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FOR COUNCIL MEETING OF NOVEMBER 17, 2009 

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT 

November 17, 2009 

TO: City Council 

FROM: City Manager 
Prepared by: Lawrence W. Appel, Director of Community Development 

SUBJECT: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT FOR THE SANTA MARIA BIKEWAY 
MASTER PLAN, FILE NOS. GP-2008-002 AND E-2009-040 (CITYWIDE) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the City Council take the following actions: 

1. Adopt a resolution, authorizing the filing of a Negative Declaration, E-2009-040 
for the Santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan, GP-2008-002; and 

2. 

3. 

Adopt a resolution amending the General Plan Circulation Element 
incorporating Figure C-3 (Existing and Proposed Bikeways Diagram) and 
revised bikeway policies as shown on Exhibit A to the resolution; and 

Adopt the Santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan as described in the resolution. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Bikeway Master Plan is important in order to satisfy requirements of the Califomia 
Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA) and other County, State and Federal funding 
programs for bicycle transportation projects, for which Caltrans plays a supervisory role. 
In order to qualify for available funding, the State of Califomia requires that applicants have 
a master plan adopted or updated within the past five (5) years that includes a number of 
specific elements related to bicycle commuting, land uses, multi-modal connections, 
funding, and public input. 

Bikeways are proposed along paved and unpaved surfaces throughout the City of Santa 
Maria. Most bikeways would be located within a dedicated street right-of-way or easement. 
Some bikeway facilities may be located within utility and landscape corridors, within public 
facilities (such as parks), railroad corridors, flood control easements and on private 
property. Bikeways may be located on vacant, developed and undeveloped properties 
within the City of Santa Maria and may be used for utilitarian, as well as recreational 
purposes. Bikeways are located within urban areas of the City, and no rare or endangered 
plants or animals have been found within planned bikeway locations. 

On October 4, 2009, the Planning Commission considered the Bikeway Master Plan, At 
this hearing. twelve additional comment letters were distributed to the Commission as a 
result of receiving comments after the publication of the staff report. The Commission 
decided to continue the item to the November 4, 2009, hearing in order to have additional 
time to review these comment letters, 

4 



City Council 
November 17, 2009 
Page 2 

Bikeway Terminology Revisions 
The existing Bikeway Plan adopted in 1992 called for two types of bikeway trails. They are • 
identified as Multi-Purpose Trail I and Multi-Purpose Trail II. As described in the adopted 
1992 plan, these trails provide for a separate and safe route for children and recreational 
cyclists. Multi-Purpose Trail I facilities are completely separated trails (off-street) that may 
be located along rivers, drainage channels, existing or abandoned railroad rights-Of-way, 
utility rights-of-way and between parks. Multi-Purpose Trail II facilities are used in 
conjunction with Class II on-street bike lanes. This type of facility provides a safer route for 
pedestrians and slower moving bicycle riders while more advanced bicycle riders may use 
the on-street bike lane. A typical Multi-Purpose Trail is an eight (8) to ten (10) foot wide 
off-street facility. 

The Multi-Purpose Trail terminology is proposed to be amended to "Class I." Similar 
standards of Multi-Purpose Trails would apply to a Class I facility which is also a 
completely separated path from vehicular traffic. Existing Multi-Purpose Trails throughout 
the community will remain and keep the same signage in order to avoid any confusion. But 
future bike paths will use the new Class I terminology as shown in the existing and 
proposed bikeways diagram (Figure 6-1). The primary reason for this change is to be 
consistent with bikeway industry terminology used by the Califomia Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans) Highway Design Manual and the Santa Barbara County 
Association of Govemments. Class I facilities offer the same benefits as the previous 
terminology but is more consistent with industry standards. 

See the below discussion on proposed General Plan policies for complete definitions of 
Class I, II and III bikeway facilities. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

The Santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan provides a blueprint for bicycle transportation and 
recreation in the City of Santa Maria. The Bikeway Master Plan focuses on providing new 
bicycle facilities that will enhance the existing bicycle network while connecting bicyclists, 
joggers and pedestrians to key destinations City-Wide. The Master Plan also encourages 
bicycling within all age groups and, moreover, each bicycle facility (Class I, II and III) 
caters to a different segment of users throughout the community. 

The proposed plan updates a previous Bikeway Plan adopted in June, 1992. After years 
of bicycle facility development guided by the Circulation Element of the Santa Maria 
General Plan, the City has implemented an extensive network of bikeways that provide 
connections to destinations throughout the City, as well as links to adjacent communities 
and the Santa Barbara County regional system, totaling nearly 66 miles. The updated 
Bikeway Master Plan recommends over 139 new miles of bicycle facilities, of which 59 
miles are proposed to be Class I bike facilities. A Class I bike path is defined as a 
completely separated right of way for the exclusive use of bicycles and pedestrians with 
crossflow by motorists minimized. Currently, there are approximately 19 miles of existing 
Class I bike facilities. The Battles Multi-Purpose trail, Santa Maria Levee Multi-Purpose 
trail and the Skyway/HagermanNValier Park Multi-Purpose trail facilities are included in 
these existing Class I bike facilities. Some of the goals of this plan are to enhance and 

• 

expand the existing bikeway network, connect gaps, address constrained areas and • 
improve intersections, provide for greater local and regional connectivity, and encourage 
more residents to bicycle throughout the community. The plan also provides for an 
updated system of bike lanes, and bike routes, and identifieS necessary support facilities, 
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such as bicycle parking, while recommending a variety of programs to allow for safe, 
efficient and convenient bicycle travel in Santa Maria connecting to local and regional 
destinations. 

