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STAFF REPORT 
 
 
 
SUBJECT: 2008 Regional Transportation Plan 
 
 
MEETING DATE: September 9, 2008 AGENDA ITEM:  4 
 
 
STAFF CONTACT: Aubrey Spilde, Michael Powers 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Recommend approval of 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). 
 
 
SUMMARY: 
 
The SBCAG Board approved the Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for public distribution and review at its meeting on July 17, 
2008.  A 45-day public review period for both documents ran from July 18 to September 2. 
 
SBCAG staff accepted public comment at public workshops held in Santa Maria and Santa 
Barbara on August 5 and 6, by mail, and by e-mail.  Staff also presented the drafts to TTAC and 
SBCTAC in August.  In addition, the SBCAG Board held a public hearing on August 21. 
 
This report summarizes the public comments received, as well as SBCAG’s responses to the 
comments.  Attachment 2 presents the changes made to the RTP.  Staff recommends that 
SBCTAC recommend approval of the 2008 RTP. 
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The SBCAG Board approved the Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for public distribution and review at its meeting on July 17, 
2008.  A 45-day public review period for both documents commenced July 18, 2008. 
 
SBCAG staff sent notice of release of the 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 
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Administration.  SBCAG 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 its website and at main county 
libraries. 
 
SBCAG staff held public workshops in Santa Maria and Santa Barbara on August 5 and 6, 
respectively.  Five people attended the Santa Maria workshop and one person attended the 
Santa Barbara workshop.  The comments/questions are included in full, with SBCAG responses, 
in Attachment 3, and are summarized below. 

• A safe, continuous bikeway is needed for students riding to Santa Ynez Valley Union 
High School.  SBCAG needs to provide the high school with information on traffic 
demand management (TDM) measures to reduce traffic congestion. 

• The park-and-ride lot in Santa Ynez, adjacent to the SR 246/SR 154 intersection, needs 
improvements. 

• 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). 

• To properly address climate change, more funding should be allocated to public 
transportation. 

• What is the source of funding for the Coastal Express and does oil impact mitigation 
money provide financial support for this transit service? 

 
SBCAG staff briefed the Technical Transportation Advisory Committee (TTAC) on the draft RTP 
at its meeting on August 7, and the Santa Barbara County Transit Advisory Committee 
(SBCTAC) at its meeting on August 12.  Comments are included in full, with SBCAG responses, 
in Attachment 4, and are summarized below: 

• What are the implications for the project lists and financial analysis should Measure A fail 
to pass in November? 

• Is SBCAG working with San Luis Obispo County staff on the Santa Maria River Bridge 
project? 

• How do the financial projects address uncertainty with the federal and state budgets, 
declining gas tax revenues, increasing fuel costs, credit card debt, etc.? 

• It will be difficult for transit fleets to address the California Air Resources Board (CARB) 
proposals. 

 
The SBCAG Board held a public hearing on the Draft RTP and Draft EIR on August 21.  One 
person made a comment: 

• Michael Chiacos of the Community Environmental Council (CEC) presented a comment 
letter from the CEC letter recommending the DEIR “consider a fourth project alternative – 
that of a high fuel and high construction price future and a carbon-constrained state.” 

 
SBCAG received three written comments thus far, included in Attachments 6-8.  The comments 
are summarized below: 

• The California Department of Transportation Division of Aeronautics requests that if the 
new California Space Center, to be located on a 66-acre site outside the front gate of 
Vandenberg Air Force Base on Highway 1, is moving forward, the SBCAG RTP address 
the additional transportation needs of the facility, considering tourists, employees, and 
any emergency vehicle transportation that may be occasionally required.    

• The County of Santa Barbara Public Works Department requests that SBCAG include a 
project to widen SR 192 through the Montecito area on the Illustrative project list.  The 
project would provide shoulders to increase safety for pedestrians and bicyclists, and the 
County estimates it would cost approximately $75 million. 
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• The Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians notes that although Chumash Casino patrons 
and buses use SR 246, most visitors/patrons use SR 154.  Almost all Casino employees 
are required to use the bus, which significantly reduces traffic. 

 
The public review period closed on September 2, 2008.  Staff evaluated and responded to every 
comment received and, as appropriate, incorporated the comments into the RTP.  Changes to 
the Draft 2008 RTP are shown in Attachment 2. 
 
