
 
 

 

 
 

MINUTES 
TECHNICAL TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

 
Thursday, October 1, 2009 

 
9:00 AM – 12:00 PM 

Solvang City Council Chambers 
1644 Oak Street 

Solvang, CA, 93463 
 

TTAC Voting Members Present 

Tully Clifford City of Solvang 
Pat Mickelson, Chair Caltrans, District 5 
Browning Allen City of Santa Barbara 
Molly Pearson SBAPCD 
Michael Powers SBCAG 
Rose Hess, Vice Chair City of Buellton 
Steve Wagner City of Goleta 
Dennis Delzeit City of Guadalupe 
Richard Fernbaugh City of Lompoc 
Steve Maas SBMTD 
David Whitehead City of Santa Maria 
Chris Sneddon County of Santa Barbara 
 
Others Present 
Rob Dayton City of Santa Barbara 
Jerry Estrada SBMTD 
David Beas City of Santa Maria 
Dacè Morgan County of Santa Barbara 
Larry Bean City of Lompoc 
John Ewasiuk City of Santa Barbara 
Emily Hatton MNS Engineers 
Jim Salvito  MNS Engineers 
Bob Bramen Parsons Brinkerhoff 
Gerald Comati COM3 Consultants 
 
Attending by Phone Conference 
Brittany Odermann SBCAG 
Sharon Green Parsons Brinkerhoff 
 
SBCAG Staff Present 
Stephen VanDenburgh 
Gregg Hart 
Jim Kemp 
Fred Luna 
Sarkes Khachek 
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1. CALL TO ORDER AND INTRODUCTIONS 
 

Chair Mickelson called the meeting to order and initiated a round of introductions. 
 
2. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

Chair Mickelson asked for public comment and there was none. 
 
3. MINUTES 
 

Following a motion by Richard Fernbaugh, seconded by Molly Pearson the minutes of the 
September 3, 2009 TTAC meeting was unanimously approved. 

 
 
4.  2010 STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
 

Brittany Odermann summarized the staff report calling specific attention to the deadline for 
submitting current STIP-TE project shortfalls.  She reported that TTAC would receive 
updates on 2010 RTIP development over the following three months with final approval 
scheduled for January 2010.  
 
Announcement under agenda item #8 
Brittany Odermann reported that Santa Barbara County and the City of Goleta submitted 
project applications for State Local Partnership Program (SLPP) funding.  She notified 
TTAC that both of the projects have been recommended by CTC staff for funding.  Brittany 
indicated that these agencies qualify for SLPP funding because they collect developer 
impact fees toward transportation improvements and that other agencies with adopted 
developer fee programs should consider submitting applications in future cycles.  The SLPP 
is Proposition 1B funded.  There are three additional funding cycles anticipated.  

 
 
5. MEASURE A STRATEGIC PLAN 
 
 Financially Constrained Strategic Plan 
 

Bob Bramen of PB distributed handouts and presented an updated version of Cash Flow 
Model Scenario 1.  Changes since the last version of Scenario 1 include: 
 

i. The Inter-regional Transit Programs are consistent with what was recommended 
by SBCAG staff at the last TTAC. 

ii. MTD Capital funding stream was revised to reflect annual funding. 
iii. Funding assumes RSTP as well as STIP and State Local Partnership (for the 

UVP project). 
iv. The spreadsheet was modified to reflect fiscal years; the final year of the 

program is 39/40 and contains only nine months since the tax collection ends on 
April 1, 2040. 

 
Bob indicated that during the development of the Investment Plan in 2007, the economy 
was stable and the intent was to only use STIP funds to contribute towards Measure A 
matching and not utilize RSTP.  Given the downturn in the economy, this is no longer 
possible.  The model projects during the first ten years of the program $10M less in 
Measure A funds and $30M less in STIP than what was assumed during the Investment 
Plan development. 
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Bob Bramen then distributed handouts and presented Cash Flow Model Scenario 2A.  This 
scenario assumes that during the first 10 years, the bond funds are the only funds utilized 
by the 101 Widening project, thereby freeing up STIP funding for other named projects.  
Important elements of this updated Scenario 2A include: 
 

v. STIP and RSTP funding for the Linden and Casitas Project 
vi. The 101 widening project is spread out over a longer time line such that the total 

delivery duration is seventeen years (vs. 10 years with Scenario 1). 
vii. Earlier delivery of some of the Buellton and Guadalupe project, the 246 Passing 

Lanes, 101/135, 101/Betteravia, 101/McCoy and Goleta Overcrossing projects. 
viii. The main downside of Scenario 2A is the delay in delivery of the 101 HOV 

widening.  This could dilute public ‘trust’ in delivery of the 101 HOV lanes as a 
top priority project.  Jim Kemp also pointed out that the benefit realized from 
HOV lanes only occurs when there is sufficient continuity of these lanes, which 
for some time would not be the case with Scenario 2A.  
 