The draft plan is available and can be viewed on the City's website 
(http://www.ci.santa-maria.ca.us/home.shtml) or at the City's Public Library located 
at 421 South McClelland Street. The draft plan was also distributed to the Planning 
Commission on October 30, 2009. 

PROJECT ANALYSIS: 

The environmental impacts associated with the proposed bikeway plan were 
determined using the City of Santa Maria's staff project environmental checklist, on-site 
inspections, inventories of existing bikeway facilities, bicycle collisions data, 2008 draft 
regional bikeways plan, existing bikeway policies and a bikeways needs analysis. 
Based on the above information, no significant" environmental impacts have been 
identified for the proposed Bikeway Master Plan. 

General Plan Amendment 
The Existing and Proposed Bikeways Diagram (Figure 6-1) in the Bikeway Master Plan will 
be incorporated into the Circulation Element of the General Plan. This will ensure that all 
future development and roadway projects will incorporate the bicycle facilities identified on 
the Bikeways Diagram into their project design. In addition, future grant money that the 
City receives for the construction of bike facilities will follow this diagram. The Master Plan 
document itself will serve as guidance and reference for the City, its residents, and 
developers for the completion of bicycle facilities and support programs. 

Several General Plan policies in the Circulation Element will be incorporated as part of the 
General Plan amendment as shown below and attached to the Planning Commission 
Resolution: 

• A fundamental purpose of the Bikeways Diagram is to connect neighborhoods in 
Santa Maria and in surrounding communities to key destinations (downtown, 
large employment centers, shopping, civic center, educational centers and 
recreation areas). 

• The City will strive to eliminate gaps in the bikeways network as identified in the 
Bikeways Diagram. 

• A fundamental purpose of the Bikeways Diagram is to link both north and south 
campuses of Allan Hancock College to the overall citywide bikeways network. 

• The City will strive to prioritize the installation of bicycle storage facilities (bike 
racks, lockers, etc.) at transit stops. 

• The City will provide an east-west bikeway connection from Allan Hancock 
College to the Downtown area utilizing the abandoned railway corridor. 

• The City will coordinate with County and regional agencies to provide a 
continuous and connected regional bicycle network between the Bikeways 
Diagram and surrounding communities . 

• The City will strive to complete a connection between the City of Guadalupe and 
the City of Santa Maria via the Santa Maria River levee trail. The planning of this 
trail will include coordination with Santa Barbara County Planning and 
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Development and the Santa Barbara County .Agricultura! Commissioner and may 
require further CEQA review as this trail is outside the City's jurisdiction. 

• Consider bicycle facilities in all newly proposed commercial, institutional, 
recreational and multi-family residential developments. 

• There are three (3) classes of bikeways which are defined as follows: 
Class I Bikeway: Provides a completely separated right-of-way for the 
exclusive use of bicycles and pedestrians with crossflow by motorists 
minimized. 
Class II Bikeway: Provides a striped lane for one-way bike travel on a street 
or highway. 

Class III Bikeway: Provides for shared use with pedestrian or motor vehicle 
traffic. 

In addition, revisions to existing policies in the Circulation Element relating to bikeways 
would be incorporated as part of this General Plan amendment. 

General Plan Conformitv Analysis 
The Draft Bikeway Master Plan conforms to the City General Plan. The most relevant 
General Plan goals, policies and objectives met by the proposed project are summarized 
on Attachment B (General Plan Conformity Analysis). 

Public Outreach 

• 

On June 9, 2008, and October 12, 2009, bikeway public meetings were held in order to • 
introduce members of the public to the Bikeway Master Plan process and to obtain their 
input on desired improvements to the Santa Maria bikeway network. At these meetings, 
issues and opportunities were discussed and addressed appropriately in the draft 
Bikeway Master Plan. 

Public comment received during these workshops was used by the consultant team and 
City staff to help identify needs and deficiencies in the current bikeway system and to 
identify potential future recommended projects and programs. 

Fiscal Considerations: 
Most bikeway projects are funded when parcels of land are developed which are adjacent 
to planned bikeways as shown on the Bikeway Diagram. Bikeways which are not funded 
and built by a private developer will be built by the City of Santa Maria through grant 
monies received from local, state, regional and federal programs. Currently, Class I 
bikeways are not funded through AB 1600 growth mitigation fees. Bike maintenance costs 
will be addressed either by Measure A funding or Gas Tax funding. Either of these 
funding sources may be appropriate to address maintenance of bike paths. In addition, 
chapter 7 (Implementation) of the Bikeway Master Plan describes numerous state, local, 
and federal funding sources that may also be available to address bike path 
maintenance costs. 

Impact to the Communitv: 
The proposed Bikeway Master Plan will enable the City to acquire grant funding for the • 
future construction of additional bikeways for residents city-wide. This will enhance the 
City's recreational amenities while also providing alternative modes of transportation 
that reduce automobile emissions and congestion. 
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Summary of Environmental Review Process: 
An Initial Environmental Study/Negative Declaration was prepared for this project and 
circulated for public review from September 16, 2009 through October 16, 2009. During 
the public review period, the Community Development Department received nineteen 
comment letters as shown in Attachment C. Staff has extensively reviewed and analyzed 
these comment letters and has contacted each commenter. Some of these comment 
letters required minor revisions to the Bikeway Master Plan and other comments will be 
addressed upon the construction of a given bike path (refer to Attachment D, Inter-Agency 
Coordination). No new significant effects were identified with this additional information 
or with revisions to the bikeway document, therefore in accordance with CEQA Section 
15073,5, re irculation of the Initial Study/Negative Declaration is not required. 

