From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ian Higgins
SBCAG Information Requests
Rincon Multi-Use trail
Thursday, January 6, 2022 9:46:18 AM

To whom it concerns, Regarding the development of the Carpinteria section of the multi-use
trail, I highly recommend the use of the trail, but the route defined that builds a bridge over the
tracks on the south facing slope is a WASTE OF TIME and SIGNIFICANT WASTE OF TAX
PAYER'S DOLLARS. The project is already requesting 200% of the allocated funds per
attachment B of the STAFF REPORT last item. The highway already has terraced slopes on
the Northern side. Why not save tax payers hundreds of thousands or even millions of
dollars and utilize the existing topography.
Plus the proposal is in place to reduce dangers to bicyclists and pedestrians. How will it reduce
risk by funneling cyclists into the upper Rincon parking lot? Very bad idea! That's more
dangerous than the existing path cyclists take. Considering the increased interaction between
cyclists/pedestrians and motorists.
Please consider this, before undertaking a serious waste of money and endangering the lives of
cyclists and pedestrians.
Ian Higgins

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shad
PublicComment@ci.carpinteria.ca.us; SBCAG Information Requests; meagan.harmon@coastal.ca.gov
Save Bates Ridge
Sunday, January 16, 2022 6:55:01 PM

To whom it may concern,
My name is Shad Preston (USHPA # 81927) and I was born and raised in Ventura. As a child
growing up my parents would often take me to Bates Beach to enjoy the beach, as well as
watch the hang gliders who would gracefully and effortlessly soar the small cliffs above the
beach. We were so memorized by it and often dreamed about flight ourselves. Many years
later, my Dad learned to paraglide and would often enjoy flying for hours at a time at Bates.
A year later back in December of 2003, my dad bestowed the gift of free flight upon me and I
started paragliding as well. From then on, I also was able to enjoy the beautiful air that would
blow into those bluffs above that beach at just the right direction with just the right amount of
velocity. Knowing what is needed for free flight to take place at a ridge soaring site, makes
Bates Ridge an exceptionally special place for our peaceful and quiet sport. The ocean breeze
sets up perfectly on certain days and allows many, many pilots to enjoy this special gem along
the Southern California coast and is a very rare spot as there are not many locations that are as
ideal as Bates Ridge.
It would be a terrible loss if Bates Ridge were to be carved down changing the coast line
forever and doing away with a long standing and historic free flight site, simply to put a short
bike/walking path. There is an obvious alternative by constructing the path behind Bates
Ridge closer to the freeway. This would allow for a safe location of the path and would allow
free flight to continue without changing the geography of the coastline forever. Any other
decision is simply reckless and unnecessary. DO NOT construct the bike path on the train
tracks side and ruin the ability for free flight to continue in Ventura County and at Bates
Ridge.
Thank you,
Shad Preston

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christian Koepenick
SBCAG Information Requests
Rincon Trail Project
Sunday, January 16, 2022 5:01:05 PM

To Whom it May Concern:
I’m wriiting in regards to the Rincon multi use trail. I strongly feel that the proposed project is
to expensive, unsafe, and a poorly planned. The proposed trail would cost over $16,000,000,
remove some 312 million lbs of coastal soil and dump cyclist straight into parking lot traffic.
It would also ruin one of the only coastal soaring sites for paragliding and hang gliding in the
county. I am 100% for connecting Carpinteria to Rincon with a trail described as the
"Highway Adjacent Design."
I grew up in Carpenteria and graduated from Carpinteria Middle School, Carpinteria High
School, and Brooks Institute of Photography.
My brother Nick Koepenick is one of the Captains of Carpenteria - Summerland Fire Dept and
very active in the community. As kids we spent most of my time surfing, diving, hiking and
fishing the coast here.
I have flown the Bates site now on several occasions. The flying has been incredible and the
community is the strongest and most supportive I’ve ever experienced.
I hope that the committee will reconsider there design and come up with one that is cost
effective, timely, safe, practical, and enjoyable for everyone without ruining one of the hubs of
our free flight community.
Removing 30% of the flying potential is the equivalent of dredging 30% off of the top of
Rincon point to surfers.
People come from all over the world to surf, hike, and bike here.
They come to fly here as well.
Thank you for your time.
Christian "bummy" Koepenick
Kelp LLC
323 W Quinto St. #1
Santa Barbara Ca 93105
213-436-9647

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ian Higgins
publiccomment@ci.carpinteria.ca.us; SBCAG Information Requests; meagan.harmon@coastal.ca.gov;
roberto.uranga@coastal.ca.gov; rick.rivas@coastal.ca.gov
Agenda item #2 / Rincon Multi use trail proposal
Monday, January 17, 2022 8:17:07 AM

I strongly oppose the spending of $16 million on the construction of a bridge to carry cyclists
and pedestrians into the upper Rincon parking lot. That amount of tax payers dollars can be
spent in soo many better ways. I have read the alternate proposals and they are significantly
cheaper and all around better.
Linking the bike path from SB to Ventura is a great idea, but $16 million dollars for a
pedestrian bridge?
That route will be dangerous. Why not use the north side of the hill and feed cyclists into the
existing bike path entrance that parallels the 101 south? Please consider what will happen on a
busy summer day when that upper parking lot is packed full of beach goers, entering and
exiting that parking lot. It's already congested, now add pedestrians, cyclists, scooter riders, ebikes funneling into the parking lot!
Thank you for your time,
Ian Higgins

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

betty winholtz
PublicComment@ci.carpinteria.ca.us; SBCAG Information Requests; meagan.harmon@coastal.ca.gov
Rincon Trail Carpenteria
Monday, January 17, 2022 10:37:57 AM

