP funds in FY 2005-06.  It is assumed that SBCAG will continue to receive 

this funding with a growth rate of 2%. 

  

Proposition 1B 

Proposition 1B—the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006—

authorizes California to sell approximately $19.9 billion in general obligation bonds to fund transportation 

projects.  The projects will relieve congestion, reduce air pollution, and enhance safety and security.  The 

money is available for various state agencies such as SBCAG and for grants to local agencies and transit 
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT RTP 

Commentors on the Draft RTP include public agencies, professional associations, citizen groups, Indian Tribes, 

and private individuals and businesses (refer to list below).  The written comments on the RTP were received by 

the September 2, 2008 deadline.   

 

Also included are comments from public workshops, the public hearing, and advisory committee meetings, 

beginning on p. 169.   

 

Comments on the Draft EIR are addressed separately. 

 

 

Commentor Agency/Organization Date Type Page 

Scott D. McGolpin, 

Director 

County of Santa Barbara Public Works 

Department 

July 30, 2008 County 

Agency 

73 

Carol A. Glatfelter, 

Associate Aviation 

Planner 

California Department of Transportation, 

Division of Aeronautics – M.S. #40 

August 4, 2008 State 

Agency 

75 

Sam Cohen Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians August 15, 2008 Federally 

Recognized 

Indian Tribe 

78 

Michael Chiacos, 

Senior Associate; 

Tam Hunt, Energy 

Program 

Director/Lawyer 

Community Environmental Council August 20, 2008 Organization 81 

Neal Olinger Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians August 25, 2008 Federally 

Recognized 

Indian Tribe 

86 

Sherrie Fisher, 

General Manager 

Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit 

District 

August 27, 2008 Local 

Agency 

88 

Steve Wagner, 

Community Services 

Director 

City of Goleta August 27, 2008 Local 

Agency 

91 

Rosa Munoz, PE, 

Utilities Engineer 

State of California Public Services 

Commission, Rail Crossings Engineering 

Section, Consumer Protection and Safety 

Division 

August 29, 2008 State 

Agency 

94 

Paul Hernadi, Chair Comprehensive Planning Committee for 

the Citizens Planning Association 

September 2, 2008 Organization 96 

Eugene S. Wilson Eugene S. Wilson, Attorney at Law, 1224 

North Ontare Rd, Santa Barbara, CA 

93105 

September 2, 2008 Individual 100 

Tracey Singh Member, Safe Routes to School 

Committee at Cold Spring School 

September 2, 2008 Organization 112 

Roger Freedman, 

President 

Santa Barbara Airport Advocates September 2, 2008 Organization 114 

Edmund J. Pert, 

Regional 

Manager 

 

California Department of Fish and Game, 

South Coast Region 

 

September 2, 2008 State 

Agency 

117 

Aileen K. Loe, 

Deputy District 

Director 

California Department of Transportation, 

Planning and Local Assistance 

September 2, 2008 State 

Agency 

127 
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Commentor Agency/Organization Date Type Page 

Matt Roberts, 

Director, Parks and 

Recreation 

City of Carpinteria September 2, 2008 Local 

Agency 

146 

Brian Leahy, 

Assistant 

Director 

 

State of California Resources Agency, 

Department of Conservation,  Division of 

Land Resource Protection 

 

September 2, 2008 State 

Agency 

149 

Bobbie Bratz, Public 

Information and 

Community 

Programs Supervisor 

Santa Barbara County Air Pollution 

Control District, Technology and 

Environmental Review Division 

September 2, 2008 Regional 

Agency 

154 

Tanne Kiele Chang tkc Designs September 2, 2008 Individual 164 
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County of Santa Barbara Public Works Department 
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SBCAG Response to County of Santa Barbara Public Works Department 

SBCAG will accommodate the County‘s request and add this project to the Illustrative, financially 

unconstrained, project list. 
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California Department of Transportation Division of Aeronautics  
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SBCAG Response to California Department of Transportation Division of Aeronautics 

Coincidently, California Space Center project sponsors recently briefed SBCAG staff on the project.  Staff will 

add reference to the California Space Center project and the potential transportation issues in the discussion 

of roadway system needs for the Lompoc Valley, Section 2.4.5, as shown below.  As the project moves forward, 

staff will work collaboratively in assessing traffic impacts to the Lompoc Valley. 

 

Increasing traffic on SR 1 could be compounded by traffic going to and from the California Space 

Center, which the California Space Authority hopes to construct on a 66-acre site along SR 1 about 

one mile south of the VAFB Main Gate.  The Center would include 494,800 square feet of buildings to 

be built over 10 years.  The group hopes to obtain a lease by October 2008 and open the facility by 

October 2010.  The remaining two phases would be completed by July 2014 and March 2017.  The 

Center, which would include a 450-person capacity cinema, a conference center with a 1,000-seat 

banquet facility, and a 2,000-seat outdoor amphitheater, among other attractions, expects to draw 

200,000 visitors the first year, and 500,000 annual visitors at full build out.  The daily population 

would start out at about 500 employees and 1,800 visitors, and peak at 5,000 on launch days.  Upon 

the completion of all three phases, there would be parking capacity for 2,208 cars and 54 buses, plus 

overflow for 680 cars on launch days.  The Center would include 365,000 square feet of roadways.  A 

traffic study has not yet been performed, but the Center would certainly impact traffic, particularly 

along SR 1.  The Center would also use marketing efforts to attract motorists from US 101 and 

Interstate 5, which would impact travel on roadways such as State Routes 33, 135 166, 246, and 

Purisima Road. (Business Plan for The California Space Center. May 6, 2008.) 

 

See also Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 
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Sam Cohen, Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians 
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SBCAG Response to Sam Cohen, Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians 

SBCAG will revise the text in the RTP as shown below: 

 

2.4.6 Santa Ynez Valley 

 

The roadway system in the Santa Ynez Valley serves the cities of Solvang and Buellton, the 

unincorporated community of Santa Ynez, and the remaining unincorporated area of the valley.  SR 

246 is the principal arterial. The population of the Santa Ynez Valley is forecast to increase from 

21,800 in 2000 to 27,400 by the year 2030, a 25.7% increase.  Employment is forecast to increase 

from 8,528 to 12,249 by 2030, a growth of 44% in the 30-year period.  Major transportation issues in 

this region include: 

  

 The reliance on SR 246 as ―Main Street‖ in Solvang and Buellton; 

 Heavy volumes of recreational traffic on weekends; and, 

 Travel speed along SR 246, which is significantly affected by local circulation, through 

interregional traffic, and signalization in the City of Solvang, as well as the lack of an alternate 

east/west route. 

  

SR 246 is the major access route into and out of the City of Solvang and the nearby communities.  The 

concentration of traffic, often tourist traffic, on SR 246 through Solvang has led to worsening 

congestion at signalized intersections, particularly at 5th Street, Alisal Road, Atterdag Road, and 

Alamo Pintado Road, the key north/south streets in the city.  Traffic on Alisal Road at Copenhagen 

Drive is often congested due to heavy pedestrian crossings on Alisal Road and tour buses seeking 

parking.  Local traffic traveling to or from the southern portions of the city is diverted onto Alisal Road, 

the only through roadway to the south, which adds to its congestion during peak traffic hours. 

  

The Chumash Casino, located between the City of Solvang and the unincorporated Santa Ynez 

community is a significant visitor destination.  With their gaming and entertainment venues and over 

500 employees, the Chumash Casino generates traffic that affects SR 246 and SR 154 in both 

directions.  The Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians has initiated daily bus shuttle service to 

Lompoc, Santa Maria, and the South Coast to provide an alternative means of travel for its employees 

and patrons.  In fact, nearly all employees are required to take the bus, which helps to reduce traffic 

congestion.  The shuttle arrives at the Casino approximately 20 times a day.  The Chumash Casino is 

the largest generator of traffic in the area which contributes to increasing congestion on SR 246.   

 

The traffic due to the Casino and other visitor activities in the Santa Ynez Valley has added to the 

traffic generated by nearby Santa Ynez Valley Union High School (SYVUHS).  According to the California 

Department of Education, SYVUHS had an enrollment of 1,130 for 2007-08.  As the district serves a 

large area, many students travel long distances to reach the school.  Many of these students also 

drive their own cars.  Traffic is particularly bad on SR 246 during the weekdays when students arrive in 

the morning around 8:30 and are released around 3:00 PM. 

 

Heavy volumes of northbound left-turning traffic at the intersection of SR 246 and SR 154 are also 

problematic during the evening commute—there is not enough room in the left-turn pocket to 

accommodate everyone coming from the south destined for the residential areas in and around 

Solvang and the Casino.  Improvements to SR 154 (project SBCAG-1 in the Program List in Appendix 

D), however, funded by Measure D and currently under construction, are addressing this issue by 

lengthening the turn lane by 250 feet. 

 

While existing traffic conditions within the Santa Ynez Valley are generally at free-flow (Map 2.14), 

conditions will get worse by 2030.  Under the 2030NB scenario, traffic on SR 246 is forecast to 

increase 75% over the base year condition.  Congestion is expected on 246 segments east of Alamo 

Pintado and east of US 101 in Buellton.  Average speed on SR 154 would decline as traffic is expected 

to increase to 28,400 ADT, more than doubling the existing volumes.  Maps 2.15 and 2.16 depict the 

existing (2000BC) and 2030NB under PM peak hour traffic condition. 
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Community Environmental Council 
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SBCAG Response to Community Environmental Council 

SBCAG agrees climate change and energy supply challenges are important issues.  Included in the RTP‘s 

discussion of ―Regional Issues affecting Regional Transportation‖ in Chapter 2 are 1) Dependency on the 

Automobile, 2) Long Distance Commuting, 3) Climate Change, 4) Fuel Type and Cost, and 5) Intermodal 

Connectivity.  However, these are not the only important issues the County faces.  Safety, for example, is also a 

priority in the RTP. 