Director of Community Development 

ATTACHMENTS 

A Draft Bikeway Master Plan (November 2, 2009) -Not included in this agenda report; this document 
waa distributed by Council notes on November 6, 2009, and can also be viewed on the City's website 
at: http://www.ci.santa-maria.ca.us/home.shtml 

B. General Plan Conformity Analysis 
C. Comment Letters 

D. Inter-Agency Coordination 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Public Hearing Draft Bikeway Master Plan (November 2, 2009) 

- Not included in this Council report; this document was 

distributed to the City Council on November 6, 2009, 

and can also be viewed on the City's website at: 

http://www.ci.santa-maria.ca.us/home.shtml 

ATTACHMENT A 
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ATTACHMENT B 
GENERAL PLAN CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 

BIKEWAY MASTER PLAN 
GP-2008-002, E-2009-040 

LAND USE ELEMENT 

Objective L.U.S! 

Plan for employee child care facilities and employee recreational facilities (showers, lockers, 
bike racks, etc.) to be incorporated into major developments. 

Objective L.U.Sm 

Preserve open space areas surrounding the Sphere of Influence. Utilize greenbelts, bikeways, 
pedestrian paths, and roadways between agricultural and residential land use. 

Objective L.U.7a 

Require the use of buffers between incompatible land uses by using berms, walls, open space, 
landscaping, bike paths, and arterial streets where appropriate. 

Objective L.U.7g 

In commercial areas, encourage pedestrian walkways to be located away from traffic areas, and 
set apart, where possible, providing a separate pedestrian and bicycle circulation system. 

CIRCULA TION ELEMENT 

Policy C.S.c.1 
Develop bicycling and pedestrian facilities as a major transportation and recreational mode to 
serve the transportation and recreational needs of the residents. 

Policy C.S.c.2 
Provide safe, efficient and convenient streets for the use of pedestrians and cyclists throughout 
the City, and where possible, provide separate bikeway access to major destinations (e.g. 
sChools, parks, and commercial and employment centers) to assure safety. 

Policy C.S.e.2 
Continue to support dedications and reservations of utility corridors for dual purposes that 
include the existing uses as well as functional greenbelts, bikeways, fixed bus routes, and light 
rail. 

ATTACHMENT B 
GENERAL PLAN CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 
BIKEWAY MASTER PLAN 
GP-2008-002, E-2009-040 



3. RESOURCES MANAGEMENT ELEMENT 

Objective 2.1.h 
Community Design: Design communities/neighborhoods so that housing, jobs, daily needs and 
other activities are within easy walking distance of each other. 

Objective 2.1.j 
Streets, pedestrian paths and bikeways: Encourage the design of streets, pedestrian paths, and 
bike paths so that they are small and spatially defined by buildings, trees and lighting and 
discourages high-speed traffic. 

GOAL 7 
Open Space: Provide and preserve open space areas for conservation, recreation and 
agriculture. 

Objective 9.1.d 
Dual Use Retardation Basins: Require, where appropriate, new and existing retardation basins, 
drainage easements, utility easements, and open space corridors to be improved by adjacent 
developers for recreational purposes as conditions to development. 

ATTACHMENT B 
GENERAL PLAN CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 
BIKEWAY MASTER PLAN 
GP-200B-002, E-2009-040 

• 

• 

• 
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September 23, 2009 

Mr. Brian Halvorson, Planner 
City of Santa Maria 
Community Development 
110 S. Pine Street, Room 101 
Santa Maria, CA 93458 
bhalvorson@ci.santa-maria.ca.us 

RE: Comments on Santa Marla Bikeway Master Plan, Public Draft dated August 21, 
2009, Alta Planning and Deelgn 

Dear Mr. Halvorson, 

The following comments are submitted by Urban Planning Concepts, Inc., after review of the 
Santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan, Public Draft dated August 21, 2009. 

Page or Sectlon/Table Comment/Revision 
FIg-ure 

1-3 1.4, first paragraph How is the cost of one million dollars per mile of Class 1 
Bikewavs iustified? Should provide cost break down. 

3-3 3.1.3.2 The City's General Plan calls for 4.7 acres of park and open 
space land oar 1,000 residents not live acres. 

3-5 Table 3-3 Mid-5tate Bank should be Rabobank. 
3-11 3.3.2 Second paragraph, second sentence should be Skyway not 

Skvview. Correct in rest of document 
3-11 Third paragraph Correct last sentence to say envision instead of "envisaQe" 
3-17 Table 3-8 Mid-5tate Bank and Trust should be Rabobank 
3-18 3.5 2003 in first sentence should be corrected to read 2001 per 

Table 3-9. 
3-18 Table 3-9 Eleven projects are listed with their costs from 2001-2007, 

please provide length of each trail and a cost per mile for 
installation and maintenance. 

3-20 Please add SMOOTH and the Flyer 
4-1,4-2 These policy numbers are not sequential. Are they selected 

from another document or are they new? 
4-6 4.1.2 Was the discussion in the second paragraph and bullet points 

superseded by AB 1600 fees? Do they still exist? 
4-8 4.2.1 . Paragraph two states 79 miles of bikeways, page 1-1 states 

66 miles please clarif~which is correct 
4-11 4.4.1 Population of orcutt should be 35,000 not 29 000. 
5-8 Table 5-6 Add page break before table. 
6-5 Table 6-1 These requirements are not consistent with Figure A-14 on 

page A-16 (see comment below). Neither of these tables or 
discussions provide for any parlclng reductions as a 
result of adding the bicycle parking that Is intended to 
reduce automobile use. 