Dear Government Officials:
This project is 20 months behind schedule and has ballooned to a cost of
$16M for 0.2mi of path. It will remove 312M lbs of soil in 5,000 truckloads,
leveling the iconic ridge at Bates. The anticipated 100,000 trail users will
be dumped into the already overcrowded Rincon Parking Lot with no plans
for traffic management.
I want a bike path, but one that is built on the North side of the bluffs
because it is safer and more direct for cyclists, and it is less
environmentally damaging.
Sincerely,
Betty Winholtz

TO: City of Carpinteria Planning Commission

January 17 2022

RE: Agenda item #2 Rincon Trail Project
I am writing to offer information and opinions regarding the proposed Rincon Project and the intended
alteration of the landscape to extend a bike path into the area in question. My interest and
qualifications for commenting here are two-fold: I have been a hang glider pilot for 48 years and a
paraglider pilot for 32 years. Also, utilizing my degree in engineering and physics, I studied
micrometeorology intensively and wrote the book Understanding the Sky, which is used in many forms
of aviation and is quoted in your EIR proposal. In addition, I wrote the book Art of Paragliding, which is
also referenced in your document.
To begin, I have examined the various graphs and equations and find them to be reasonable and
accurate, except for a few caveats, which I shall list and address below.
1. The most important misconception in this EIR analysis is that it is limited to two dimensions. In
other words, it only looks at the vertical and incoming flow of the air. However, we all know that
the flow of air is so fluid that it moves in all directions—forward and back, left and right and up
and down. Because this site is limited in its width with respect to the incoming wind
(perpendicular to the slope face), there will be some flow moving slightly sideways to escape
into the opening or gap near the railroad tracks as a result of the extensive excavation needed
to connect the bridge to the path. We can visualize this phenomena by thinking about a rock in
the middle of a fast flowing stream. In this case we will see a bit of pile-up of water in front of
the rock, while most of the water splits to flow around either side of the rock. The air flow
around a protruding hill is nearly identical to this observed water flow. Figure 1 illustrates this
effect.
If we further visualize a broader rock or perhaps a short wall perpendicular to the water flow,
we will see that there will be more pile-up of water in front of the obstruction (wall), while there
is still plenty of water that escapes around the sides of the wall. In the free air flow the wall is
analogous to a ridge as opposed to a single hill limited in width. It should be clear that the wider
the obstruction, the more it presents lift in front of it, and the smaller the percentage of flow
that escapes around the sides compared to the total volume of flow meeting the obstruction
face.
This natural behavior of water and air means that any alteration in the width of the small ridge
at this particular soaring site will render it less soarable and undesirable as a flying site. In fact, it
may become non-soarable except in a perfect wind direction (an infrequent occurrence at this
site) or higher winds, which increases the inherent dangers. Not only is the lifting area reduced,
but the increased flow into the proposed larger gap near the RR tracks will make it harder and
more dangerous to cross the gap to reach the higher, more soarable area of the ridge. It should
be noted that all craft operating in a fluid (boats and aircraft) must point a bit into the flow in
order to move in a direction crossing the flow. With a higher wind flow in this gap, the crossing
will be slower and may not be possible at all if the glider’s energy and altitude is expended in
countering this increased air flow. Figure 2. Illustrates this matter.

Another factor that the three-dimensional flow introduces is that lift is reduced due to some
sideways flowing of the air. So while the diagrams presented in the EIR purport to show a 10 to
20% reduction in lift, it will be a greater reduction if any amount of the ridge width is reduced. In
other words, the graph presented are not representing the true effect of the proposed
alteration of this site. When air flows faster in a constricted tube or through a narrow gap, it is
known as a venturi effect. Pilots learn to avoid venturis because of the inability to penetrate
against them and the possibility of stronger and even dangerous turbulence. This result is similar
to an airplane flying into a jet stream with its extremely strong flow and often strong turbulence.
It is curious to note that while the EIR refers to many illustrations from my books, it does not
reference any top view (plan view) illustrations, which provide the most meaningful
understanding of the wind flow. For example, figures 13-7, 13-9, 13-10, et. al. in The Art of
Paragliding clearly present the wind’s behavior in gaps and along ridges. It’s as if the analysis of
a building’s structure was presented only as side view elevation, without any top (plan) view or
front elevation view. The limited information may be accurate, but is inconsequential in light of
the need to fully understand the structure.
2. An additional error in the EIR is not taking into consideration the effect of wind gradient. The
wind gradient is shown in the left vertical graph in figure 1 of the EIR. It shows the normal
situation whereby the wind flow is slowed near the ground and increases as elevation increases
(this slowing is due to friction and drag of the ground itself and ground objects, such as rough
terrain, bushes, rocks, etc.). In brief, the wind gradient actually reduces the amount of lift
created at the top of a slope—the greater the gradient, the less lift. What isn’t mentioned in the
EIR is that the flatter the slope, the thicker the layer of reduced flow is, so more lift is lost. As a
side note, much of the lift at this site gets a boost from the heating of the beach area below.
This heated air joins the general flow up the slope and makes it more buoyant. But with a flatter
slope the rise of the buoyant air is not added to the general uplift as much because it tends to
sidle along the surface rather than lift off due to the inertia of its mass (air weighs a surprising
0.08 lbs. per cubic foot). Thus, we can conclude that reducing the steepness of the slope will
reduce lift more than the projected 10 or 20%.
3. The next point of concern is the added wind speed and turbulence caused by the alterations
proposed. First, it should be pointed out that hang glider and paraglider plots would have to fly
in the area where turbulence can form and pass through as a result of the bench cut into the
bluff for the path. Thus they will experience ground turbulence. An increase in this turbulence
will increase the dangers. The statement in the EIR that increase in turbulence shouldn’t be a
problem was probably influenced by the opinions of sailplane pilots who can handle stronger
winds and turbulence due to their aerodynamic controls. In fact, in my experience throughout
the world, I know of only two places that sailplanes take off close to the ground at the top of a
ridge. Because hang glider and paraglider pilots must take off right at ground level, it should be
clear that any added turbulence at this site can be life-threatening.
The EIR illustrates what appears to be a large eddy (swirl or rotor) at the bench area in figure 1
on the right side. This eddy is assumed to remain there out of play of the pilots launching or