 

SBCAG considers all modes of transportation throughout the RTP.  Chapter 3, the Policy Element that makes 

up the foundation of the RTP, includes goals and policies for each mode (roadway, bikeway, transit, rail, air, 

and pedestrian), and for systems integration to ensure a multi-modal system.   

 

The RTP project list includes new transit services, bikeways, and funding for a reverse vanpool program.  It also 

funds other traffic demand management (TDM) programs including rider rebates, flex work, bicycle outreach, 

and employer/employee outreach.  And it includes projects to purchase electric shuttles and hybrid buses   

 

The RTP allocates resources to all modes of transportation:   

 Highway capacity increasing projects account for only 15.3% of project costs.   

 Other highway projects and streets/roads projects account for 53.4%—the largest portion---of costs.  It 

is important to remember, however, that alternative modes of transportation also benefit from these 

projects.  Buses, cyclists, and pedestrians all use streets and roads and, in some cases, highways.  It 

is also important to note that many of the highway and streets/roads projects, despite their 

classification, include bicycle/pedestrian facilities.  Also, the 101 widening project, an expensive 

highway project, will add a high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane, discouraging single-occupancy vehicle 

(SOV) traffic.   

 Alternative mode projects—transit, bicycle/pedestrian, and rail—account for nearly a third, 30.4%, of 

RTP project costs.  

 ITS/TDM projects make up the remaining 0.9%.   

It is also important to note that there are restrictions on funds that limit the amount that can be allocated to 

transit.  For example, the California Constitution prohibits gas taxes from being used for transit maintenance 

and operations.   

 

SBCAG also agrees there has been a recent increase in the cost of gasoline which, if it continues, may shift 

transportation patterns in the County.  The RTP summarizes this issue in Section 2.2.10 Fuel Type and Cost, 

which also addresses fuel-efficient vehicles and alternative transportation fuels such as biodiesel and 

electricity.  The following paragraph was also recently added to the end of Section 4.4.3 Transportation 

Demand Management – Traffic Solutions on p. 4-7: 

 

With the recent increase in fuel prices, TDM programs offer the region a short and medium term cost-

effective means of meeting the growing demand for non-drive alone transportation options, 

particularly where transit capacity cannot meet peak period demand.  While it can take several years 

to increase transit capacity, vanpool or carpool capacity is currently available to meet growing 

demand.  Recent trends indicate that in Santa Barbara County, carpooling and vanpooling has 

increased by more than 50% from 2000 to 2007, bucking the national trend toward higher drive alone 

rates. 

 

The significant increase in fuel price is relatively recent, however, and its demonstrated impact on travel is 

relatively minor.  SBCAG has not seen a significant drop and VMT and growth is still likely.  Therefore, SBCAG 

plans to wait until the next RTP Update to identify significant trends and examine the issue quantitatively.  Over 

the next few years SBCAG will monitor the effect the change in fuel prices is having on demand for 

transportation modes and make changes to the RTP as necessary, when it is apparent that longer term 

changes to mode choice trends have occurred. In the medium term, California SB 375 on Global Warming and 

Land Use, if passed, will provide the impetus statewide for additional tools and guidance for such analysis.  

The bill requires Metropolitan Planning Organizations like SBCAG to develop a ―Sustainable Communities 

Strategy‖ as part of the next RTP Update.  Elements of the strategy will examine land use and transportation 

relationships, travel patterns, impacts on climate change, greenhouse gas emissions, and jobs-housing 
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relationships, among other factors. SBCAG will develop the Strategy, with extensive public, stakeholder, and 

local agency participation, to meet targeted reductions in greenhouse gas emissions set by the Air Resources 

Board.  

 

The state‘s goals to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and overall vehicle miles traveled are discussed in 

Section 2.2.6 Climate Change.  SBCAG will add a section on CEC‘s efforts to wean our region from fossil fuels 

by 2030 to the end of this section, as follows: 

 

Local Efforts 

The Community Environmental Council (CEC) is an environmental nonprofit organization in Santa 

Barbara County focused exclusively on energy efficiency and renewables, alternative transportation, 

and climate change.  The CEC‘s current goal is to lead the tri-county region to fossil fuel independence 

by 2033—Fossil Free by ‘33.   

 

In Chapter 3 of its Blueprint for Santa Barbara County, the CEC identifies four primary strategies to 

reduce petroleum use for transportation: 

 alternatives to driving along 

 better land use planning 

 more fuel efficient, smaller 

 alternative fuel vehicles 

 

In a brochure entitled ―Fossil Free by 2033: A 7-step plan to save America's environment and 

economy,‖ the CEC proposes steps to energy independence.  Among these steps, with regard to fuel 

efficient, the CEC notes: ―Tri-county residents and fleet managers can increase the efficiency of their 

vehicles up to 20% without changing engine types or fuel types. Simple measures include: ensuring 

that vehicles are tuned up and tires properly inflated, changing dirty air filters regularly, and using the 

correct grade of motor oil.‖  With regard to public transportation: ―The tri-counties region could 

conservatively reduce its transportation fuel needs by 10% by encouraging alternatives to driving solo. 

Simple measures include: providing incentives to those who carpool and vanpool; increasing use of 

public transportation; and encouraging programs for carsharing and flexible work schedules. These 

strategies will also help address the region‘s increasing traffic problems.‖  The CEC also believes: ―We 

must purchase and promote electric and plug-in hybrid vehicles as they are developed over the next 

few years. These vehicles will run either primarily or entirely on electric batteries, which can be 

recharged from a standard home outlet.‖34 

 

See also Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
34 http://www.communityenvironmentalcouncil.org/Programs/EP/index.cfm 
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Neal Olinger, Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians 
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SBCAG Response to Neal Olinger, Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians 

SBCAG will revise the text in the RTP as shown below: 

 

2.4.6 Santa Ynez Valley 

 

The roadway system in the Santa Ynez Valley serves the cities of Solvang and Buellton, the 

unincorporated community of Santa Ynez, and the remaining unincorporated area of the valley.  SR 

246 is the principal arterial. The population of the Santa Ynez Valley is forecast to increase from 

21,800 in 2000 to 27,400 by the year 2030, a 25.7% increase.  Employment is forecast to increase 

from 8,528 to 12,249 by 2030, a growth of 44% in the 30-year period.  Major transportation issues in 

this region include: 

  

 The reliance on SR 246 as ―Main Street‖ in Solvang and Buellton; 

 Heavy volumes of recreational traffic on weekends; and, 

 Travel speed along SR 246, which is significantly affected by local circulation, through 

interregional traffic, and signalization in the City of Solvang, as well as the lack of an alternate 

east/west route. 

  

SR 246 is the major access route into and out of the City of Solvang and the nearby communities.  The 

concentration of traffic, often tourist traffic, on SR 246 through Solvang has led to worsening 

congestion at signalized intersections, particularly at 5th Street, Alisal Road, Atterdag Road, and 

Alamo Pintado Road, the key north/south streets in the city.  Traffic on Alisal Road at Copenhagen 

Drive is often congested due to heavy pedestrian crossings on Alisal Road and tour buses seeking 

parking.  Local traffic traveling to or from the southern portions of the city is diverted onto Alisal Road, 

the only through roadway to the south, which adds to its congestion during peak traffic hours. 

  

The Chumash Casino, located between the City of Solvang and the unincorporated Santa Ynez 

community is a significant visitor destination.  With over 500 employees, the Chumash Casino 

generates traffic that affects SR 246 in both directions.  The Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians 

has initiated daily shuttle service to Lompoc, Santa Maria, and the South Coast to provide an 

alternative means of travel for its employees and patrons.  The Chumash Casino is the largest 

generator of traffic in the area which contributes to increasing congestion on SR 246.   

 

SR 246 also sees long-distance commuter traffic.  SR 246 serves as an alternative (to US 101 and SR 

1) route between Lompoc/Mission Hills-Vandenberg Village and the South Coast. 

  

While existing traffic conditions within the Santa Ynez Valley are generally at free-flow (Map 2.14), 

conditions will get worse by 2030.  Under the 2030NB scenario, traffic on SR 246 is forecast to 

increase 75% over the base year condition.  Congestion is expected on 246 segments east of Alamo 

Pintado and east of US 101 in Buellton.  Average speed on SR 154 would decline as traffic is expected 

to increase to 28,400 ADT, more than doubling the existing volumes.  Maps 2.15 and 2.16 depict the 

existing (2000BC) and 2030NB under PM peak hour traffic condition. 
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Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District 
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SBCAG Response to Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District 

The RTP allocates resources to all modes of transportation:   

 Highway capacity increasing projects account for only 15.3% of project costs.   

 Other highway projects and streets/roads projects account for 53.4%—the largest portion---of costs.  It 

is important to remember, however, that alternative modes of transportation also benefit from these 

projects.  Buses, cyclists, and pedestrians all use streets and roads and, in some cases, highways.  It 

is also important to note that many of the highway and streets/roads projects, despite their 

classification, include bicycle/pedestrian facilities.  Also, the 101 widening project, an expensive 

highway project, will add a high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane, discouraging single-occupancy vehicle 

(SOV) traffic.   

 Alternative mode projects—transit, bicycle/pedestrian, and rail—account for nearly a third, 30.4%, of 

RTP project costs.  

 ITS/TDM projects make up the remaining 0.9%.   

 

SBCAG agrees there has been a recent increase in the cost of gasoline which, if it continues, may shift 

transportation patterns in the County.  The RTP summarizes this issue in Section 2.2.10 Fuel Type and Cost.  