2624 AIRPARK DR .• SANTA MARfA. CAUFORNIA 93455 • 805/934-57W • FAX &l 
ATIACHMENTC 
COMMENT LETTER 
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Comments on santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan 
Public 0I3ft dated August 21, 2009, Alta Planning and Design 
Urban Planning Concepts 

As an example, the multi-family residential requirement is 50% 
long-term bicycle parking of required automobile parking 
spaces. If applied to a 76 unit project with 192 parking spaces 
96 long-term enclosed spaces (200 sf) and 10 short term 
spaces (110 sf) would be required. This should eliminate 10-
15 parking spaces in exchange for the bike parking area. 

6-30 12. RailroadlDepot Wrong picture, should go with 11. College Drive from Battles 
Bike Path Rd to Stowell Rd. 

7-7 Table 7-3 What are the annual operations and maintenance costs of the 
existino system? 

7·12 7.4.3 This section should be updated to reflect Measure A 
7-14 Developer Impact Delete. Already stated on page 7·13, 7.4.4 Under ·Impact 

Fees Fees· 
7-17 Update table to reflect Measure A 
A-16 Figure A·14 Guidelines for Locating Bicycle Parking: Have these 

guidelines been applied to an existing project? For example, 
the Mervyn's building at approximately 85,000 square feet 
would require 68 bicycle spaces (748 sf) for t)Je public @ 
8110,000 gross square feet; this does not include employees. 
This requirement is too high, 1 space per 10,000 square feet 
would be more reasonable and realistic. 

This figure does not provide for any parking reductions 
as a result of adding the bicycle parldng that Is Intended 
to reduce automobile use. Nedd to provide an off·set for 
parking. 

A-17 Rgure A-15 Based on the discussion contained on page A·17 the following 
criteria is ouUine: 

• Empty racks should not pose a tripping hazard for 
visually impaired pedestrians 

• Position racks out of the walkway's clear zone 
• When possible, racks should be in a covered area 

protected from the elements 
• Long·term parking shOUld always be protected 

The example for sizing racks illustrates either: 
• 6 feet by 2 feet (2 bikes) or 6 feet by 4 feet (4 bikes) 

for the rack wlbike plus a 5 foot clearance 

• Total footprint of 11 feet by 2 feet (22sfl2 bikes) or 11 
feet by 4 feet (44 sf/4 bikes) depending on the size of 
the rack. 

The above-referenced criteria will be challenging when 
designing projects due to the sheer number of bikes spaces. 

Revised criteria for recommended bike parking ratios were 
distributed at a public meeting on 10/12. This information 
states a minimum of 3 bicycle spaces for all listed land uses. 
It appears that increments of 2 are more efficient based on the 
recommended bicycle parking spacing dimensions included 
next to Figure A-15. The minimum requirement for 3 should 
be changed to 2. 
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Comments on Santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan 
Public Draft dated August 21, 2009, Alta Planning and Design 
Ulban Planning Concepts 

A-19 Figure A-16 Recommended long-term Bicycle Parking Facilities for 10 
bicycles measure 190 em (74.S") by 100 cm (39.4") and stand 
115 cm (45.3") tall for a footprint of approximately 20 square 
feet footprint. 

Cc: File 

3 
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Brian Halvorson 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

RE, Santa 
r 

emphasize 
RIVER" . 

Bill Denneen [bdenneen@kcbx.net] 
Friday, September 25,20097:13 AM 
Brian Halvorson 
BIKEWAYS 

Maria River Bridge----bikeway 
know this has been part of the over-all 
it. I speak for hundreds of bikers: IIWE 

plan for· decades but just want to 
NEED A SAFE BIKEWAY ACROSS SANTA MARIA 

I moved to Nipomo in 1961 while working at Hancock. OVer the years I tried to bike to 
work using 1. alternative routes like Bonita Sch. Rd, 2. Walking across the riverbed in 
the sand, 3. Jogging to school on the levee & in the sand, 4. Biking on the narrow bikeway 
on the bridge (my best time was 60 seconds from one end to other). Each time I did this r 
wondered if it would be my last. 

The last time I biked the bridge I was 20 years younger (64) but the big trucks 
that passed me with only inches to spare awoke my elder caution thoughts & contributed to 
my long life. 

Finally, "WE NEED A SAFE BIKEWAY ACROSS SANTA MARIA RIVER". 

Bill Denneen, 1040 Cielo Lane, Nipomo, 93444 929-3647 

1 
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Brian Halvorson 

From: Frances Romero [fromero@solutions-plus.net] 

Sent: 

To: 

Saturday, September 26, 2009 1 :15 PM 

Brian Halvorson 

SUbject: Corrections for Bikeway Plan 

Hi Brian, 

Here are a few things that I saw: 

Page 1-1, 1.2, second sentence, " ... is by no means starting from scratch .... There has to be a better way to say 
this. 

Page 3-5, Table 3-3, Mid-State Band and Trust should be Rabobank (You should check to see if ALTA has is 
using updated employer info, this may be dated) 

Page 3-11,3.3.1, third paragraph, last sentence: "envisage" should be envision 

Page 3-17, Table 3-8, same as comment for page 3-5 

Figure 3-1, the legend does not identify the * on the diagram 

Page 4-6, 4.1.3, last sentence: "probably" should be probable 

Page 5-8, page break before Table 5-6 starts 

Figure 5-2 should be corrected, Class 1 does not follow the RR at Rice Depot Mercado Site (* is identified on this 
diagram as an "improvement location") 

This is just an observation about the Needs Analysis. On page 5-3, third paragraph, last sentence talks about 
bicycle commute mode shares between 2-3% are generally considered high. When I go back and forth between 
Table 5-5 & 5-6 and the types of cycl ists vs. the types of trip my take away is that the City is looking at a $62 
million plan to increase bike commuters by 1 % (487 new bike commuters) based on the table on page 5-5. 
Sounds like a lot of money to get less than 500 new commuters. 