flying near the slope. However, experience has shown that such an eddy only remains stable in
lighter wind conditions when the wind is fairly perpendicular to the bluff face. In other
conditions, the eddy can break away from its position at the bench, travel up the slope and
become a serious hazard before it drifts downwind and gradually diminishes. In other words, the
current profile of the slope presents a small eddy from the old RR bench that must be
considered and countered by pilots flying at this site. But if a wide bench is created higher up
the slope, or if the slope is reduced, the frequency of eddies impinging on the site will be
increased, first by the deeper and higher bench resulting in more eddies, but more importantly
by the fact that a lesser slope makes it easier for the eddy to break away and travel
downstream, since it doesn’t have to climb as steeply and do work against gravity.
4. Finally, it should be noted that the EIR references studies done in wind tunnels mainly as well as
studies conducted by pilots from the sailplane community. Much of this data doesn’t apply in
the real world where matters can be and are often different than the closely controlled
laboratory (as actually noted in the EIR). In fact, the best empirical data comes from the tens of
thousands of flights conducted at this very site and more importantly from the hundreds of
thousands of flights experienced by pilots of all sorts at many sites around the world that are
very similar to the Rincon bluffs. Most pertinent to the point is that pilots of these small aircraft
can fly very close to the terrain and gain much experience relating to the air flow and turbulence
effects in real situations that cannot be duplicated in the laboratory and cannot be acquired any
other way. So it is hard to understand why the local hang gliding/paragliding community wasn’t
consulted when this analysis was created. It would behoove all involved to proceed with this
liaison in order to get a clear picture of the effect of the alterations and to understand how
much the reduction of lift will diminish the possibility of this form of recreation.

Respectfully Submitted,
Dennis Pagen

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Derek Musashe
SBCAG Information Requests
Public comment regarding the proposed Rincon Trail
Monday, January 17, 2022 3:32:32 PM

Dear SBCAG,
My name is Derek Musashe, and I am the Vice President of Paragliding for the Santa Barbara
Soaring Association (SBSA) and a longtime Santa Barbara area resident.
I am writing this public comment in reference to the funding of the Rincon Multi-Use Trail
Project (I believe it is agenda item 7 in your January 19 meeting).
For the last several years, the vibrant and growing free flying community in the Santa Barbara
and Carpinteria area has been fighting to protect an irreplaceable coastal soaring site at the
Rincon bluffs (also known as "Bates") from being destroyed forever by an ill-conceived
routing plan for a new bike path.
From the very beginning we have been in full support of a bike path, but we would like
one that will actually be cost effective, have a minimal environmental impact, and won't
completely destroy our cherished flying site at the Rincon bluffs which bring in countless local
and visiting pilots each year to fly there.
The current routing option being put forth by Matt Roberts (from Carpinteria City Parks and
Rec) and others will:
Remove 312 million pounds of soil from the slope, never to be seen again.
Cost at least $12-16 million for just a quarter of a mile of pathway (that's over
$11,000 per foot of bike path).
Funnel cyclists into a busy and steep parking lot, which will cause many
future accidents and injuries to both cyclists, pedestrians, and drivers alike.
Forever alter the Rincon bluffs and their ability to redirect wind for soaring purposes
of free flight pilots and coastal soaring birds alike.
Be much less durable over time than other alternatives that aren't on the oceanside of
the Bates bluff (aka Little Diamondhead)
The current design is already over budget by 200% and is 20 months behind schedule. The
reasons for this are myriad, and Matt Roberts and company will blame external parties, like
the free flying community. Still, the fact of the matter is that this is simply an ill-designed
routing plan for the bike and pedestrian path, putting it on an unstable slope that will need to
be heavily reinforced at huge taxpayer expense. This is why the current plan is faltering.
Myself and over 2,800 other individuals have signed a petition to preserve the south side of
the Rincon bluffs. I am not alone in this. The outcry from our community is palpable, based
on our very real fear of losing a treasured flying site that we have been lawfully flying at for
over 40 years.
My ask of you is quite simple: support building a better bike path with a different routing. Do
not fund the current iteration of the plan. Demand a better path for both taxpayers and the
path users alike!
A preferable routing on the north side of the bluffs was already identified and presented as