The significant increase in fuel price is relatively recent, however, and its demonstrated impact on travel is 

relatively minor.  Therefore, SBCAG plans to wait until the next RTP Update to identify significant trends and 

examine the issue quantitatively.  Over the next few years SBCAG will monitor the effect the change in fuel 

prices is having on demand for transportation modes and make changes to the RTP as necessary, when it is 

apparent that longer term changes to mode choice trends have occurred. In the medium term, California SB 

375 on Global Warming and Land Use, if passed, will provide the impetus statewide for additional tools and 

guidance for such analysis.  The bill requires Metropolitan Planning Organizations like SBCAG to develop a 

―Sustainable Communities Strategy‖ as part of the next RTP Update.  Elements of the strategy will examine 

land use and transportation relationships, travel patterns, impacts on climate change, greenhouse gas 

emissions, and jobs-housing relationships, among other factors. SBCAG will develop the Strategy, with 

extensive public, stakeholder, and local agency participation, to meet targeted reductions in greenhouse gas 

emissions set by the Air Resources Board. 
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City of Goleta 
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SBCAG Response to City of Goleta 

SBCAG will add the following section to the end of Section 6.2.1.1 South Coast US 101: 

 

Potential Construction-Related Congestion Issues on 101  

 

As part of the public review, concerns were raised about the effects of a possible ―commute shift‖ of 

traffic to North County due to congestion on the 101 exacerbated by 101 construction projects in the 

near future.  Undoubtedly there will be delays on 101 during construction stages; however, SBCAG 

does not expect such delays to be cumulative since the construction projects will be staged at 

different years and in different phases.  For example, the following construction projects will be staged 

as follows:  

 Construction on the Cabrillo-Milpas/Hot Springs project - between now and 2010 (Phase I)  

 HOV lane/widening between Mussel Shoals and Carpinteria (CMIA) - 2011 to 2013 

 Linden/Casitas Pass Interchanges – 2012 to 2015 

 South Coast 101 HOV Lanes- Carpinteria to Milpas – 2014 to 2020 and beyond 

 

All these projects have or will have a traffic management plan. In addition, SBCAG is already taking 

efforts to mitigate anticipated delays and inconvenience on 101 during peak periods.  The ―Curb Your 

Commute‖ effort currently undertaken by SBCAG/Traffic Solutions is a transportation demand 

management program that has been established to mitigate delays caused by the construction 

projects.  In addition, Caltrans‘ Corridor System Management Plan (CSMP) project undertaken by 

District 5 and District 7 will monitor, track, and investigate potential problems.  

 

Since 2001, ridership on the Coastal Express between Ventura and Santa Barbara/Goleta has 

increased by 300%.  The effects of recent high gas prices coupled with the benefits of traveling on 

cross-county express buses will likely continue to push commute ridership to new heights in the near 

future.  It is anticipated that these express bus options, with the TDM efforts, will further mitigate the 

peak hour congestion problems during the construction periods.   

 

Also, the SBCAG RGF 2007 forecasts relatively greater population growth in North County and 

commuters will make up some of this population growth.  Thus, to a certain extent, the forecast 

already takes into account the increases in north to south commute traffic.  As a result, the concerns 

of a ―commute shift to North County‖ resulting from congestion on 101 has been addressed. 
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State of California Public Utilities Commission 
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SBCAG Response to State of California Public Utilities Commission 

See Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions.   
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Comprehensive Planning Committee of the Citizens Planning Association 
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SBCAG Response to Comprehensive Planning Committee of the Citizens Planning Association 

1. See Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 

 

 

2. The RTP allocates resources to all modes of transportation:   

 Highway capacity increasing projects account for only 15.3% of project costs.   

 Other highway projects and streets/roads projects account for 53.4%—the largest portion---of costs.  It 

is important to remember, however, that alternative modes of transportation also benefit from these 

projects.  Buses, cyclists, and pedestrians all use streets and roads and, in some cases, highways.  It 

is also important to note that many of the highway and streets/roads projects, despite their 

classification, include bicycle/pedestrian facilities.  Also, the 101 widening project, an expensive 

highway project, will add a high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane, discouraging single-occupancy vehicle 

(SOV) traffic.   

 Alternative mode projects—transit, bicycle/pedestrian, and rail—account for nearly a third, 30.4%, of 

RTP project costs.  

 ITS/TDM projects make up the remaining 0.9%.   

 

There are restrictions on funds that limit the amount that can be allocated to transit.  For example, the 

California Constitution prohibits gas taxes from being used for transit maintenance and operations. 

 

See also Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 

 

 

3. SBCAG agrees there has been a recent increase in the cost of gasoline which, if it continues, may shift 

transportation patterns in the County.  The RTP summarizes this issue in Section 2.2.10 Fuel Type 

and Cost.  The significant increase in fuel price is relatively recent, however, and its demonstrated impact 

on travel is relatively minor.  Therefore, SBCAG plans to wait until the next RTP Update to identify 

significant trends and examine the issue quantitatively.  Over the next few years SBCAG will monitor the 

effect the change in fuel prices is having on demand for transportation modes and make changes to the 

RTP as necessary, when it is apparent that longer term changes to mode choice trends have occurred. In 

the medium term, California SB 375 on Global Warming and Land Use, if passed, will provide the impetus 

statewide for additional tools and guidance for such analysis.  The bill requires Metropolitan Planning 

Organizations like SBCAG to develop a ―Sustainable Communities Strategy‖ as part of the next RTP 

Update.  Elements of the strategy will examine land use and transportation relationships, travel patterns, 

impacts on climate change, greenhouse gas emissions, and jobs-housing relationships, among other 

factors. SBCAG will develop the Strategy, with extensive public, stakeholder, and local agency participation, 

to meet targeted reductions in greenhouse gas emissions set by the Air Resources Board.  Also, the state‘s 

goals to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and overall vehicle miles traveled are discussed in Section 

2.2.6 Climate Change.   

 

See also Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 

 

 

4. Climate change and the RTP‘s impact on greenhouse gas emissions are discussed in Section 2.2.6 

Climate Change and Section 4.4.9 Environmental Mitigation Program.  Also, EIR Section 4.3 Air Quality was 

revised to provide additional detail on climate change.    

 

See also Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 

 

 

5. These issues are described separately in the descriptions of needs and programs (Section 2.2.8 

Transportation System Management, Section 2.7 Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS), Section 4.4.3 

Transportation Demand Management – Traffic Solutions, and Section 4.4.5 Central Coast Intelligent 

Transportation Systems Implementation Plan).  SBCAG will consider separating them for financial analysis 

in the next RTP Update. 
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Eugene Wilson 
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SBCAG Response to Eugene Wilson 

1. See Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions.   

 

 

2. See Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 

 

 

3. See Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 

 

 

4. Climate change and the RTP‘s impact on greenhouse gas emissions are discussed in Section 2.2.6 

Climate Change and Section 4.4.9 Environmental Mitigation Program.  Figure 4.2 in the RTP shows that 

the ―Planned‖ Scenario, which includes implementing all projects in the RTP‘s Program and Plan lists, 

results in lower on-road mobile source carbon dioxide emissions than does the ―No Build‖ Scenario.  Also, 

EIR Section 4.3 Air Quality was revised to provide additional detail on climate change (see response to 

SBCAPCD in Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions). 

 

See also Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 

 

 

5. The SBCAG travel forecasts account for existing local land use plans.  SBCAG concurs that growth in traffic 

will have an impact on selected interchanges, some of which occur in the City of Santa Barbara.  The 

current Milpas to Hot Springs Highway Improvement Project will complete the six lane freeway through City 

of Santa Barbara; however, this incremental addition of capacity will not in and of itself create the induced 

growth; rather, it is market forces and the development potential of local land use plans that provide the 

impetus for new development, creating the demand for travel.  In the case of the South Coast region, 

congestion without the RTP projects is much more severe than the Program and Plan scenarios.  After an 

extensive public outreach period with 101 In Motion, SBCAG, Caltrans, and the local agencies (including 

the City of Santa Barbara) elected for a package of projects that would reduce congestion while also 

encouraging the use of carpooling, transit and rail.  This decision was ultimately incorporated into the RTP.  

The RTP acknowledges there will be some additional volumes at selected interchanges in the City of Santa 

Barbara when the projects are in place.  SBCAG will continue working collaboratively with City staff to 

monitor traffic conditions at interchanges and regionally-significant intersections adjacent to US 101.  It 

should be noted that the City is a participating agency in the Congestion Management Program.  The CMP 

requires operations of LOS D or better on all regionally-significant roads and intersections and requires 

that agencies prepare plans to mitigate congestion-related system deficiencies as they arise.  In addition, 

the City has continuously added new parking structures and currently has excess parking capacity for the 

automobile most days of the year, which makes traveling by auto more convenient.   

 

See also Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 

 

 

6. In general, concerns about induced growth of infrastructure projects refer to new projects in undeveloped 

areas.  The SBCAG RTP is consistent with existing local land use plans.  The SBCAG travel forecasts use 

these local plans as a policy constraint in forecasting travel.  The resulting effect is that the RTP projects 

are a response to the effects of land use decisions made by the individual cities and the County.  The 

regional transportation projects in and of themselves will not generate new vehicle trips or induced vehicle 

trips.  SBCAG has studied the issue of induced traffic growth in the past and completed an analysis of 

induced traffic for US 101 in 2002 (see The South Coast Highway 101 Deficiency Plan, Attachment F, June 

2002  For that analysis, staff studied two facilities: 

 

 Implementation of the six-lane project on US 101 in 1988 

 Completion of improvements to the US 101/La Cumbre Road interchange in 1997 

 

The analysis concluded that traffic volumes did increase on these facilities after project implementation.  