Hope this helps, 

Frances 

UpC~~. 
Frances Romero, Senior Planner 
2624 Airpark Drive 
Santa Maria, CA 93455 
805.934.5760 office 
888.866.8786 fax 
805.343.6601 home office 

9/28/2009 



.... ", d*' 

~~~~"'~"~"la"D-~.~"~.;;.' ~·t-----_____ REIli®~\:J!I7.r.!J'iIl~~l!.lISW:~' !jI!i!l;Ii~llIJhfm:rul~:_""'_vt 

• 

• 

October 6, 2009 

Brian Halvorson, Planner III 
Santa Maria Community Development Dept. 
110 South Pine Street, #101 
Santa Maria, CA 934S8 

OCT 082009 
WMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT. 

Re: Notice of Intent to Adopt NO for Bikeway Master Plan Update, E-2009-040 

Dear Mr. Halvorson: 

The Air Pollution Control District (APCD) has reviewed the referenced case, which consists of adoption of 
the Santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan and an amendment to the Circulation and Land Use Elements of 
the General Plan, incorporating a new bikeways diagram and new policies for existing and proposed 
bikeways. The scope of the project is citywide and affects areas throughout Santa Maria. 

The APCD has no concerns regarding the CEQA document. However, please incorporate the following 
conditions In subsequent permits for construction of planned bicycle trails: 

1. Standard dust mitigations (Attachment A) are recommended for all construction and/or grading 
activities. The name and telephone number of an on-site contact person must be prOVided to 
the APCD prior to issuance ofland use clearance. 

2. Fine particulate emissions from diesel equipment exhaust are classified as carcinogenic by the 
State of California. Therefore, during project grading ard construction and hauling, construction 
contracts must specify that contractors shall adhere to the requirements listed in Attachment B 
to reduce emissions of ozone precursors and fine particulate emissions from diesel exhaust. 

If you or the project applicant have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (805) 961-8893 or 
via email at edg@sbcapcd.org. 

Sincerely, 

~c& 
Eric Gage, 
Air Quality Specialist 

cc: TEA Chron File 

Terence E. Dressler • Air Pollution Control Officer 

260 North San Antonio Road, Suite A • Santa Barbara, CA' 93110 • www.sbcapcd.org • 805,961.8800 • 805.961.8801 (fa> 
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AlTACHMENT A 

FUGITIVE OUST CONTROL 

These measures are required for all projects involving earthmoving activities regardless of the project size or 
duration. Proper implementation of these measures Is assumed to fully mitigate fugitive dust emissions. 

During construction, use water trucks or sprinkler systems to keep all areas of vehicle movement damp 
enough to prevent dust from leaving the site. At a minimum, this should include wetting down such areas in 
the late morning and after work is completed for the day. Increased watering frequency should be required 
wl1enever the wind speed exceeds 15 mph. Reclaimed water should be used whenever possible. However, 
reclaimed water should not be used in or around crops for human consumption. 

• Minimize amount of disturbed area and reduce on site vehicle speeds to 15 miles per hour or less. 

• If importation, exportation and stockpiling of fill material is involved, soil stockpiled for more than 
two days shall be covered, kept moist, or treated with soil binders to prevent dust generation. 
Trucks transporting fill material to and from the site shall be tarped from the point of origin . 

• Gravel pads shall be installed at all access points to prevent tracking of mud onto public roads. 

• After clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation is completed, treat the disturbed area by 
watering, or revegetating, Q!: by spreading soil binders until the area is paved or otherwise 
developed so that dust generation will not occur. 

• The contractor or builder shall designate a person or persons to monitor the dust control program 
and to order increased watering, as necessary, to prevent transport of dust offsite. Their duties 
shall include holiday and weekend periods when work may not be in progress. The name and 
telephone number of such persons shall be provided to the Air Pollution Control District prior to 
land use clearance for map recordation and land use clearance for finish grading of the structure. 

• Prior to land use clearance, the applicant shall include, as a note on a separate information sheet to 
be recorded with map, these dust control requirements. All requirements shall be shown on 
grading and building plans. 

Plan Requirements: All requirements shall be shown on grading and building plans. TIming: 
Requirements shall be shown on plans prior to approval of Land Use Permit. Condition shall be 
adhered to throughout all grading and construction periods. 

• 

• 

MONITORING: Lead Agency shall ensure measures are on project plans and maps to be 
recorded. Lead Agency staff shall ensure compliance onsite. APCD inspectors will respond to • 
nuisance complaints. 
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Air Pollution Control District 

ATTACHMENTS 

DIESEL PARTICULATE AND No,. EMISSION MmGATIONS 

Particulate emissions from diesel e~haust are classified as carcinogenic by the state of California. 
Therefore, following is an updated list of control strategies that should be implemented to the maximum 
extent feasible. 

• Only heavy-duty diesel-powered construction equipment manufactured after 1996 (with 
federally mandated "clean" diesel engines) shall be used. 

• The engine size of construction equipment shall be the minimum practical size. 

• The number of construction equipment operating simultaneously shall be minimized through 
efficient management practices to ensure that the smallest practical number is operating at any 
one time. 

• Construc:tion equipment shall be maintained in tune per the manufacturer's specifications. 

• Construc:tion equipment operating onsite shall be equipped with two to four degree engine 