The SBCAG Board will consider adoption of the final RTP and certification of the final EIR later 
this month.  Staff recommends that SBCTAC recommend approval of the 2008 RTP. 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
Attachment 1: Summary Description of the Regional Transportation Plan 
 
Attachment 2: Strike Out/Underline Changes to Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan  
 
Attachment 3: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—Public Workshops 
 
Attachment 4: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—TTAC and SBCTAC 
 
Attachment 5: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—Public Hearing 
 
Attachment 6: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—California Department of Transportation 
Division of Aeronautics 
 
Attachment 7: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—County of Santa Barbara Public Works 
Department 
 
Attachment 8: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians  
 
Attachment 9: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—Community Environmental Council 
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Attachment 1: Summary Description of the Regional Transportation Plan 
 
Federal and state statutes require SBCAG, as the metropolitan planning organization (MPO) and 
the regional transportation planning agency (RTPA), to develop a long-range transportation plan, 
referred to as the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).  “The purpose of the RTP is to establish 
regional goals, identify present and future needs, deficiencies, and constraints, analyze potential 
solutions, estimate available funding and propose investments.”1 
 
SBCAG has prepared the Regional Transportation Plan: VISION 2030 that addresses both 
federal and state requirements.  It covers the period of 2007-2030 and updates the 2004 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP). 
 
VISION 2030 differs from the 2004 MTP in that it contains: 

• New factors, such as safety and security, examined due to SAFETEA-LU  
• New emerging policy issues such as climate change 
• Reference to new studies such as the LOSSAN North Strategic Plan, North County 

Transit Plan, 2007 Transit Needs Assessment, 2007 SBCAG Travel Trends Report, 2007 
Traffic Solutions Commuter Survey, etc. 

• Updated Program and Plan project lists 
• Inclusion of a transportation programs section to complement the list of road, transit, rail, 

bike, and pedestrian capital projects 
• Updated financial information 
• Inclusion of 101 In Motion consensus projects and Measure A Renewal projects 
• New format  
• Accompanying Environmental Impact Report 

 
The chapters of VISION 2030 include: 

1. WHERE WE ARE TODAY 
2. EXISTING CHALLENGES 
3. GOALS OF VISION 2030—the Policy Element 
4. PUTTING THE PLAN IN MOTION—the Action Element 
5. EXAMINING OUR RESOURCES—the Financial Element 
6. HOW VISION 2030 WILL PERFORM—the Performance Element 

 
Chapter 1 introduces Santa Barbara County and describes its geographic, economic, and 
demographic characteristics.  It explains the purpose of the RTP, the requirements, and the 
planning process.  It also provides an overview of the County’s multimodal transportation 
system—the roadway, bikeway, transit, rail, aviation, and marine systems.  In addition, it 
summarizes the public input received at the publicly noticed workshops held throughout the 
County in November 2007. 
 
Chapter 2 describes the challenges the region faces, outlining issues such as population and 
traffic growth, dependency on automobile travel, integrating land use and transportation 
planning, air quality, and the emerging policy issues related to climate change.  The chapter also 
describes the challenges of maintaining a safe and secure transportation system in good working 
order.  The chapter emphasizes the importance of managing our transportation system and the 
incorporation of strategic environmental issues.  Challenges related to intermodal connectivity 
and goods movements are also highlighted, addressing highway, transit, rail, bikeway, and 
                                    
 
1 2007 California Regional Transportation Plan Guidelines, p. 15. 
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airport systems of travel. 
 
Chapter 3 identifies the goals and policies to meet the transportation needs of the region.  Based 
on input from the Technical Transportation Advisory Committee (TTAC) and public workshops, 
goals and policies have been updated since 2004 to address system safety, local land use 
coordination, rail, and funding. 
 
Chapter 4 is the Action Element.  It describes the progress made in implementing the 2004 MTP 
and the implementation strategy for the 2008 RTP.  It details the many SBCAG transportation 
programs and then discusses the Capital Improvement Program (the Program and Plan project 
lists).  It contains an improvement strategy that emphasizes completion of the bikeway network, 
improved transit service, and additions to highway capacity.  Appendix D includes the details of 
the Program, Plan, Illustrative, & Airport Plan projects.  The “Illustrative” project list includes 
those projects, for which funding is definitely not available under the revenue assumptions in the 
financial forecast.  Chapter 4 includes the criteria for regional significance used to select projects 
for the project lists, as well as maps of Program and Plan projects throughout the County. 
 