However, these were not new, induced trips, but rather trips that were diverted from other parallel 
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facilities.  In the case of the six-lane project completed on US 101 in 1988, significant trip reductions were 

seen on the parallel facilities of SR 192, State Street, and Modoc Road.  When the La Cumbre Road 

interchange was completed in 1997, peak hour volumes dropped at the Las Positas Road interchange by 

approximately 11%. 

 

These types of trips diversions (related to infrastructure improvements) are accounted for in the SBCAG 

traffic model and are, therefore, reflected in each of the Year 2030 scenario forecasts.  Therefore, SBCAG 

disagrees that providing additional freeway capacity by completing a six-lane segment that already exists 

on either side of the current four-lane freeway (and, within a few years following completion of the Milpas 

to Hot Springs project, will result in a six-lane project from the western to the eastern border of the City) will 

result in induced growth to the area.   

 

See also Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 
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Tracey Singh, Representative, Cold Spring School, Safe Routes to School Committee 
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SBCAG Response to Tracey Singh, Representative, Cold Spring School, Safe Routes to School Committee 

This route is not on the regional bikeway network, and neither the County nor the City of Santa Barbara 

includes the route on their local bikeway networks.  However, for the next RTP Update, SBCAG will work with 

local agencies to examine bikeway transportation in the area. 
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Roger Freedman, Santa Barbara Airport Advocates 
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SBCAG Response to Roger Freedman, Santa Barbara Airport Advocates 

1. Comments noted and will be reflected in Section 2.9.1 of the Final RTP as shown below.  The airport is 

undertaking a new Airport Master Plan Update to address this issue. 

 

p. 2-55, column 1, last two paragraphs: 

 

One of the major airside improvements in the AFP involves an 800-foot extension of the Runway 

Safety Area (RSA) on Runway 7 in order to meet the FAA safety design standards; construction of the 

project was just completed in April 2008.  The 800‘ westerly RSA extension necessitated a change in 

the existing Airport Safety Area boundaries (Clear and Approach Zones) thereby affecting the 

compatibility of underlining land uses.  The new dimensions of the safety areas shifted the Airport‘s 

Clear and Approach Zone boundaries 800 feet westward on both ends of Runway 7-25.   

 

As part of the public process, concerns were expressed on several general aviation issues including 

self-service fueling facilities, hangar demand, transient aircraft parking and ramp access after hours. 

 The airport is taking efforts to build a self-service fuel facility to service the general aviation aircraft, 

both local and transient, so the current high prices of aviation fuel could remain competitive with other 

airports in southern California.  In addition, the airport is undertaking a new Airport Master Plan 

Update to address various issues including the building of new hangar facilities to cater ongoing 

demand.  Passenger terminal improvements are also planned to address the undersized, but 

aesthetically pleasing airport terminal.  

 

2. Comments noted and will be reflected in Section 2.9.1 of the Final RTP as shown above.  The current 

Airport Facilities Plan proposed that future hangar development be on the immediate vacant land in the 

northeast quadrant of the airport.  The new Airport Master Plan Update will further address this issue.   

 

3. The issue of ramp access is an airport operational issue.  KSBA is a Transportation Security Administration 

(TSA) airport and the ramps are under the control of the FBOs (fixed base operators) for security and hours 

of operation.   

 

4. The issue of transient aircraft parking is also an airport operational issue.  The new Master Plan Update 

will address general aviation needs such as aircraft storage, general aviation services, transient parking, 

etc. 
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State of California Department of Fish and Game 
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SBCAG Response to State of California Department of Fish and Game 

See Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 
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State of California Department of Transportation 
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SBCAG Response to State of California Department of Transportation 

Theme Comments:   

 

1. SBCAG‘s recognition of the importance of Highway 101 is reflected throughout the document; in the 

discussion of roadway system needs, Highway 101 is predominantly mentioned. Highway 101 

improvements are a key part of the improvement strategy that arose from 101 In Motion, and Highway 

101 improvements receive the highest priority in the Program and Plan project lists. 

 

 

2. See responses to ―Specific‖ comment nos. 4, 5, 6, 12, 14, and 15 below. 

 

 

3. See responses to ―Specific‖ comment nos. 1 and 13 below. 

 

    

Specific Comments: 

 

1. These issues are discussed in Section 4.4.9 Environmental Mitigation Program.  Based on ongoing 

discussions with Caltrans, the section has been enhanced.  The section identifies areas suitable for 

mitigation by comparing with resource agency lists and maps such as those of the Land Trust for Santa 

Barbara County and the California Department of Conservation Division of Land Resource Protection‘s 

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program.  The section also expands on SBCAG‘s efforts to engage and 

coordinate with resource agencies and conservation groups early in the development of the RTP.  The 

section explains that early consideration of mitigation, in coordination with resource agencies and 

conservation organizations, allows for the alignment of mitigation needs with regional conservation 

priorities.  The section also draws particular attention to the impacts that are Class I, significant and 

unavoidable, such as impacts on aesthetics and agricultural lands.  However, SBCAG‘s role is related to 

facilitator as the primary roles remain with the project sponsor and, since most of these areas are in 

unincorporated lands, the County Planning Department.   

 

 

2. See Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions.  See also response to no. 1 above for a discussion of 

the RTP‘s Environmental Mitigation Program, which addresses the possibility of advance mitigation to 

incorporate regional conservation priorities. 

 

 

3. SBCAG will add the following paragraph to the end of Section 4.5.2:  

 

The RTP recognizes the need for the California Coastal Trail, as prescribed by AB 1396, in the coastal 

areas of Santa Barbara County.  SBCAG will coordinate with appropriate agencies for the development 

of the California Coastal Trail. 

 

 

4. SBCAG will revise the text in Section 2.2.9 Infrastructure Maintenance/Repair as shown below.  However, 

SBCAG does not concur that regional and local agencies should be responsible for addressing an 

underfunded state highway operations and maintenance program 

 

Some local jurisdictions have also expressed concern about the maintenance of state highways (e.g., 

SR 1, 135, etc.) in their jurisdictions, where the programming of improvements is the responsibility of 

the state, not the local agency. Currently, however, the measure of performance of maintenance 

quality on state highways (maintenance level of service) in Caltrans District 5, which includes Santa 

Barbara County, is among the highest in the state (Source: Caltrans District 5). Maintenance to the 

state highway system is addressed in the 10-Year State Highway Operation and Protection Program 

(SHOPP) Plan.  The SHOPP Plan identifies needs and is updated every two years. Local agencies have 

an opportunity to comment on the 10-year State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), 

and also have an opportunity to nominate projects for SHOPP, which helps to ensure local concerns 
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are addressed in prioritizing state maintenance projects.  Caltrans then nominates projects for funding 

from the SHOPP.  Projects that are successful in statewide competition are included in 4-year 

programming cycles adopted every two years by the California Transportation Commission (CTC).  

Unfortunately, on a statewide basis, the SHOPP program is heavily oversubscribed (annual needs 

exceed available funding by approximately six times). Currently state funding cannot meet all the 

needs.  While local jurisdictions and SBCAG may choose to invest other funds on high priority 

improvements for this system, the maintenance and operation of the state highway system is a state 

responsibility and the state must address the revenue shortfall.  Local jurisdictions may choose to 

take full responsibility for certain state highways through the relinquishment process.  

 

 

5. SBCAG will revise the text in the RTP as shown below: 

 

2.5.1 Interjurisdictional Coordination  

 

Three levels of government are responsible for developing and maintaining bikeways in Santa Barbara 

County.  As owner-operator of the state highway system, Caltrans is responsible for maintenance and 

operations of existing bikeway facilities, unless a separate maintenance agreement exists with a local 

jurisdiction.  Caltrans, SBCAG, and local jurisdictions partner to develop new bikeway facilities on the 

state highway system, with SBCAG and local jurisdictions largely responsible for funding the new 

facilities.  Caltrans is responsible for bikeway facilities on state highways, while tThe public works 

department of the County and each city is responsible for bikeways on roads and streets within the 

respective jurisdictions. In addition, the University of California, Santa Barbara (UCSB), Santa Barbara 

City College (SBCC), Westmont College, and Allan Hancock College (in Santa Maria and Lompoc) are 

each responsible for developing and maintaining bicycle facilities on their campuses. Existing 

bikeways on the UCSB campus connect with bikeways in the County of Santa Barbara, the City of 

Goleta and the City of Santa Barbara‘s airport property. Planned bikeways through SBCC will connect 

with existing bikeways under the jurisdiction of the City of Santa Barbara and Caltrans (SR 225). 

Bikeways have been built on state routes for access to the new Allan Hancock College near 

Vandenberg Village in Lompoc. 

  

In addition to the partnering mentioned above, Iinterjurisdictional issues arise where bikeways cross 

jurisdictional boundaries, or where a bikeway is planned that must traverse an intersection or 

interchange, the legs of which fall under separate jurisdictions. Interagency issues also occur where 

planned bikeways traverse areas under the purview of single purpose districts, such as a flood control 

district, or where special permits are needed from various governmental agencies.  

 

 

6. SBCAG will revise the text in the RTP as shown below (see footnote): 

 

2.8.1 Passenger Rail 

 

SBCAG is a member of the LOSSAN Regional Rail Authority. The Authority is composed of counties on 

the Amtrak Pacific Surfliner35 corridor. The Authority addresses improvements to intercity passenger 

rail services. The Authority also explores opportunities to integrate intercity and commuter rail 

services. LOSSAN recently completed the LOSSAN North Strategic Rail Plan.  