"Alternative 4" in the Environmental Impact Report. This design will be easier to build and
will cost a fraction of the current proposal, all while preserving the bluffs that the free flying
community so cherishes and giving cyclists and pedestrians an even safer bike path than what
is currently planned (it will no longer need to be routed through the busy parking lot).
This project has run into so many issues and so many cost and time overruns not because it's a
bad idea in principle, but because the current routing and design are simply not very well
thought-out.
You have a chance to help us fix this, and make a better bike path in the process. I hope you
support us in this, and in turn, we will fully support you.
As it stands, our flying activities at the Rincon bluffs is a protected recreational activity under
the California Environmental Protection Act (CEQA), yet the Environmental Impact Report
did not properly address the current plan's impacts on this recreation. As such, we plan to
exhaust all of our legal and political options in addressing and rectifying this egregious
oversight. On the other hand, simply changing the routing of the path will resolve all of these
issues.
Again, I hope you can support a better bike/pedestrian path than what is currently proposed. If
you can, then we will all be allies in making this multi-use path a reality. If not, then you risk
needlessly wasting taxpayer money, endangering cyclists and pedestrians for the life of the
path, and engendering anger and ire from your constituents for decades to come.
Thank you in advance for reading this and for your support.
Sincerely,
Derek Musashe

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Olivia Puckrin
SBCAG Information Requests
Re: Changes need to Rincon Trail Bike Path - Save Free Flight
Monday, January 17, 2022 9:58:53 PM

To whom it may concern,
I'm respectfully writing to you to present my concerns about the Rincon Trail Bike Path. I've
broken my points down into bullets below. The project planners have consistently avoided
listening to community groups and have forced an untenable design that has now run out of
time and money. The path forward should not involve pouring more money into this
design, we need to build a better bike path on the North side of the bluffs in accordance
with Alternative 4 of the EIR. If this means reapplying for the ATP grant, then the project
planners need to accept responsibility and begin positioning the project to be worthy of this
allocation going forward.
I am eager for a bike path, but one that is built on the North side of the bluffs because it is
safer and more direct for cyclists. The current design dumps bikers into a crowded and steep
parking lot. I have no desire to detour through a parking lot, especially when there are no plans
for managing traffic in this area and I know people who have already been hurt by cars
backing out on the hill at Rincon Park.
I want a bike path that is less expensive. The current project is estimated to cost $12 million
for 0.2 miles of path, that’s $11,000 per foot! It will drain capital resources for the future.
When we look for money to support other transportation needs or to help handicapped users or
to find ways to mitigate the 101 impacts, do we want to look back and realized we overspent
on 1,000 ft of path, forcing it to be built in a precarious and difficult location because the
planners are focused on a 'blue ocean view'? A more useful path for cyclists can be created
without spending this ridiculous amount of money.
I want a bike path that has a chance of being built. This design is already 200% over budget
and 20 months behind schedule with 65% of the remaining tasks rated at HIGH RISK of
not finishing. The engineering and necessary approvals are proving nearly impossible with
the current design. Pouring more money into this project isn’t the way to get it done. A better
design is needed.
I want a bike path that is better for the environment. The current design excavates and hauls
away 312 million pounds of soil, which is upward of 5,000 truckloads, forever altering the
coastline. I doubt the California Coastal Commission will rubber stamp an earthmoving
project of this magnitude and it's unlikely to be completed in the allotted 24 month timeline
given the environmental controls, high traffic, difficult access, and permitting required. A new
design is needed to get finished in time.
I signed a petition with 2,800 signatures because I want to see the south side of the ridge
preserved for the historic flying that happens there, which has existed for over 40
years. Flying at Bates is protected recreation under the California Environmental
Quality Act and has not been properly addressed in the EIR. Law requires mitigations for
existing recreation and the planners continue to insist there are not significant impacts from
the project when expert testimony has argued otherwise. Even the data presented in the 'wind
study' is theoretical in nature and the authors will gladly discuss how it is being incorrectly

applied. There will be more delays to the project because of this oversight and it will remain
open to legal challenges. Removing soil from this area will not just lessen the quality of
flying at Bates, it will end it forever. The site will become completely unflyable.
The project planners have not been listening to community groups and have tried to skip steps.
The flying community for example, has 1,000 local members who feel they aren't being heard.
A coalition is building between bikers, pilots, and other groups in support of EIR Alternative
4, which will build on the North side of the bluffs. This design will be easier to build, cost
less, be safer for bikers, and better for pilots.
I urge you to please listen to your community members who want a different design, a bike
path to use at the end of it all, and paragliders to watch as they bike past.
Thank you,
Olivia Puckrin
720-576-4964

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Graham
SBCAG Information Requests
Re: Agenda Item 7
Tuesday, January 18, 2022 6:37:22 AM

Greetings!

I want a bike path, but one that is built on the North side of the bluffs because it is safer and
more direct for cyclists. The current design dumps bikers into a dangerously congested and
crowded steep parking lot.
I want a bike path that is better for the environment. The current design excavates and
hauls away 312 million lbs of soil, which is upward of 5,000 truckloads. Forever altering the
coastline aerodynamics. Think, also, of the needless C02 produced by those giant
vehicle's proposed activities.
I want a bike path that is less expensive. The current project is estimated to cost $12 million
for 0.2 miles of path, that’s $12,000 per foot! It will drain capital resources which may have
more utility in the future.
I want a bike path that has a chance of being built. This design is already 200% over
budget and 20 months behind schedule with 65% of the remaining tasks rated at HIGH
RISK of not finishing.
Pouring more money into this project isn’t the way to get it done. A better design is
needed. Extensive crony capitalism at play here needs to stop.
I signed a petition with 2,400 signatures because I want to see the south side of the ridge
preserved for the historic flying that happens there, which has existed for over 40 years.
Flying at Bates is protected recreation under the California Environmental Quality Act and
has not been properly addressed in the EIR, there will likely be more project delays
because of this omission.
The project planners haven’t been listening to community groups and have tried to skip
steps. The flying community, for example, has 1,000 local members who want to see a
better design which does not degrade the flying experience.
The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) presents Alternative 4, which proposes
a construction on the North side of the bluffs. This design will be easier to build, cost less,
be much safer for bikers, and better for pilots.
The planners have used up everyone's time and money, causing the project to risk losing
its grant. We should not be forced to rush now because of a hasty and forced unfeasible
design and slow progress. If the project needs to reapply for an ATP grant, it is the fault of
the planners, not community groups which should have been a part of the planning from the
onset.
Thanks!