Chapter 5, the Financial Element, assesses the financial resources available to implement the 
projects identified in the Action Element.  The analysis concludes that the region will likely have 
sufficient revenues to fund the projects in the first five year period; however, our future (10 to 20 
years) capability to fund needed road maintenance is dependent on the continuation of Measure 
D beyond the sunset date of 2010. 
 
Chapter 6 is the Performance Element.  It includes measures to evaluate current and future 
multimodal system performance for the movement of people and goods.  It details how the 
projects in the Program and Plan lists will impact traffic throughout the County, and forecasts 
impacts on transit.  The chapter also addresses environmental justice. 
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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 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 near the Casino and other visitor 

activities in the Santa Ynez Valley has added to is 

compounded by 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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Other transit security projects are included in ongoing transit operations costs. 

 

 

Table 4.3: Projects Submitted for FY 2007-08 Proposition 1B Transit Security Grant Funding 

Agency Project Title 

SBMTD Security Cameras for Administrative and Operating Facility 

Easy Lift Paratransit Emergency Response and Preparedness 

City of Lompoc Transit Center and On-Board Bus Security System 

City of Buellton Santa Ynez Valley Transit Interoperable Radio System 

City of Solvang Santa Ynez Valley Transit Interoperable Radio System 

County of Santa Barbara Santa Ynez Valley Transit Interoperable Radio System 

Source: Supplemental Staff Report to SBCAG Board, 4/17/08 

 

 

Bridge Safety and Security 

The bridges in Santa Barbara County are under 

continual inspection and evaluation.  In California, 

the Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 

inspects bridges on the interstate and state 

highway systems, as well as most bridges under 

the jurisdiction of local agencies.  In the case of 

local bridges, Caltrans works closely with local 

public works departments to schedule inspections.  

Caltrans inspects local, non-highway bridges to 

enable them to become eligible for federal funding.  

The inspection program applies to bridges which 

are at least 20‘ in length; they are to be inspected 

every two years. 

 

A total of 175 local bridges are inspected by 

Caltrans inspection teams every two years to 

determine whether any deficiencies exist that 

make them eligible for federal funding.  However, 

local agencies have the primary responsibility for 

the safety of bridges in their jurisdictions; they are 

taking the appropriate steps to ensure the integrity 

of their bridges.  The local agencies with the 

majority of bridges in their jurisdictions have 

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 Obsolete17 or Structurally 

                                                           
17 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 

Deficient18.  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 

altered to provide a majority of funding for seismic 

projects.  This change in priority may delay critical 

non-seismic replacement projects in Santa 

                                                                                       
because of narrow road widths and restrictive vertical 

clearances. 

 
18 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.  
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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 1: Provide for a 

comprehensive, coordinated and balanced 

multi-modal transportation system that is 

safe…‖ 

 Program Goal 2: Preserve and maintain 

the existing transportation system, 

emphasizing safety…‖ 

 Mode-specific Goal 1: 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. 

 

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.  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. 

 



DRAFT Illustrative List (7/08)

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

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

CT-IL-5
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 Highway 246 Intersection improvements at SR 154
Intersection realignment and improvements to accommodate traffic 

increases
Santa Ynez Valley $10,000

CT-IL-7
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 SR 166 at SR 1 Delays, Construct overpass over train tracks
Guadalupe/Santa 

Maria Valley
$4,000

CT-IL-9 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 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 Highway 101: Ramp Metering, ITS Meter traffic onto mainline 101 freeway South Coast $10,000

L-IL-1

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 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: $1,205,465

VISION 2030 Project Lists IL 1
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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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Attachment 3: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—Public Workshops 
 
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 

• Ms. Herrera is also concerned about plans to expand the Casino. 
• 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. 
• 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. 

• 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. 

• Ms. Herrera inquired as to whether or not transportation projects ever receive private 
funding. 

• Ms. Herrera inquired about the time of the public hearing. 
 
Response: 
• 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. 

• Staff is unaware of plans for casino expansion. 
• Improved bike lanes are in the long-range plan, but are not currently funded. 
• 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 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 
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the Highway 154 Improvements logo on the SBCAG web site: www.sbcag.org. 
• 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. 
• 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. 

• There is no set time for the public hearing on August 21st.  The Board meeting begins at 
8:30 am; since the public hearing item is early on the agenda, it will likely start around 
9:00 or 9:30. 

 
 
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.  
• She also asked what the most significant difference is between the previous RTP and the 

2008 RTP. 
• 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? 

• She also expressed concerns about the lack of funding for alternatives including transit. 
 

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. 

• An overview of the how the 2008 RTP differs from the 2004 MTP is included on p. 1-1.  
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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. 