 

 

7. Fares, as an important determining factor, are discussed in the seventh paragraph of Section 2.8.1.  

SBCAG will revise the text in the fifth and eighth paragraphs of Section 2.8.1 as shown below.   

 

Travel time is an important determinant factor of mode choice.  The current travel time by rail between 

Los Angeles and Santa Barbara averages 2 hours and 45 minutes, while the time between Los 

                                                           
35 Caltrans manages the Pacific Surfliner service that is operated by Amtrak. Funding for the Pacific Surfliner is 

programmed in the Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) portion of the State Transportation 

Improvement Program (STIP) that is adopted by the California Transportation Commission (CTC). 
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Angeles and San Luis Obispo averages approximately 5 hours and 35 minutes.  The rail improvement 

projects in the Strategic Plan could reduce total travel time between Los Angeles, Santa Barbara, and 

San Luis Obispo by up as much as to 25 percent.  On-time performance is another important factor in 

mode choice.  A mode must provide reliable service to be attractive to commuters and other riders.   

 

  

The transportation planning agencies of the coastal counties between Los Angeles and San Francisco 

have formed a Coast Rail Coordinating Council (CRCC) to investigate the future uses of the existing rail 

line and improve passenger rail frequencies and speeds on the coast route between San Francisco 

and Los Angeles. The stated objective of the CRCC is to develop a rail corridor between San Francisco 

and Los Angeles capable of 110 miles per hour maximum speed. The CRCC undertook a consultant 

study to identify new rail opportunities, and prepare an action plan for expanding passenger rail 

services. The Coast Rail Corridor Action Plan was adopted in October of 1994 by the CRCC. The plan's 

actions will exploit the potential to operate trains at a sustained speed of 79 MPH throughout the 

corridor and commence a second coast train between the Bay Area and Los Angeles.  It is important to 

note that adjusting Amtrak service schedules to make them more commuter friendly could impact 

services such as this one. 

 

 

8.  

a. The state‘s goal to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and overall vehicle miles traveled is discussed in 

Section 2.2.6 Climate Change.  See also response to comments by SBMTD which discusses the impacts 

of SB 375 on SBCAG.  

 

 

b. SBCAG will add the paragraph below to the end of Section 4.4.2 Congestion Management Program.  

Also, see response to theme comment no. 1. 

 

To insure integrated system planning is achieved, SBCAG coordinates closely with other state and 

local agencies on their long-range planning activities.  SBCAG reviews local general plans, major 

environmental reports, and participates in local and state system planning activities.  For example, 

SBCAG is an integral part of the Corridor System Management Plans, Transportation Concept Reports, 

and Transportation Corridor studies prepared by Caltrans.  Likewise SBCAG involves Caltrans and local 

agencies in its corridor studies such as 101 In Motion and Central Avenue/SR 246/Purisma Corridor 

study. 

 

 

c. See response to 8.b. above which references SBCAG participation in transportation corridor studies. 

 

 

d. The plan goals (Section 3.2, Goals I-VI) are indeed different from the specific goals and policies (Section 

3.3, Goals 1-8).  As explained in the Section 3.1, the Policy Element contains six program goals and eight 

specific goals.  The program goals establish the guiding principles for the RTP as well as a framework for 

decision making.  The specific goals address the different transportation systems (roadway, bikeway, 

transit, rail, air, and pedestrian) as well as systems integration and funding.   

 

 

9. SBCAG will revise the text in the RTP as shown below: 

 

3.3.7 Pedestrian Facilities 

 

Walking is a basic form of transportation and virtually every trip begins and ends on foot.  Pedestrian 

facilities that are ADA accessible, with connectivity to other modes of transportation, make up an 

important element in the transportation system.   
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4.5.2 Pedestrian Travel 

 

Walking is a viable travel mode and necessary to connect pedestrians from their autos, buses, 

bicycles or other forms of travel to their ultimate destination.  Mild weather, coupled with safely 

designed and ADA accessible sidewalks and paths, can make walking an enjoyable activity.  Walking 

also promotes better health.  Sidewalks separate the pedestrian from automobile traffic and are 

common in urban areas, and less available in rural communities.  Sidewalks can serve to connect 

areas now separated, whether they are from the large parking lot at the Mall to the retail store or from 

the residential subdivision to the local school.  Safe routes are needed in both situations. 

 

Developing a pedestrian friendly environment requires design around the needs of the pedestrian—

providing connections, removing barriers, and insuring accessibility for all.  Many local agencies are 

updating their local downtown plans or implementing sidewalk reconstruction programs to encourage 

pedestrian use.  For example, the City of Santa Maria is updating its downtown Specific Plan for the 

Broadway and Main Street area, Lompoc and Goleta are revitalizing their ―Old Town‖ areas, and the 

City of Santa Barbara is undergoing significant sidewalk reconstruction in its downtown area.  The Safe 

Routes to Schools Program has also directed attention at improving the safety of pedestrian and 

bicycle movements of small children on their way to and from school. 

 

In addition, the ADA and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 require each State and local 

government with 50 or more employees to develop a Transition Plan addressing self-identified 

deficiencies in meeting ADA requirements in services, policies, and practices.  The Plan must include a 

schedule for providing access features such as curb ramps for walkways.  The Transition Plan is to be 

updated periodically.  Non-compliance with the requirement for a Transition Plan could jeopardize an 

agency‘s eligibility for federal-aid funds in the future. TTAC members have reported that most local 

agencies in Santa Barbara County have prepared or are updating this plan, which addresses 

transportation facilities including sidewalks, intersections, bus stops, and public buildings, among 

other features. 

 

 

10. SBCAG agrees that commuter-friendly intercity passenger rail improvements are not currently programmed 

and will move the text in the RTP as shown below:  

 

4.3.1 South Coast 

 

Project Implementation and Monitoring  

Due to the time required to implement many of the projects in this consensus package, SBCAG shall 

conduct an annual evaluation to insure all the projects are being implemented in a timely and cost-

effective manner. 

 

Specific projects are currently programmed to implement parts of 101 In Motion:  

 Widening of 101 from Milpas to Hot Springs/Cabrillo with interchange improvements (see 

Map 4.1) 

 Widening of 101 from Mussel Shoals in Ventura County to Carpinteria Creek in Santa Barbara 

County to three lanes in each direction with an HOV lane 

 Incremental addition of ITS surveillance cameras 

 Initiation of Freeway Service Patrol on south coast urbanized 101 corridor 

 Enhanced TDM marketing 

 Adjustments to, and increase in, Amtrak Pacific Surfliner intercity passenger rail service  

between Western Ventura County and the Urbanized South Coast to make it more commuter 

friendly 

 Engineering studies to identify rail siding improvements between Ventura and Santa Barbara 

 Speed sensors to provide real time traffic flow information 
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SBCAG, VCTC, and Caltrans Division of Rail are examining means to increase passenger rail service 

including adjustments to, and increases in, Amtrak Pacific Surfliner intercity passenger rail service 

between Western Ventura County and the urbanized South Coast to make it more commuter-friendly. 

 

 

11. SBCAG will revise the text in Section 4.3.1 South Coast as shown below: 

 

Project Implementation and Monitoring  

Due to the time required to implement many of the projects in this consensus package, SBCAG shall 

conduct an annual evaluation to insure all the projects are being implemented in a timely and cost-

effective manner. 

 

Specific projects are currently programmed to implement parts of 101 In Motion:  

 Widening of 101 from Milpas to Hot Springs/Cabrillo with interchange improvements (see 

Phase I on Map 4.1) 

 Widening of 101 from Mussel Shoals in Ventura County to Carpinteria Creek in Santa Barbara 

County to three lanes in each direction with an HOV lane 

 Incremental addition of ITS surveillance cameras 

 Initiation of Freeway Service Patrol on south coast urbanized 101 corridor 

 Enhanced TDM marketing 

 Adjustments to, and increase in, Amtrak Pacific Surfliner intercity passenger rail service  

between Western Ventura County and the Urbanized South Coast to make it more commuter 

friendly 

 Engineering studies to identify rail siding improvements between Ventura and Santa Barbara 

 Speed sensors to provide real time traffic flow information 

 

 
Map 4.1: Route 101 Corridor Projects 
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As Map 4.1 shows, construction of the US 101 Corridor Projects operational improvements will take 

place in four phases, each several years in length.  Phase I, the Milpas to Hot Springs operational 

improvements, also includes four phases, each about one year in length.  The first phase (of Phase I) 

of construction began in July 2008.  It includes the following components: 

1. Replace Milpas bridges 

2. Milpas off-ramp improvements 

3. Southbound Milpas hook off-ramp 

4. Replace Sycamore Creek Bridge 

5. Cabrillo to Salinas merge lane 

6. Tennis stadium sound wall 

7. Third southbound lane 

8. Old Coast Highway sidewalk 

9. Montecito roundabout 

10. Multipurpose path 

 

The second phase (of Phase I) includes: 

11. Third southbound lane over Milpas 

12. Cacique undercrossing 

13. Close southbound on-ramp 

 

The third phase (of Phase I) includes: 

14. Salinas to Alisos sound wall 

15. Third northbound lane from Salinas to Milpas 

 

The fourth phase (of Phase I) includes: 

16. Third northbound lane over Milpas 

17. Connect Cacique Street 

18. Multipurpose path 

 

 

12. SBCAG will revise the text under System Safety in Section 4.4.6 Security and Safety Programs as shown 

below:   

 

SBCAG works closely with Caltrans, the CHP, and other agencies on a number of cooperative projects 

addressing safety:  

 The SR 166 Task force was created after accident history on this state highway indicated that 

statewide thresholds were exceeded.  SBCAG, CHP, Caltrans, and SLOCOG meet at least twice 

a year, and more frequently when needed, to identify problem areas and secure funding for 

safety and operational improvements. 