Rich Graham

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Becca Bredehoft
PublicComment@ci.carpinteria.ca.us; SBCAG Information Requests; meagan.harmon@coastal.ca.gov
Rincon Trail commentary
Tuesday, January 18, 2022 11:32:58 AM

To whom it may concern:
I have been flying paragliders at Bates Ridge since 2013. I have had countless
magical days at Bates, whether flying in the air, walking my dog on the bluff and on
the beach, or just hanging out with friends waiting for the wind to be just right. This
place holds a special place in my heart, and is such a unique location for flying and
other recreational activities on the coast. I am also a biker and value bike paths and
recreational trails of all sorts, but it is important to me that all users are taken into
consideration. In addition:
-I want a bike path, but one that is built on the North side of the bluffs because it is
safer and more direct for cyclists. The current design dumps bikers into a crowded
and steep parking lot.
- I want a bike path that is better for the environment. The current design excavates
and hauls away 312 million lbs of soil, which is upward of 5,000 truckloads. Forever
altering the coastline.
- I want a bike path that is less expensive. The current project is estimated to cost $16
million for 0.2 miles of path, that’s $16,000 per foot! It will drain capital resources for
the future.
-I signed a petition with 2,800 signatures because I want to see the south side of the
ridge preserved for the historic flying that happens there, which has existed for over
40 years.
- Flying at Bates is protected recreation under the California Environmental Quality
Act and has not been properly addressed in the EIR, there will likely be more project
delays because of this.
-The project planners haven’t been listening to community groups and have tried to
skip steps. The flying community for example has 1,000 local members who want to
see a better design.
- The Environmental Impact Report presents Alternative 4, which will build on the
North side of the bluffs. This design will be easier to design, cost less, be safer for
bikers, and better for pilots.
-The planners have used up their time and money, causing the project to risk losing
its grant. We should not be forced to rush now because of their unfeasible design and
slow progress. If the project needs to reapply for an ATP grant, it is the fault of the
planners, not community groups.
I urge you to reconsider the forward progress of the Rincon Trail project and to
consider all recreational user groups as plans move forward.
Thank you for your time,
Rebecca Bredehoft
--

www.beccabredehoft.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Spencer Buck
SBCAG Information Requests; PublicComment@ci.carpinteria.ca.us; meagan.harmon@coastal.ca.gov
Bates Bluff Soaring /
Tuesday, January 18, 2022 12:12:08 PM
image.png

PLEASE Reconsider on the proposed trail system. I'm an avid paraglider who frequently
travels to Southern California for the purpose of flying at sites like and including Bates Bluff.
The proposed rincon trail system sounds terrible, unnecessary, unnatural, environmentally
devastating, and it ultimately will ruin this historic paragliding location. We've been flying
here for 40 years - why can't we preserve that while providing updates and access for more
people instead of ruining the historic use?
I truly believe updates and new trails could be put in that not only improve this area for hikers,
walkers, and bikers, but include the paragliding and hang gliding communities that have
treasured this location for decades. This site is special and there are very few like it in the
world left! People travel to this site every year due to its ease of use - it's a great place for
beginners as well since it's a very safe and easy place to paraglide. Maybe a future plan could
capitalize on the uniqueness of this site and make it an even better place to fly AND do other
activities? If we work together, we can make this site accessible and better for everyone. Free
flight is a huge draw and is booming lately. Look at cities that have embraced the free flight
community like Boulder and Golden in Colorado and the Salt Lake / Draper area - they have
had tremendous growth...
PLEASE

My wife and I enjoying the Bluff after a soaring session^
--Spencer Buck

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

andrewcraig@cox.net
PublicComment@ci.carpinteria.ca.us; SBCAG Information Requests; meagan.harmon@coastal.ca.gov
Destroying the Bates/Rincon paragliding site is crazy
Tuesday, January 18, 2022 2:43:53 PM

I have been traveling to Carpinteria every year now for a dozen years and one of the highlights of my
trips out there is to paraglide the famous Bates/Rincon site.
I cannot believe that the powers that be are planning on bulldozing this rare ridge-soaring site when
all that is needed is to install the walking/bike traffic next to the side of the highway for several
hundred yards.
Good heavens, are you all crazy out there?
I strongly urge that you rethink this ridiculous plan and save a bunch of money by not building it.
Besides losing a great flying site, your local economy is going to lose my hotel, restaurant and tourist
dollars as well as those of so many other pilots that I know who love this site.
Shame, shame, shame.
Andrew Craig
Fredericksburg, Virginia
540-244-0744

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jason Wallace
PublicComment@ci.carpinteria.ca.us; SBCAG Information Requests; meagan.harmon@coastal.ca.gov
Rincon Trail project concerns
Tuesday, January 18, 2022 11:52:29 AM