timing retard or pre-combustion chamber engines. 

• Catalytic converters shall be installed on gasoline-powered equipment, if feasible. 

• Diesel catalytic converters, diesel oxidation catalysts and diesel particulate filters as certified 
and/or verified by EPA or California shall be installed on equipment operating on-site. 

• Diesel powered equipment should be replaced by electric equipment whenever feasible. 

• Idling of heavy-duty diesel trucks during loading and unloading shall be limited to five minutes; 
auxiliary power units should be used whenever possible. 
State law requires that drivers of diesel-fueled commercial vehicles weighing more than 10,000 
pounds: 

o shall not idle the vehicle's primary diesel engine for greater than 5 minutes at any 
location 

o shall not idle a diesel-fueled auxiliary power system (APS) for more than 5 minutes to 
power a heater, air conditioner, or any ancillary equipment on the vehicle if you have a 
sleeper berth and you're within 100 feet of.a restricted area (homes and schools). 

• Construction worker trips should be minimized by requiring carpooling and by providing for lunch 
onsite. 

Plan Requirements: Measures shall be shown on grading and building plans. TIming: Measures 
shall be adhered to throughout grading, hauling and construction activities. 

MONITORING: lead Agency staff shall perfonm periodic site inspections to ensure compliance with 
approved plans. APCD inspectors shall respond to nuisance complaints. 
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Brian Halvorson 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

MIKE PARRY [mparrygah@verizon.net] 

Thursday, October 08, 2009 1 :43 PM 

Brian Halvorson 

Bikeway plan 

Importance: High 

rage j 01 j 

Hi Brian: I have been reading the proposed bikeway plan and I have the following questions and/or comments: 
1) Page 4-6, section 4.1.4 refers to a list of bikeways (table 4-1) that is included in the DTSP. As I recall, the 
bikeway references were removed from the DTSP because they were going to be dealt with later in the bikeway 
plan. I can't find this table in the DTSP. 

Also, this section states that "bikeway recommendations from the DTSP will be incorporated in chapter 6 of the 
bikeway plan· 
Again, I don't think there are any recommendations in the DTSP to incorporate except some very general 
references. 

I think section 4.1.4 on the DTSP should be removed or changed. It is confusing to refer to standards in the 
DTSP that are not really there. Also, table 4-1 refers to Class I on Jones Street. If this table is to be used it 
should also allow for Class II on Jones between McClelland and Thornburg as the plan states on page 6-33. 
2) Top of page 5-10: States that figure 5-2 shows the existing bikeways in downtown Santa Maria. Actually 
figure 5-2 shows existing and proposed bikeways. The words ·and proposed· should be inserted after "existing· 
at the top of 5-10. 
3) Figure 5-2: This figure shows both Class I and Class II bikeways on Jones Street between McClelland and 
Thomburg. The Class I should be deleted in this area to be consistent with your statement on page 6-33. 
4) Appendix A shows design criteria for Class I bikeways and shows 12' minimum total width on page A-2. 
However on page A-1 
it states that· Although this information meets Caltrans requirements it is not intended to state a minimum or 
maximum accommodation .......... • Does this mean that there is some flexibility in the 12' width? I think there 
should be some flexibility because we may encounter places where we don't have room for 12' in the overall 
design of some parcels. Does this provision give the City the power to allow width reductions where appropriate? 

I will be at the meeting on the 12th. As for my comments (due by the 16th) will this e-mail suffice or do you need 
it in letter form? 

Best regards, 
Mike 

Michael Parry, President 
G. A. Hancock Properties Inc. 
P.O. Box 340 
Santa Maria, CA 93456 
805-345-3238 
fax 805-928-6460 

10/812009 

"' 



• 

• 

• 

MEMO 
RECREATION AND PARKS DEPARTMENT 
PARKS DIVISION 

OCTOBER 9, 2009 

MEMO TO: Brian Halvorson, Community Development Department 

FROM: Patty Ellis, Recreation and Parks Department 

SUBJECT: BIKE TRAIL MAINTENANCE 

As requested, this memo will not only reflect maintenance costs, but also reference 
issues that are associated with the bike paths cUrrently maintained by the Parks 
Division and their contractors. Maintenance costs reflect the amount paid in Fiscal Year 
2008/2009. 

Two contractors, J. D. Humann and Vocational Training Center, are currently employed 
by this Department, and their job sites also include these Multi-Purpose Trails. The 
additional oversight and maintenance is provided by the Parks Division. With contract 
costs for the last fiscal year at $60,926.65 and direct service costs at $13,459.68, the 
total cost just for these' services of the existing bike paths is already at $74,386.33. 

Additionally, all of the other costs for long-term renovation including resurfacing, 
painting, signage placement and replacement, and other necessary repairs have not 
been addressed since the adoption of the Bikeway Plan on June 16, 1992. Another 
cost which has not been accounted for in this subtotal of over $74K, is that of water 
usage. Water usage cannot even be properly factored into the total cost, as none of 
the existing bike paths have their own, stand-alone, water meter to accurately track 
these measurements. All of these costs - ranging from sweeping trails quarterly and 
even down to purchasing and providing the public with utility dispensers and bags for 
dog waste disposal - are not included or planned for within the total cost calculations of 
what is truly required monetarily by having these bike paths. 

Till now, the Recreation and Parks Department has had to absorb these expenditures; 