 SBCAG works with public agencies and advocacy groups to identify programs and projects to 

reduce suicides off Cold Spring Bridge on SR 154 near San Marcos Pass.  Caltrans is planning 

to erect a barrier on the bridge and SBCAG is evaluating placing special suicide prevention 

call boxes at both ends of the bridge. 

 SBCAG works with public agencies to address safe routes to schools, primarily oriented 

toward walking and bicycling modes of travel. 

 The SBCAG/CCITS Implementation Plan referred to above will improve the information flow to 

the traveling public to assist their decision-making under times of accidents, severe weather, 

or other situations that impact mobility and safety. 

 SHOPP--State Highway Operations and Protection Program—contains projects to address 

priority safety issues.  Caltrans, as owner-operator of the State Highway System, gives its 

highest priority for SHOPP program funds to safety improvement projects.  In the last few 

years in Santa Barbara County, SHOPP resources have been directed at adding median 

barriers on state highways.  SHOPP receives high priority programming in the SBCAG FTIP.  

Caltrans also solicits input on SHOPP projects from local agencies on TTAC. 

 

141



VISION2030: SBCAG 2008 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

APPENDIX I — clxix 

In conclusion, SBCAG will work with various agencies to improve the safety of the transportation 

system in the County. 

 

 

13. As mentioned in the response to comment no. 1 above, Section 4.4.9 Environmental Mitigation Program 

has been expanded based on ongoing discussions with Caltrans.  The section now includes a discussion of 

types of potential environmental mitigation activities—such as conservation through compensatory off-site 

mitigation—and potential areas to carry out these activities—such as the existing habitat preservation 

projects identified in Table 4.4.  The section also focuses on activities to mitigate the impacts that are 

Class I, significant and unavoidable, such as impacts on aesthetics and agricultural lands.  The section 

explains how SBCAG has contacted various federal, state, and tribal governments, wildlife, land 

management, and regulatory agencies, and how an advance compensatory mitigation strategy would 

benefit from diverse countywide participation in order to align mitigation activities with countywide 

conservation goals.  The section also discusses, and visually compares with RTP projects, other agency 

efforts such as those of the Regional Conservation Guide.  However, SBCAG‘s role is related to facilitator 

as the primary roles remain with the project sponsor and, since most of these areas are in unincorporated 

lands, the County Planning Department.   

 

 

14. SBCAG will revise the text in Section 4.5.1 Roadway and Bikeway System as shown below: 

 

State Highway System 

The state system CIP list—the RTP‘s program and plan projects on the state roadway system—is 

consistent with Caltrans District 5 Transportation Concept Reports, the Ten Year State Highway 

Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP), and the Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan. 

Transportation Concept Reports are planning documents that express Caltrans District 5's judgment of 

what the characteristics of a particular state highway should be to respond to the projected travel 

demand over a 20-year planning period.  The Ten Year SHOPP targets safety, minor operational 

improvements, and ITS projects to improve the operations and safety of the state highway system.  

The Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan is a statewide document that defines the interregional 

system and presents Caltrans' vision to improve interregional mobility for people and goods using that 

system. This strategy document communicates where Caltrans will focus its ongoing short and long 

range system planning efforts for the state highway, interregional road, and intercity rail systems.    

 

The most recent addition to the State's system planning process is the Corridor System Management 

Plan (CSMP).  The CSMP is an operational strategic plan to most efficiently and effectively improve 

mobility in a transportation corridor.  A CSMP is required for all Corridor Mobility Improvement Account 

(CMIA) corridors and ultimately will include all major parallel routes and intercity rail and bus services, 

transit services, and non-motorized transportation.  The CSMP is a planning tool for managing 

transportation corridors for highest mobility outcomes across all jurisdictions and modes. 

 

The state's commitment to build a project is indicated by the project's inclusion in the Interregional 

Improvement Program (IIP) portion of the STIP. The IIP is consistent with the goals and strategies as 

set forth in the Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan.  The STIP, which lists the program of 

projects adopted by the California Transportation Commission for implementation in the succeeding 

four-year period, is prepared and adopted by the state biennially. 

 

In addition to the projects already programmed in the STIP, the RTP‘s state system CIP list includes 

projects that were identified as needed in the FTIP, the Congestion Management Program, and the 

modeling effort for the 2008 RTP.  The state system CIP also includes projects identified by the local 

jurisdictions as needed on the state system to improve circulation locally. 

 

Caltrans is the owner-operator of the state highway system. SBCAG and Caltrans work together to 

identify deficiencies of the system, establish priorities and work to secure funding to meet the greatest 

needs. Caltrans identifies needs and deficiencies in several ways: System Plans (such as Route or 

Transportation Concept Reports, Corridor System Management Plans, the Interregional Transportation 

Strategic Plan), the 10-Year SHOPP, and identification of unmet needs. 
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The purpose of the SHOPP is to maintain and preserve the investment in the California State highway 

system and its supporting infrastructure. Capital improvements programmed in the SHOPP are limited 

to maintenance, safety, and rehabilitation of the transportation infrastructure that does not expand 

system capacity. The highest priority for programming in the SHOPP is safety. Caltrans nominates 

projects to be funded with SHOPP funds. 

 

The state‘s commitment to build projects is supported by the adoption of the STIP by the CTC. The 

allocation of the STIP (comprised of 75% RTIP and 25% ITIP) is a joint venture with the regional 

transportation planning agencies. SBCAG, in coordination with Caltrans, establishes priorities and 

nominates projects to receive its share of the STIP (RTIP) and Caltrans nominates projects to compete 

statewide for the ITIP. 

 

For programming, the CTC relies heavily on projects listed in the RTP; therefore, the partnership of 

Caltrans and SBCAG together with its member jurisdictions (cities and counties) is critical for 

promoting the safe and efficient operation and management of an integrated multi-modal 

transportation system. 

 

 

15. The text in Section 5.2.2 will be modified as shown below: 

 

SB 45 

 

In 1997, the State Legislature passed and the Governor signed SB 45 which changed the way 

California distributes funding for transportation improvements.  Under SB 45, Caltrans is first allocated 

funds for administration and continued maintenance, rehabilitation and operation of the highway 

system.  The distribution of funds by the CTC is consistent with the overall priority to support 

maintenance and preservation (including safety) of the existing transportation system through the 

SHOPP.  Funding to expand the system is supported by the remaining available funds for 

transportation improvements—the STIP—with Then 75% of the remaining available funds for 

transportation improvements go to for the RTIP Regional Transportation Planning Agencies like SBCAG 

for local and regional projects, and the other 25% goes to for Caltrans for interregional improvements 

the ITIP.  SBCAG and Caltrans identify priorities and nominate projects to receive funds from the RTIP 

and ITIP, respectively.  SBCAG receives an estimate of the amount of funds available, and draws up a 

project list comprised of local and regional projects consistent with the RTP.  After technical and public 

review, the list is considered, modified as needed, and then adopted by SBCAG.  The list is then 

submitted to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) and the CTC votes on the regional lists 

and incorporates them into the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).  Caltrans works 

with the regions in selecting the projects funded in their Interregional Transportation Improvement 

Program (ITIP).  An example of the use of ITIP funds is the US 101/SR 154 north interchange 

improvement completed with both ITIP and Measure D funds.  The CTC adopts the STIP every two 

years. 

 

 

SHOPP 

 

The purpose of the State Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP) is to operate, maintain, 

and preserve the State Highway System.  SHOPP helps fund collision reduction, bridge preservation, 

roadway preservation, roadside preservation, and mobility enhancement projects, and preservation of 

other transportation facilities related to the state highway system.  SHOPP funds also help repair 

damage caused by natural disasters, civil unrest, or terrorist acts.  The highest priority for 

programming in the SHOPP is safety.  The 10-Year SHOPP Plan is available on the Caltrans website. 

 

Since the SHOPP program is heavily oversubscribed (annual needs exceed available funding by 

approximately six times), yet the RTP must be fiscally constrained, tThe State Highway System will only 

be preserved to the level of funding available. provided by the state—The needs identified in the 10 

Year SHOPP for Santa Barbara County have been estimated by Caltrans at an average of $26 million a 
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year.  Looking at historical allocations and projecting those out 20 years, SBCAG made the assumption 

that actual funding for SHOPP projects would average $22 million a year.  To maintain fiscal 

constraint, during the majority of the period covered by the RTP, SHOPP project costs are set to equal 

SHOPP revenues, divided proportionately among the various lump sums based on the proportional 

allocations in the 2009 FTIP.  During the years of the 2009 FTIP, costs are set to equal the minimum 

of this proportional value of revenues and the actual FTIP amount. 

 

 

16. ―Program‖ projects have already been programmed for funding but are not yet completed.  ―Plan‖ projects 

are planned but not yet programmed for funding.  In the case of highways, projects in both the Program list 

and the Plan list are classified as either construction or maintenance and rehabilitation.  In the Program 

list, a project to widen US 101 would be classified as construction, whereas a project that consists of 

shoulder widening and drainage maintenance would be classified as maintenance and rehabilitation.  

SHOPP lump sum projects, for example, are classified as maintenance and rehabilitation.  SHOPP projects 

are programmed and funded in the near term, and SBCAG (with input from Caltrans) extrapolated costs 

over the entire length of the RTP.  For ease, the entire 20+ years of SHOPP lump sum costs are included in 

projects in the Program list, rather than dividing projects between the two lists.       

 

 

17. SBCAG will add a paragraph about the ADA Transition Plan in Section 4.5.2 (see response to no. 9). 

 

 

18. Most of the projects that may be under construction are in the Program project list. SBCAG will consider 

identifying projects under construction separately or including them in the list of accomplishments in the 

next RTP Update. 