In response to Rincon Trail project at Bates Ridge:
1. Bates ridge is a unique and rare flying site for the area of Caprinteria. It is critical that
places like this be preserved as they are in danger throughout the country.
2. Bike paths are great, but let's build on the North side of the bluffs because it is safer and
more direct for cyclists. The current design dumps bikers into a crowded and steep
parking lot.
3. One importance of biking is to support the environment, and I want this development to
be better for the environment as well. The current design excavates and hauls away 312
million lbs of soil, which is upward of 5,000 truckloads. Forever altering the coastline.
4. I want a bike path that is less expensive. The current project is estimated to cost $16
million for 0.2 miles of path, that’s $16,000 per foot! It will drain capital resources for
the future.
5. Flying at Bates is protected recreation under the California Environmental Quality Act
and has not been properly addressed in the EIR, there will likely be more project delays
because of this.
6. The project planners haven’t been listening to community groups and have tried to skip
steps. The flying community for example has 1,000 local members who want to see a
better design.
7. The Environmental Impact Report presents Alternative 4, which will build on the North
side of the bluffs. This design will be easier to design, cost less, be safer for bikers, and
better for pilots.
8. The planners have used up their time and money, causing the project to risk losing its
grant. We should not be forced to rush now because of their unfeasible design and slow
progress. If the project needs to reapply for an ATP grant, it is the fault of the planners,
not community groups.
Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.
Jason Wallace
Concerned paraglider pilot

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Jamie Bishop
SBCAG Information Requests
Jeff Longcor
Comment on Rincon Multi-Use Trail Project, agenda item #7, 1/20/2022
Tuesday, January 18, 2022 3:35:22 PM

To: Santa Barbara County Association of Governments,
Re: Rincon Multi-Use Trail Project, agenda item #7, January 20, 2022, SBCAG Board
meeting
I urge you to decline to distribute transportation funds as requested by the City of Carpinteria
for the Rincon Multi-Use Trail (MUT) Project and to decide for Option D, a finding of “No
Confidence,” with a total fiscal impact of $0.
Funding this project would forever change the coastline at Rincon Point and the way that it’s
been used for decades. The south side of the ridge is a coastal ridge soaring site that’s attracted
paragliders and hang gliders for over 40 years, and the proposed final Environmental Impact
Report for the Rincon MUT downplays its impact on recreation. The current design entails
removing thousands of truckloads of soil from the south face, which would ruin the bluff for
flying.
The Rincon MUT is also routed through an already very busy Rincon County Beach parking
lot. The grade considerably steepens — to more than twice the ADA compliant grade, at the
east end of the trail. Despite the assertions of the EIR, of course there will be significant
hazards associated with introducing additional cyclists to the parking lot. There’s no sound
reason to route a bike path through a parking lot, and this is not the sort of traffic scheme that
SBCAG should fund now, or ever.
This Project excavates a ridge subject to erosion, and then dumps trail users into a parking lot.
None of that sounds good to begin with, and the design phase for this is ballooning out of the
original budget. Do not sink more public funds in the Rincon Multi-Use Trail Project.
Alternatives to this Project exist that offer sustainable traffic solutions and superior investment
of public funds.
Thank you,
Jamie Bishop
Santa Barbara Soaring Association Member and Santa Barbara resident

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Nik Hawks
PublicComment@ci.carpinteria.ca.us
SBCAG Information Requests; meagan.harmon@coastal.ca.gov
Bates Ridge plans, strong disapproval
Tuesday, January 18, 2022 3:19:48 PM

Hi,
I’m a paraglider pilot expressing strong disapproval of the current plans regarding Bates
Ridge. Flying at Bates is protected recreation under the California Environmental Quality Act
and has not been properly addressed in the EIR, there will likely be more project delays
because of this.
I want a bike path, but one that is built on the North side of the bluffs because it is safer and
more direct for cyclists. The current design dumps bikers into a crowded and steep parking lot.
I want a bike path that is better for the environment. The current design excavates and hauls
away 312 million lbs of soil, which is upward of 5,000 truckloads which will forever alter the
coastline.
I want a bike path that is less expensive. The current project is estimated to cost $16 million
for 0.2 miles of path, that’s $16,000 per foot! It will drain capital resources for the future.
I signed a petition with 2,800 signatures because I want to see the south side of the ridge
preserved for the historic flying that happens there, which has existed for over 40 years.
The project planners haven’t been listening to community groups and have tried to skip steps.
The flying community for example has 1,000 local members who want to see a better design.
The Environmental Impact Report presents Alternative 4, which will build on the North side
of the bluffs. This design will be easier to design, cost less, be safer for bikers, and better for
pilots.
The planners have used up their time and money, causing the project to risk losing its grant.
We should not be forced to rush now because of their unfeasible design and slow progress. If
the project needs to reapply for an ATP grant, it is the fault of the planners, not community
groups.
Regards,
Nik Hawks
San Diego, CA

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lucas Longo
SBCAG Information Requests
Save Bates Ridge!
Wednesday, January 19, 2022 9:20:18 AM

Hi,
I learned to paraglide about 6 years ago here in Santa Barbara and before the pandemic, would fly
almost every day at Bates as I work across the street, at LinkedIn (ex. Lynda.com’s campus).
I’m also an avid cyclist and always felt there could be a connector from the Ventura - Rincon Point
bike path and to Carpinteria. In my mind it would make sense to go from the bike path to Bates road,
cross under the bridge and then build a bike path to connect to the Route 150 bridge, where you’d
cross back over to the ocean side of the 101.
To paraphrase SBSA’s President, James Zender:
“I want a bike path, but one that is built on the North side of the bluffs because it is safer and more
direct for cyclists.
The current design dumps bikers into a crowded and steep parking lot.
I want a bike path that is better for the environment. The current design excavates and hauls away
312 million lbs of soil, which is upward of 5,000 truckloads, forever altering the coastline.
I want a bike path that is less expensive. The current project is estimated to cost $16 million for 0.2
miles of path, that’s $16,000 per foot! It will drain capital resources for the future.
I signed a petition with 2,800 signatures because I want to see the south side of the ridge preserved
for the historic flying that happens there, which has existed for over 40 years.
Flying at Bates is protected recreation under the California Environmental Quality Act and has not
been properly addressed in the EIR, there will likely be more project delays because of this.
The project planners haven’t been listening to community groups and have tried to skip steps. The
flying community for example has 1,000 local members who want to see a better design.
The Environmental Impact Report presents Alternative 4, which will build on the North side of the
bluffs. This design will be easier to design, cost less, be safer for bikers, and better for pilots.
The planners have used up their time and money, causing the project to risk losing its grant. We
should not be forced to rush now because of their unfeasible design and slow progress. If the project
needs to reapply for an ATP grant, it is the fault of the planners, not community groups.”
Please consider alternate designs that will cost less, make more sense for cyclist and be safer to the
current parking lot users of the Rincon Beach County Park – adding a flow of cyclists there is unsafe
for all.
Thank you in advance for considering our pleas.
-- Lucas