• 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. 

• 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.  Also, highway projects are expensive by nature and require more 
funding. 

• 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. 

• New transit services are planned.  A statement about the portion of funds for alternative 
transportation is included on p. 6-41: “The RTP program of projects shows a transit share 
similar to the MTP at 27.6%, compared to 29.7% in 2004.” 

 
 
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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Attachment 4: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—TTAC and SBCTAC 
 
Technical Transportation Advisory Committee 
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). 

 
 
 
Santa Barbara County Transit Advisory Committee 
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. 
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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. 
 
 
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.  
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Attachment 5: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—Public Hearing 
 
Public Hearing 
Thursday, August 21, 2008 
Board of Supervisors Hearing Room 
105 East Anapamu Street 
Santa Barbara, CA 
 
Comments:  
 
Name: Michael Chiacos, Community Environmental Council 

• See Attachment 9: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—Community Environmental 
Council. 

 
Response: 
• See Attachment 9: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—Community Environmental 

Council. 
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Attachment 6: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—California Department of 
Transportation Division of Aeronautics 
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SBCAG Response: 
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 in 
Chapter 2.  As the project moves forward, staff will work collaboratively in assessing traffic 
impacts to the Lompoc Valley. 
 
 



xiv 

Attachment 7: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—County of Santa Barbara Public 
Works Department 
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SBCAG Response: 
SBCAG will accommodate the County’s request and add this project to the Illustrative, financially 
unconstrained, project list. 
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Attachment 8: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—Santa Ynez Band of Chumash 
Indians  
 
From: Sam Cohen [mailto:scohen@santaynezchumash.org]  
Sent: Friday, August 15, 2008 11:00 AM 
To: Michael G. Powers 
Cc: Sam Cohen 
Subject: Comments to 2008 Draft RTP 
 
The 2008 Draft RTP refers to the Chumash Casino in its analysis of SR 246: 
 
Draft VISION 2030: SBCAG 2008 Regional Transportation Plan 
Section 2.4.6 Santa Ynez Valley, p. 2-38 
 

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 had initiated daily bus 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. 

 
Questions for proposed revisions: 
 
1. Certainly Casino patrons and buses use SR 246, but most visitors/patrons use SR 154 
2. Almost all employees are required to use the bus—significant traffic reduction 
3. Is the High School the largest SR 246 generator of traffic? 
 
We note the following CalTrans Report as to SR 246 showing lower levels of service (LOS) in Sub-
Segment 6A where SY High School is located as opposed to Segment 6B where the Chumash Casino 
is located: 
 
Transportation Concept Report 
State Route 246 
 
May 2004, P. 52 
 
Sub-Segment 6A (PMs 30.28-32.12) The next sub-segment runs from Alamo Pintado Road to 
Refugio Road.  This sub-segment is a 2-lane conventional highway with the eastern portion having a 
continuous left-turn lane.  On the northern side of the route there is a Class I bike/pedestrian trail 
running almost the entire length of the sub-segment.  The facility is currently at LOS D and is 
projected to be marginally adequate in 2025.  An opportunity does exist to extend the Class I bike 
lane past the high school to Refugio Road.  Truck traffic represents 4% of daily traffic volume. 
 
Sub-Segment 6B (PMs 32.12-34.59) The final sub-segment begins at Refugio Road and runs to the 
junction with SR 154.  This sub-segment is a 2-lane conventional highway with portions having a 
continuous left-turn lane.  The current LOS C is projected to drop to LOS C by 2025.  The facility is 
currently adequate and is projected to remain so in 2025.  Truck traffic represented 5% of daily 
traffic volume.  The operational issues at the intersection of SR 246 and SR 154 are being addressed 
in Phase II of the County’s Measure D improvements currently included planned along the SR 154 
corridor (EA 05-49420).  These include turn lanes and evaluation of the intersection lighting. 
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SBCAG Response: 
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 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 near the Casino and other visitor 
activities in the Santa Ynez Valley has added to is 
compounded by 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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Attachment 9: Public Comment & SBCAG Response—Community Environmental Council 
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SBCAG Response: 
• Although the RTP acknowledges transportation patterns may change in the future, the 

nature of the shift due to higher cost of fuel is still too speculative to directly address in 
the RTP or EIR.  The RTP does discuss fuel costs and climate change mitigation efforts 
and their implications, and SBCAG will closely monitor both market- and regulation-driven 
changes in transportation patterns. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

 
 