 

 

19. For the Final RTP, SBCAG will add a column to the project lists indicating the route number for each 

project, when applicable.  The projects are currently listed by lead agency, but SBCAG will consider 

grouping the projects by mode in the next RTP Update. 

 

 

20. SBCAG staff reviewed, with Caltrans, the project lists and determined CT-PL-14 and Sol-PL-1 are the only 

two projects incorrectly listed as eligible for SHOPP program funding.  Funding for CT-PL-14 will come from 

STIP-TE and funding for Sol-PL-1 will come from Measure A and Indian Gaming Funds. 

 

 

21. The travel forecast is based on existing local land use plans, as well as economic and demographic 

factors.  The finding also incorporates all 101 In Motion consensus package measures and assumptions, 

and is consistent with the conclusions from 101 In Motion.   

 

 

22. The 2030 No Build scenario does not include the 101 widening project in Santa Maria because the 

modeling was done before the project was started.  Rather, for modeling purposes, this project is in the 

Program list.  Keeping the model up to date is a continuous process; the next version of the model will 

include the 101 widening project in Santa Maria, along with all other new (since the last model update) 

projects.       

 

 

23. Numbering error—no comment here. 

 

 

24. On p. 2-21, in the first sentence of Section 2.2.13 Goods Movement, SBCAG will replace ―The 

Transportation Equity Act (TEA-21)‖ with ―Federal transportation legislation, SAFETEA-LU,‖.  At the end of 

the Freight portion of the same Section 2.2.13, SBCAG will add the paragraph below.  
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SBCAG is working with the other councils of government in Caltrans District 5, SLOCOG and AMBAG, to 

address commercial flows resulting from the agricultural economic base.  Goods movement along the 

UP Rail line and US 101 tie the three regions together, and improving flows to the Los Angeles and 

San Francisco regions are vital to continued economic growth. 

 

 

25. SBCAG will revise the third paragraph of Section 2.6.1 Existing Transit Service Needs as shown below: 

 

Individuals most likely to be dependent on public and private transportation providers are those who 

are either unable to drive or do not have access to an automobile. The elderly, the disabled, persons 

with limited financial means, college students (approximately 50,00036 students are enrolled in 

colleges and universities in the County), and the youth (under sixteen years of age) are populations 

with a relatively high proportion of transit dependent persons. The table below presents a composite 

of the transit dependency indicators by transit service area. As shown in the table, Santa Maria and 

the remote area of Cuyama have the highest percentage of transit dependent residents. 

  

 

26. SBCAG will revise the first paragraph of Section 2.6.7 Funding of Transit as shown below: 

 

All public transit requires some level of public subsidy.  Transit fares in most US urban bus systems 

generally cover only 20-40% of the total operating costs, with the remaining costs usually covered by 

some form of public subsidy. However, the identification of a reliable and stable source of operating 

funds, to fund rising fuel costs for example, continues to be the most serious financial problem facing 

transit operators. Major financial revenues such as state gas tax funds and SAFETEA-LU surface 

transportation funds may be used for transit capital projects but cannot be used for transit operations.  

Traditional sources of funds are federal transit operating assistance (Section 5307 for urban 

operators such as SMAT and Section 5311 for rural operators such as Guadalupe Transit) and state 

Transportation Development Act funds. Local funds can also be used to fund transit operations at the 

discretion of local jurisdictions. 

 

 

27. The new McCoy interchange provides improved access to the City of Santa Maria given the long distances 

between existing interchanges. 

 

 

28. The numbers in Table 6.4 are incorrect and will be changed to match those in Table 6.7. 

 

 

29. CT-IL-7 will be deleted. 

 

 

DEIR Comments: 

 

See Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
36 Sources: http://www.hancockcollege.edu/Default.asp?Page=645, telephone call to (805) 965-0581 x7222 

(SBCC's enrollment figure includes students enrolled in any number of classes, online students, and adult education 

students), http://www.ucsb.edu/campus/index.shtml, 

http://www.westmont.edu/_news/pages/about_westmont/index.html  
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City of Carpinteria 
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SBCAG Response to City of Carpinteria 

SBCAG will make the requested changes to project statuses, descriptions, and purposes, and to action years.  

SBCAG will also remove project C-PL-2.  Of the requested new projects, SBCAG will only be able to add one of 

the four—a Rail project to evaluate and install quiet zone amenities in City limits—to the Plan list.  The 

remaining three—Bike/Ped projects—could have significant environmental impacts and cannot be added after 

public review due to the implications of re-circulating the entire documents.  However, these three projects will 

be included in the Illustrative list. 
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State of California Department of Conservation 
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SBCAG Response to State of California Department of Conservation 

See Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 
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Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District 
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SBCAG Response to Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District 

Draft RTP  

1. SBCAG will revise the RTP as follows: 

 

2.2.6 Climate Change 

 

Climate change (or global warming) refers to the significant change in climate (including temperature, 

precipitation, etc.) attributed to human activity. Human activities such as fossil fuel combustion emit 

greenhouse gases (GHGs), which change the composition of the earth‘s atmosphere and impact the 

natural greenhouse effect. 

  

Contributions from Mobile Sources 

Of all GHGs, carbon dioxide (CO2) is the most prevalent, comprising 831% of all GHG emissions (CEC, 

2005).37 According to the Community Environmental Council, the combustion of fuels related to 

transportation (including air travel) accounts for approximately 59% of CO2 emissions, with gasoline 

consumption (i.e. on-road mobile sources) accounting for the greatest portion of the transportation 

emissions. Santa Barbara County‘s CO2 emissions (tons per day) from on-road mobiles sources are shown 

in Figure 2.5. In the absence of state and federal controls, CO2 emissions are forecast to increase through 

2020 (approximately 35% over 2000 levels) with the majority of emissions generated by light-duty autos 

and trucks. 

 

 

Draft EIR 

1. – 15. See Final EIR Comments, Responses and Revisions. 

 

 

                                                           
37 Inventory of California Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks. California Energy Commission. December 2006. 
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Tänne Kiele Change, tkcDesigns 
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SBCAG Response to Tänne Kiele Change, tkcDesigns 

Comment noted.  SBCAG will consider the Intra-County, Solar Power Grid System Concept Plan in the next RTP 

Update. 
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Public Workshops—Comments and SBCAG Responses 

Santa Maria Public Workshop 

6:30 PM on Tuesday, August 5, 2008 

Board of Supervisors Hearing Room 

511 East Lakeside Parkway 

Santa Maria, CA 

 

Attendees: Sam Cohen (Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians), Joann Marmolejo, Carol Herrera (Women‘s 

Environmental Watch), Deborah Brasket (SBCAN) 

 

Comments:  

 

Carol Herrera: 

 In Santa Ynez, there is congestion on SR 246 between Refugio Road and the Chumash Casino, 

generated by Santa Ynez Valley Union High School (SYVUHS) students and casino patrons. Ms. 

Herrera‘s organization, Women‘s Environmental Watch, is looking to meet with administrative staff 

from the SYVUHS to develop a program that would encourage students to ride bicycles to school.  Ms. 

Herrera would like to see a safe bikeway in the RTP that provides access to the school for students.  

She asked what SBCAG could do to help with TDM measures for the High School 

 

Response: 

Yes, SBCAG and Caltrans staff met with the principal of SYVUHS several years ago regarding student 

transportation and received no response to TDM proposals.  Now, with a new principal, it might be a 

good time for SBCAG‘s Traffic Solutions to meet with school administrators. 

 

 Ms. Herrera is also concerned about plans to expand the Casino. 

 

Response: 

Staff is unaware of plans for casino expansion 

 

 Transit is a peculiar issue in the area, particularly with only one high school for the entire Santa Ynez 

area.  Students travel from throughout a large decentralized area, making the transit options difficult. 

Currently the bicycle path is not contiguous and thus not ideal for students.  

 

Response: 

The bike path is in the long range plan but is unfunded. 

 

 The park-and-ride lot in Santa Ynez, adjacent to the SR 246/SR 154 intersection, is outdated and 

could use facilities similar to those at the newer park and ride lot in Buellton. 

 

Response: 

SBCAG plans to conduct a park-and-ride lot study this fiscal year to address issues such as capacity, 

amenities, etc.  This project is in SBCAG‘s current work program.  

 

 The intersection of SR 246/SR 154 needs to be modified to accommodate heavy northbound left-

turns (left turns from SR 154 onto SR 246) during the afternoon/evening peak period.  There is not 

enough room in the left-turn pocket to accommodate everyone coming from the south destined for 

Solvang and the Casino. 

 

Response: 

The Group II improvements to SR 154 funded by Measure D, currently under construction, will address 

this heavy turning movement by lengthening the turning lane by 250 feet, which is equivalent to about 

10 to 15 car lengths depending on separation and speed.  This project should be completed by July 

2009.  For more information, click on the Highway 154 Improvements logo on the SBCAG web site: 

www.sbcag.org. 
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A new paragraph (p. 2-38) will be added to the roadway system needs for the Santa Ynez Valley that 

explains the traffic near the Casino is compounded by the traffic generated by Santa Ynez Valley Union 

High School (SYVUHS).  The heavy northbound left-turns from SR 154 onto SR 246 will also be 

mentioned 

 

 Ms. Herrera inquired as to whether or not transportation projects ever receive private funding. 

 

Response: 

Transportation projects generally do not receive private funding, with the exception of developer fees, 

which make up a very small portion of funding for new projects. 

 

 Ms. Herrera inquired about the time of the public hearing 

 

Response: 

      The information was provided. 