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tricia Patch
SBCAG Information Requests
Bated/Rincon trail
Tuesday, January 18, 2022 8:16:36 PM

I am asking who it may concern to please consider the paraglide/hanglide community in your decision to build the
Rincon trail where it’s proposed now. That’s one of the only spots left to us. There are ways to build the trail
without wrecking a beloved flight spot.
Thank you for your consideration,
     Tricia Patch
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Carolyn Reuman
PublicComment@ci.carpinteria.ca.us; SBCAG Information Requests; meagan.harmon@coastal.ca.gov
Rincon bike trail support for alternative
Tuesday, January 18, 2022 6:45:34 PM

Hi there, I’m writing to request that you change the Rincon Bike Trail plan so that the trail will be built
on the North side of the Bluffs, along the highway, so the ridge will remain and bikers can bypass the
parking lot. I enjoy riding my bike when training for triathlons and am excited to bike along the coast,
but having to go through a parking lot sounds dangerous and I would be less likely to use the trail if it
is set up that way.
I also love flying my paraglider on the Bates ridge and would be very sad to see it destroyed. There
are already too few viable flying sites in the United States and it would be a shame to ruin one that is
enjoyed by so many.
Thank you for your consideration
Carolyn Reuman

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Logan Walters
SBCAG Information Requests
Thunder Bowl
Tuesday, January 18, 2022 5:24:58 PM

Hello,
I am a cyclist, surfer, paraglider and 30 year resident of Carpinteria. "Bates" is a special place
to me to say the least.
https://adventure.kavu.com/save-bates
This project to make a bike path is not for the cyclist, it's not for the locals. It is the
destruction of a beautiful and protected part of our coastline.
Please,
Logan Walters

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

George Jimenez
SBCAG Information Requests
Letter to SBCAG board members
Wednesday, January 19, 2022 3:47:39 PM

Dear SBCAG board members
My name is George Jimenez
I would like to express my feelings in opposition to this project as it’s being proposed .
This project as is designed destroys the natural habitat for a a variety Plants and the animals
that use these bluffs .
The city applicant and the cities planner we’re not even considering the need to do an
environmental impact report until they then realize they were facing some opposition that
caused them to spend more time and money this bad planning is a continuation from day one .
Bad planning and management has put them behind again and now are asking for more time
and money .
This project is way late and over budget it’s projected to be possibly go into $18-$20 millions
of dollars. It is also going to be removing thousands of truckloads of dirt away from the Bluffs
that in itself would be devastating and create havoc to our natural area.
This would also take away an existing recreational activity that has been going on at this
location for 40 some years Paragliding and Hanglider should not lose out over another activity
.
The city of Carpinteria is trying to tie in the transportation funds into other tourist hiking
walking trail ,this trail should be the city’s part . The transportation part should be The
responsibility of Caltrans as it was originally designated to be.
Caltrans as part of the freeway and transportation project was to build and provide the bike
path continuation to the Ventura bike path. The city is trying to use these funds to build their
trail by rerouting and calling it a multi use trail and relieving Caltrans from their
responsibilities .
This project is using Measure a funding and state transportation money as a funding
mechanism the money should be used to get people from one place to another utilizing
sustainable transportation such as cycle as commuting from Ventura to Santa Barbara or
Carpinteria.
Instead the city of Carpinteria is using these funds to develop a visitor serving sightseeing
tourist attraction and hooking up to the hotel currently in the cities development stream and for
the economic welfare of the city not for transportation purposes.
This project serves no benefit to the community or transportation instead it destroys a pristine
area within overload of grading and cement.
It will also send a lot more traffic through an overcrowded and dangerous parking lot they say
that signs will cure the problem tell me how many cyclists you see running stop signs
continually. Do not get me wrong I ride a bicycle as well and I totally support a bicycle path
but not the one that they are proposing they need to build a hiking trail and Caltrans needs to
continue with a trail if they plan on putting something together it should be eight of a much
better design without destroying the environment and costing so much .Please Make the
proper decision and vote no to extend and give more money to the city of Carpinteria thank
you for your time .
Sincerely
George Jimenez

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ottis Gillespie
SBCAG Information Requests
Carpinteria Multi Use Trail
Wednesday, January 19, 2022 3:55:58 PM