however, with our current budget restrictions and economic situation, the proposed 
addition of 59 miles of Multi-Purpose Trails 1 or Class 1 Trails mandates that a funding 
mechanism not only be discussed in this proposal, but that alternate sources for 
coverage of these costs be implemented into the Santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan. 



October 12, 2009 

Santa Barbara County Public Wol1cs Department 
'fluudu,nbD11 Water 1\gency 

City of Santa Mt,ria 
II 0 S. Pin" Stree't, Suite 101 
Santa Maria, CA 91458-SDn 

RE: Notiee of lateat to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration: 
Bikeway Master PIllar 

Dear Sir aT Madaf' 
Thllllk you for the opportunity to review the .subjccf document. The Santa Barbara COunty Ftood' 
Control Dia.lric:t has the following comment: 

Any proposed bikeway improvemenfJ within santa Barbara COunty FIoodCOntroteasementt 
would be subject to secondary use agreements and Flood Crullrol review and approval. 

J'Iease Jer us know if you llave any qucS(\oIl5. 

Sincerely, 

SANTA BARBARA COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL & WATER CONSE!tVA nON DISTRICT' 

BY:~~ 
Nick Bruckbaqer 
Development iteview Engineer 
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Agricultural Commissioner's Offke 
Welshes" Measures _ County of Santa Barbara 

October I2; ZOV9 
Brian HaIvoJ:sou 
CIly of sanm Miuia-
C(\Dl!IlImily Development DepRrtmeDt 
nosol.ldfPine Sheet#lOr 
Santa Maria, CA 93458 

I.e: CitY orSlmra Maria8iteway Pfan Update-

Dear Mr. Halvonon: 

WilflemD. CiIIIettc 
eo. I ;a ..... /DiredDr 

The San1a Bamara COIIDly"AgriculturafCollDlliSsio.-'s Office offers tlie fo&~ comm~ 
Draft Nej!3bve Declaration ftt tbe Bikeway MasteI Plan: 

ExpansioD ofbie lraihiDro a~c:ulmrallU'e.s present$ si[miticant proI)Jems f~ g:roWeIS, die 
public and this o~ and should be avoided. In particular, tile CQIIUrctioD between the City of 
S8Dla Maria anO ~tily of Guadalupe via the Santa Maria River lever has been stndied5e'Vel'lll' 
times ill the (lUI BDdbas DOl been completed, ULp.Bl1.-ciue to si1U'ifican' aod.uoavoidabk coof!jel. 
betweaI a~ production practices and public access. If expamion iDro agriculturaf areas 
isincbv!ed iD.-1IUs-_ pIaB, fur1her eDviroDmeDtalreview is JleCes&8I¥ ~ UDderstllJld.,oo 
mitigate impacts. 

1liaIIt youtiJr1lle" oppoltDDiiylD review~ dr.rlt. H'you bavc my qlIrS1ioDs please contact ~ 
SIf tbe addIess or the lelepboue Dumber below. 

S'mc:q-ely, 

w~ ... :·· ,A t;" 
William D. Gillette 
Apic:ultural COIIIIili.ssiooer 

2 
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October 12, 2009 

City of Santa Maria 

li~r7i~ 
ASSOCIATION 

of Son.CI • .,rbo ..... Sc .... L"';1 Ob;.Ob Co .. ",'; •• 

245 Obispo Street - P.O. Box 10 
Guadalope, C-A ~ 

Tel: 805-343-2215 <> Fax: 805-343-6189 

Community Developmenl Department 
lID S. Pine Street, Suite 101 
Santa Maria. CA 93458 

RE: Bikeway Master Plan 
&-2OO~crn--and E-2O<J9"-<T4(T 

Dear Mr. Appel: 

The'pmpose of this letter is to notifY tlie CIty t1iar this Association believes the expansion 
oflhe Santa Maria River levee trail connecting the Cities of SantaMaria and Guadalupe. 
will creare significant impacts on adjoining agricultural lands. These impacts have not 
been identified in the environmental dccumeatd£veloped fer the bikeway mast .... plan. 

The Santa Maria levee runs approximately mne miles through an intensely farmed 
agricultural area willi at Teast 15 different farms abutting the trail. These fanns. located 
on some of the most productive soils in the SantaMaria valley. gro.w different Cffips.ona 
year round basis. Most of these lands arc enrolled in Williamson Act contracts. Some of 
the land use conflicts betWeeA agricul!ure.andre£reationaltl'ails,fam.e3ha;ve 
experienced are: 

• Cnnflicts wftb' pesticide applications. The presence of a trail' WIlT resun 'n 
mandatory setbacks to protect the pUblic. The width of setbacks depends on the 
chemical. timing and method OJ application. but in some instances could be as 
large as 500 feet. Existing cropland within that buffer area could not receive 
applications. This ~~~ll reduce crop yields in adjacent areas. 

• Recreational uses will result in trespass and nuisaDce pmbfems resuTting in 
food safety implications. Because oflimiled public access in this area, trail users 
may seek to leave the trail oy crossing private farm fieTds. Moreover oecause of 
the lack of sanitation facilities. trial users and their pets may seek to relieve 
themselves off the trail near fannIand. This win create food' safety issues for 



.RE..: .BiIu!WQ)I.Mast.e:r Prim 
GP-;1X/8-()2 and £-2()()9-0-t() 
OctoUer I Z: 2009 
Page2of2 

farmers whDse crops may oe rendered unmarketable due to. the risk Df microbiat 
cDntaminatiDn_ Produce buyen; are routinely examining lettuce fields to. 
detennine sources 0.1 contaminatiDn_ The presence Df recreatienal entrants can 
lead to. fields being disqualified frDm growing leafy green vegetables due to food 
safety concerns. The en\,lromnental do.ctunent needs to. examine this cDnflict. 

• TJrepotl?n1iat foTvandalism and injury Increases as trail users, especially 
children, may try to access irrigatiDn pDnds and reservDirs fur sv.imming, Dr use 
mDtDrized vehicles such as ATVs en the trail. Vandalism to farm vehicles and 
equipment yards vis:ible from the trail will increase requiring greater security 
measures. Fanner;; will bear the cost of insming against such risk. 

fn summatien, the AssDciatiDn has serieus reservations concerning land use conflicts> 
should the Bikeway Master Plan include a connection between the Cities Df Santa Maria 
and Guadalupe. The trail-would pass throughmites efintenseTy cropped tarmJao.rin 
multiple ownerships. The land use cenflicts and significant impacts to farming 
Dperatio.ns need to be fully analyzed before such a project is approved. 

Sincerely, 

Richard'S. Quandt 
Vresi\lent 