Larry Bean of Lompoc indicated that at a recent public meeting on the 246 Passing Lanes 
project, Caltrans start of construction by 2014 and yet neither scenarios support this 
commitment.  Steve VanDenburgh indicated that this commitment was made contingent on 
available funding.  However, if new funding comes available (like new Prop. 1B funds) then 
the project delivery could be accelerated.  Steve Wagner of Goleta asked whether Federal 
Earmarks are included as a funding source.  Bob Bramen responded that, due to the 
speculative nature of federal earmarks, the model assumes none.  After the Strategic Plan 
is adopted, subsequent updates to the Strategic Plan would reflect any Earmarks that have 
been authorized by Congress.  Steve Wagner requested that the Strategic Plan include 
language that calls for an aggressive approach toward obtaining federal earmarks and 
development impact fees to free-up STIP and RSTP.  David Whitehead of Santa Maria 
asked why the amount of available Local Street and Transportation Improvement funds is 
not consistent each year for both Scenario 1 or Scenario 2a?  Steve VanDenburgh 
responded that the slight inconsistency is due to different carry over balances of Measure A 
from the previous year and the subsequent interest of the Measure A fund balance each 
year.  Larry Bean of Lompoc suggested that any interest on Measure A revenue balances 
should be made available to the Regional Projects and not the Local Share.  Steve Wagner 
asked how likely is it that Caltrans will be able to commit $150M of IIP the 101 Widening 
Project and what is the basis for the $150 million amount?  Bob Bramen responded that 
SBCAG believes that it will get this commitment from the CTC.  Steve VanDenburgh added 
that the $150M of IIP for the 101 Widening represents approximately 35% of the $425 M 
estimated cost, which is roughly the estimate of the percentage traffic on the South Coast 
that Caltrans believes is interregional.     
 
Bob Bramen distributed handouts of Scenario 2B and presented this option.  Bob explained 
that Scenario 2B assumes a $1M reserve each year of RSTP funds to be used to fund 
other non-Measure A projects in the County.  Bob explained that the impacts of Scenario 
2B were that compared to Scenario 2A some of the named projects would be further 
delayed and the 101 HOV Widening would not be completed until 2038.  Browning Allen 
and Steve Wagner suggested that this scenario should be re-analyzed to reflect the start of 
an RSTP reserve in 2020 instead of starting in 2009/2010.  Browning Allen also requested 
an analysis of a trifurcated scenario, whereby the 101 HOV project receives 13.4% and 
each sub-region receives 43.3% of Measure A revenue annually.  Some TTAC members 
expressed concern that this scenario would delay the 101 and other named projects and 
therefore would not be viable, and wouldn’t be a good use of the consultant’s time.  
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Browning also requested more information on the proposed bond funding assumptions 
reflected in the cash flow.  Steve Wagner requested electronic copies of the Excel files for 
each of the scenarios be distributed. 

 
Next Steps in Strategic Plan Development 

 
Steve VanDenburgh indicated that the PB Team would be making a presentation to the 
Sub-Regional Committees on October 7.  At these meetings, a general overview 
PowerPoint presentation will be made and Scenario 1 and 2A will be presented.  The Next 
TTAC meeting will be held on October 29, 2009.  SBCAG requested that TTAC members 
contact staff via email with any questions about the information presented prior to the next 
TTAC meeting. 

 
 
6. AMERICAN RECOVERY & REINVESTMENT ACT (ARRA) PROJECT DELIVERY  
 

Sarkes Khachek presented the staff report and discussed the need to identify a different 
project for the ARRA Economic Stimulus Transportation Enhancement (TE) funding as the 
City of Santa Maria was experiencing delays acquiring Right of Way for the Santa Maria 
Railroad Bikeway project.  He added that a project that could be meet the state 
authorization deadline so no ARRA funds would be lost in our County was the City of 
Lompoc’s Alan Hancock Bikeway Project. 
 
Kevin McCune added that in order for Lompoc to have the funds authorized in a timely 
manner that the project would need to be split into two phases.  The ARRA TE funding 
would be used on Phase 1 of the project and Lompoc would still need the original STIP-TE 
funding programmed for the project in FY 10/11 for Phase 2 of the project.  He added that 
any unused STIP TE funds for Phase 2 of the project would be returned. 
 
Browning Allen stated that if the City of Lompoc were able to proceed with having the funds 
authorized by the state authorization deadline, then the funds should be transferred. 
 
Browning Allen made a motion to recommend that the ARRA TE funds be reprogrammed 
from the Santa Maria Valley Railroad Bikeway project to the Alan Hancock Bikeway Project 
Phase 1 and Rose Hess seconded.  The motion passed unanimously. 

 
 
7. REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
 

Michael Powers provided a summary of comments on the Draft Amendment to the 
Environmental Impact Report on the 2008 Regional Transportation Plan.  He indicated the 
Amendment and Plan adoption was scheduled for consideration by the SBCAG board at 
their regular meeting on October 15.  Jim Kemp added that this would address the courts 
findings on the inadequacies of the EIR and reestablish the 2008 RTP as the most current 
RTP. 

 
 
8. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 

• State-Local Partnership - Impact Fee Program Matching Fund Recommendations: 
This update was covered immediately after item #4. 

• Sarkes Khachek notified TTAC that the deadline to submit project applications to 
Caltrans District 5 for the Highway Safety Improvement Program is October 8th. 
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• Sarkes Khachek notified TTAC that Caltrans announced a call for projects for the 
Bicycle Transportation Account.  Applications are due to Caltrans by December 1st. 

 
9. ADJOURN 
 

There being no other business, TTAC adjourned. 
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