Ottis Gillespie                                        January 18, 2022
1945 Spyglass Trail West
Oxnard, CA 93036
Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG)
260 N. San Antonio Road B
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
Re: Item 7 Highway 101 Reserve Funding Rincon Trail Carpinteria
Dear SBCAG Policy Board members,
Currently there are 20 letters in support of maintaining and preserving free
flight activities at the Little Diamondhead Bluff in Carpinteria. The proposed
funding request to build a portion of the Multi Use Trail (M.U.T.), should be
denied, until a more “environmentally superior,” location is presented. The
current list of options does not adequately, or accurately, address this issue.
The bridge direction should be inline with the southbound US 101 for
Alternative #4 as well as the continuance of the M.U.T.(as stated by the city’s
own Environmental Review Committee). This straightens out the "Dogleg,"
and will result in a substantial reduction in environmental impact and costs.
This is promoted to be a complete trail, not a fragment of a trail. This access to
funding will complicate further efforts to re-design and relocate the M.U.T. I
am not opposed to the M.U.T. It is the proposed location that will have a
substantial impact on the environment and will be destined to fail. Three
earthquake faults, an “Active landslide area,” on a “reconfigured land mass,” is
a recipe for disaster for the project, the proposed eventual users, the beach
goers, the surfers, and the primary users of the existing Little Diamondhead
Bluff, the paragliding and hang gliding community. This location does not have
“environmental superiority.”
The Highway 101 Reserve Funding is designed for a direct transportation
route. As taxpayers, we should expect that to be the case in this project, not a
partial construction effort that over a short period of time will become a
skateboard park, if not completed in its entirety. As Board members, you
would not expect a building contractor to build less than one-third of a
proposed project. The Union Pacific Railroad easement and the California

Department of Transportation easements were abandoned long ago. The
existing Rail line and the Highway were moved further north to have a more
reliable and sustainable location. The effort to build the proposed M.U.T. in
this location will not be reliable or sustainable and will fail.
Facilitated by design flaws of open outflow drains that will create ponds of
untreated water runoff, into the Pacific Ocean they will also seep under the”
reconfigured land mass” and undermine the proposed trail. The proponents
claim that Little Diamondhead, is an " unstable land mass," that is in an “Active
landslide area,” between " three earthquake faults," to be replaced with a
“reconfigured land mass,” in an “Active landslide area,” between" three
earthquake faults," near the Pacific Ocean and build where transportation
easements have been abandoned by the current owners. What could go
wrong? I hope never to find out.   Little Diamondhead will fail if the south
facing bluff incurs any additional mechanical or hydro jetting intrusion. Deny
the funding requests and let’s have a better location for the M.U.T.
Respectfully,
Ottis Gillespie

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aaron LaPlante
SBCAG Information Requests
Rincon Trail Project
Wednesday, January 19, 2022 4:50:34 PM

Carpinteria City is in violation of CEQA by stating that the airflow being changed is not a
physical impact. Their decision will be appealed. Do not approve this funding or it will be
locked up for the long term.
https://youtu.be/SVIdEfWHMpE
-----------------------------------------------Aaron LaPlante

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karl Cameron
SBCAG Information Requests; Karl Cameron
Rincon Trail
Wednesday, January 19, 2022 4:51:24 PM

I'm writing to let you know that the City of Carpinteria is not paying any attention to Option Trail 4.
This option to put the trail on the North Side of the bluff would not impact the Flying that happens on the bluff and would not drop the traffic into the middle of the parking lot.
The committee that looked at the EIR recommended to the city staff to look more closely at Option 4 snd the City staff has simply refused. We have asked for construction figures and
details and they have not provided any as they have not spent any energy or time on it.
Option 3 will cover over an uncapped oil well and the state has written back as to the negative impact that ( option 3 ) trail will create.
We are appealing their option.
I am also contacting the FAA as the FAR 40 rules are being affected by this option 3
This involves Flight Airways being affected and there is federal law that covers projects involving Federal money.
I'm asking that you consider Option 4 that does not involve any of these negative impacts.
Option 4 could even have a cross-over further down the pathway that could cut over near the bathrooms as the hill is only 15 feet high there.
Thank You
Karl Cameron
1455 Sterling Ave.
Carpinteria, CA
805-895-0946
-Karl Cameron
Alarm System Specialist

SecurePro Headquarters
119 N Milpas Street
Santa Barbara, CA 93103
P: 805.880.1200 x722
www.secureproinc.com
Electrical Contractor = C10 994529 | Alarm Contractor = ACO 7328 | Locksmith = LCO 5943 | Private Patrol Operator (Guard Services) = PPO 120560
The information contained in this email message and its attachments, if any, may be privileged, confidential and protected from disclosure. This information is the property of SecurePRO, Inc. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, reading, or the taking of any
actions in reliance on or in response to this information (except as specifically permitted in this notice) is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission and you are not a named recipient, or if you think you have received this E-mail message in error, please E-mail the sender
at jason@secureproinc.com.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alexander McKee
SBCAG Information Requests
Rincon trail
Wednesday, January 19, 2022 5:36:56 PM

Hello,
I'm writing this email to hopefully make a difference in the decision of
whether or not the Rincon trail gets built under its current design.
I have a few points I'd like to shed light upon that may not have been
mentioned by the numerous surfers and paragliders that already oppose the
current design.
Sea level rise and natural erosion pose a serious threat to oceanfront
developments. It would be a shame to neglect long term sustainability of
cycling and have this $12 million slab of concrete plummet to the ocean in 100
years. More research should be done.
Environmental impact of the heavy equipment needed to move earth and
concrete. To consider 5,000 truck loads of earth needing to be moved should
raise eyebrows up and down the coast. I have seen trails built by people with
shovels getting paid nothing who have built some world class bike paths of
this length in a matter of weeks.
Please consider a better plan for this bike path. The taxpayers who are funding
this potential project deserve better and we all know it.
Sincerely,
Alexander McKee