 

 

Joann Marmolejo: 

 Ms. Marmolejo requested more information on the SR 166 passing lanes.  Will these lanes be on the 

west (toward Guadalupe) or east (toward Bakersfield) segments?  Where will the lanes be located 

specifically?  When will the passing lanes be fully constructed? 

 

Response: 

Passing lanes are proposed for both segments Santa Maria to Guadalupe and between the junction of 

Highway 101 and SR 166 and Cuyama.  Initially the SR 166 improvements being considered to the 

west address the problems of open drainage ditches along the road between Santa Maria and 

Guadalupe.  To the east, the focus is adding message signs, rest areas, shoulder improvements, and 

passing lanes.  The projects are all intended to improve safety.  Specific projects and specific locations 

are still to be determined.  Planned projects CT PL 1, 6, 9, and 34 address these issues.  

It is difficult to say when the projects will be implemented.  The ditch improvements will likely take 

place within five years.  Caltrans has a menu of projects and it chips away at the list as funding 

becomes available.  Renewal of the local option sales tax, Measure A will be critical to expedited 

project delivery. 

There is a 166 Task Force that meets regularly and discusses options to improve safety on the road.  

The group considers ideas such as increasing CHP presence and implementing Caltrans improvement 

projects. 

 

 

Deborah Brasket: 

 Ms. Brasket inquired as to how often the RTP is updated.  

 

Response: 

The RTP is updated every three to five years.  The update cycle varies as federal and state regulations 

change.  The first page of the Executive Summary of the RTP notes that, according to current 

regulation, SBCAG must update its RTP at least every five years. 

 

 She also asked what the most significant difference is between the previous RTP and the 2008 RTP. 

 

Response: 

An overview of the how the 2008 RTP differs from the 2004 MTP is included on p. 1-1.  On p. 6-41 

there is a short description of how the program of projects differs from the previous Plan.  The 2008 

RTP addresses newly important issues such as safety and security—a priority since 9/11—and global 

warming.  It also forecasts costs and revenues in year-of-expenditure dollars, attempting to predict 

how costs will change and how the value of money will change throughout the life of the Plan. 
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 Ms. Brasket also inquired about how the RTP addresses global warming.  What percentage of funds is 

allocated to alternative transportation?  Is it more or less than what was allocated in the previous 

RTP?  If the Plan discusses climate change, shouldn‘t alternative transportation be a priority?  Does 

the Plan account for major shifts away from gasoline-powered vehicles to electric vehicles? 

 

Response: 

The RTP discusses climate change on pages 2-11 – 2-13 and 4-13 (see Figure 4.2).  The RTP 

considers the impact of three different implementation options—No Build, Programmed, and Planned—

on on-road mobile source carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions.  The Planned scenario—implementing all 

program and plan projects in the RTP—would result in the lowest emission levels. 

The Plan does not account for major shifts from gasoline-powered vehicles to electric vehicles.  This 

shift would be more market-driven.  The RTP does however address alternative fuels. 

 

 She also expressed concerns about the lack of funding for alternatives including transit. 

 

Response: 

There are restrictions on funds that limit the amount that can be allocated to transit.  For example, the 

California Constitution prohibits gas taxes from being used for maintenance and operations.   

 

 

Carol Herrera: 

 Ms. Herrera inquired as to what happens to the Plan if there are major policy changes at the Federal 

level.  Will the Plan be altered to reflect this? 

 

Response: 

Yes, the Plan would be updated to reflect dramatic policy changes or other events such as large 

earthquakes.  Increasing fuel prices have not yet significantly affected driving patterns (SBCAG 

compared traffic volumes at the on US 101 at the Santa Barbara-Ventura County line and the Santa 

Barbara-San Luis Obispo County line, and there was little to no change in volume from 2006 and 

2007 to 2008), but that could also affect the applicability of the Plan. 

 

 

Joann Marmolejo: 

 Ms. Marmolejo asked about the interchange on Highway 101 at Union Valley Parkway in Santa Maria. 

 

Response: 

The project in a programmed project (C-17) in the RTP, which includes an interchange and on- and off-

ramps that improve access to the airport.  A public hearing on the project will be held August 12th. 
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Santa Barbara Public Workshop 

6:30 PM on Wednesday, August 6, 2008 

Board of Supervisors Hearing Room 

105 East Anapamu Street 

Santa Barbara, CA 

 

Attendee: Phillip B. Greene, Marian Medical Center 

 

Comments: 

 

Phillip B. Greene: 

 What is the source of funding for the Coastal Express and does oil impact mitigation money provide 

financial support for this transit service. 

 Where is the location of Central Avenue? 

 

Response: 

The Ventura County Transportation Commission and SBCAG jointly fund the Coastal Express 

Intercommunity Transit Service.  No oil impact mitigation funds support this service.  SBCAG‘s funding 

is from Measure D and, originally, federal Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) funds; VCTC‘s 

funding is from federal transit funding and passenger fares from the bus riders. 

Staff also clarified the location of the Central Ave. project and added that we would provide a notice of 

UVP Project workshop. 
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Public Hearing—Comments and SBCAG Responses  

Thursday, August 21, 2008 

Board of Supervisors Hearing Room 

105 East Anapamu Street 

Santa Barbara, CA 

 

Comments: 

 

Michael Chiacos, Community Environmental Council:   

 See ―Community Environmental Council‖ above. 

 

Response: 

 See ―SBCAG Response to Community Environmental Council‖ above. 
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Technical Transportation Advisory Committee—Comments and SBCAG Responses 

TTAC 

Thursday, August 7, 2008 

Buellton, CA 

 

Comments: 

 

Steve Maas: 

 If Measure A should fail to pass in November, what would the implications be for the project list and 

financial analysis? 

 

Response: 

Of the approximately $5 billion in total funding that is forecast to be available over the 20-year horizon 

of the RTP, Measure A represents one-fifth, or $1 billion.  Loss of this local option sales tax revenue 

would have severe consequences to the likelihood and timeliness of highway, roadway, transit, and 

bike project delivery.  It is likely that many planned projects would have to be moved to the Illustrative 

project list (i.e. projects that cannot be completed with the revenues expected to be available). 

 

 

TTAC 

Thursday, September 4, 2008 

Buellton, CA 

 

Comments: 

 

Representatives from APCD, MTD, and Caltrans spoke briefly about their letters of comment (included above).  

Following some discussion, TTAC voted unanimously to recommend approval of the 2008 RTP. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

174



VISION2030: SBCAG 2008 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

APPENDIX I — ccii 

Santa Barbara County Transit Advisory Committee—Comments and SBCAG Responses 

SBCTAC 

Tuesday, August 12, 2008 

Buellton, CA 

 

Comments: 

 

Polly Bleavins: 

 Is SBCAG talking to San Luis Obispo County staff on the Santa Maria River Bridge project? 

 

Response: 

Yes, the project is a joint project between SBCAG, SLOCOG, and Caltrans District 5. 

 

 

Rick Hummel: 

 Are rail sidings addressed? 

 

Response: 

Yes, they are proposed in North and South County. 

 

 

Polly Bleavins: 

 Can SBCAG address air service needs with the impending loss of services due to airline cutbacks? 

 

Response: 

There is little SBCAG can do. 

 

 

Matt Dobberteen: 

 Expressed concern about the financial projections given the uncertainty with the federal and state 

budget, declining gas tax revenues, increasing fuel costs, credit card debt, etc. 

 

Response: 

SBCTAC representatives are preparing a policy statement of concern for consideration at their 

September meeting. 

 

 

Jim Talbott: 

 Expressed concern about the impacts of California Air Resource Board (CARB) proposals on transit 

fleets. 

 

Response: 

Staff concurs with concerns about the impact of ARB transit diesel bus emission regulations and its 

impact on the viability of transit fleets. 

 

 

Jim Talbott: 

 Has staff considered freight movements? 

 

Response: 

Although it is not a problem since there are no large ports or harbors, the Plan does examine truck and 

rail freight. 
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Matt Dobberteen: 

 Does the RTP examine financial scenarios? 

 

Response: 

Yes, the RTP examines scenarios that assume both renewal and non-renewal of Measure D/A.  

Measure A revenues account for 20% of all future revenues and the non-renewal of the local option 

sales tax would be very significant and cause the deletion and deferral of a number of state, regional, 

and local projects.  

 

 

SBCTAC 

Tuesday, September 9, 2008 

Buellton, CA 

 

Comments: 

 

Following some discussion, SBCTAC voted unanimously to recommend approval of the 2008 RTP with the 

expression of concern about the future of transportation revenues: 

 

SBCTAC wishes to state its concerns regarding the potential for overly optimistic revenue projections 

contained in the RTP.  The national debt stands at over $9 trillion and we continue to borrow at a rate 

of $50 billion per month.  There is overall uncertainty regarding the long-term health of both the 

Federal and State budgets.  Legislators across party lines warn that future earmark funding for 

infrastructure projects will be severely limited or eliminated entirely. 

 

American drivers are driving 4% less when compared with total miles traveled last year.  This will 

cause a decline in gas tax revenues and experts warn this trend will continue in the foreseeable future 

due to increased fuel costs.   

 

Finally, the American consumer is stressed with some of the highest personal credit card debt in our 

country‘s history.  This will dramatically impact future sales tax proceeds associated with 

transportation funding sources such as Measure D, and Measure A, if passed by the voters in 

November 2008. 

 

SBCTAC respectfully advises the SBCAG Board of Directors to consider these trends as it approves the 

RTP.  Careful consideration of balance and priorities will be key as our region moves to implement the 

range of projects contained in the RTP in the future. 

 

SBCTAC would like to thank staff for all the hard work it takes to prepare a thorough and effective RTP. 
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