cc: Bill Gillette 
Tom FaY'lf' 
Babe Farms 
Rancho Guadalupe 
Betteravia Farms 
InnDvative Prodllce 
B &DFarms 
Manzanita gerry Farms
Rio. Mesa Berry Farms 
Alamo. F¥IDs 
Guggia Fanns 

• 

• 

• 
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MEMORANDUM 

October 13, 2009 

MEMO TO: Brian Halvorson, Planner III 

PROM: 

, SUBJECT: 

Ellen Pritchett, Regulatory Compliance Assistant t'2',r .. 
Through: Steve Kahn, Utilities Engineer ':>1..-~.?--' 

BIKEWAY MASTER PLAN UPDATE ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 
COMMENTS 

After having had a chance to review the Environmental Checklist for the above-named 
project,the Department of Utilities provides the following comments to Section 8 -
Hydrology and Water Quality (e.) "Create or contribute runoff water which woul<:i exceed 
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial 
additional sources of polluted runoff?" 

A study of the map (Figure 6-1, Santa Maria Bikeway MasterPlan, Public Draft) shows 
a number of proposed Class I Bike Paths planned along waterways, including but riot 
limited to, a 2-mile stretch along the Blosser Channel parallel to N. Blosser; a 3-mile 
stretch along S. Railroad, and a 4-mile stretch along. the Bradley Channel parallel to 
Stafe Hwy 101. Most of these run parallel to hardened channels, but there are some 
areas that will run along. earthen channels where attention should be given to runoff 
volume and flow. These include where S. Railroad intersects with Sonja and the stretch 
between Betteravia and Jones, paraifel to the freeway. We also note a section of Bike 
Path planned across the Blosser Basin at Blosser and Canal, which is a County Flood 
Control· facility. 

It is ol,lr understanding that the proposed Class I bike lane construction project will result 
in 59 miles of increased impervious surface, or 71.5 acres. Increases in non-pervious 
sllrface area increase overland flow volumes during storm events in areas previously 
covered by vegetation and native soil. Although these changes result in increases in 
total runoff volumes, all of the City's basins have the required volume requirements to 
accommodate this increase in runoff after path paths are constructed. In addition, due 
to the small amount of non-pervious surface area (8-1 Q foot wide bike path), it is 
expected that no adverse environmental effects would occur to water quality. 

Thank you so much, for consideration of these comments, and we look forward to 
watching this project move forward. If we can be of assistance, please be in touch. 



. STATE OF C;:ALlFORNIA--BUSINFSS TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENcy ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER. Gevemor 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
50 HIGUERA S1REET 
SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA 93401-5415 

RECEIVED ~
PHONE (805)549-3101 

AX (805) 549-3077 
D (805) 549-3259 

http://www.dotca.gov/dist05/ OCT t 5 ZOO9 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT. 

Flex your power! 
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Be energy efficient! 

DV. ________ _ 

October 13,2009 

Brian Halverson, Planner ill 
Santa Maria Planning & Building 
110 S. Pine St, #101 
Santa Maria, CA 93458 

Subject: Santa Maria Master Bikeway Plan 2009 

Dear Mr. Halverson: 

SB 00I/135/IOI-var 

The California Depamnent of Transportation (Caltrans), District 5, has reviewed the subject project 
and appreciates the opportunity to provide comments. Caltrans views all transportation 
improvements as opportunities to improve safety, access, and mobility for all travelers in California. 
We recognize bicycle, pedestrian, and transit modes are integral elements of the transportation 
system and are glad to Sllpport projects such as yours, As the City's Bikeway Plan matures toward 
implementation, some of the specific items to be considered are discussed below: 

1. The project identifies existing and proposed bicycle facilities within the City's jurisdiction. Any 
work within the State right-of-way on those facilities depicted in figure 6-1 will require an 
encroachment permit issued from Caltrans. Detailed information such as complete plans, 
biological and cultural resource findings, hydraulic studies, environmental reports, traffic studies, 
etc., mayneed to be submitted as part of the encroachment permit process. 

2. Relative to the State right-of-way, adherence to design standards, environmental laws, and 
design standards of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) is required. Potentially, analyses 
may be required that would discuss elements such as collision histories and sight distance issues. 

3. Specifically regarding hydrology and drainage, review of future construction plans would 
determine the need for the extension of existing culverts. Hydraulic analyses of existing culverts 
crossing State facilities and integrating with a bikeway will be needed to show that the project 
will not negatively impact culvert function. 

4. To the extent possible, the City should consider final aligrunents thalwould avoid State right-of
way involvement. Doing so may simplify aspects of the project design and approval process. 
Related to this, the City should know it will be required to assume responsibility for maintenance 
for any portion of the Plan facilities which may ultimaiely be approved within State right-of
way . 

Thank you again for the opportunity to provide comments. If you have any questions, or need 
further clarification on items discussed above, I can be reached at (805) 549-3632. Alternatively, 

"Caltrans improves mobility across California D 



Brian Halverson 
October 13,2009 
Page 2 

---- ------

you can contact Adam Fukushima, District 5's transportation planner for bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities. He can be reached at (805) 549-3 I31 or adam.fukushima@dot.ca_20V. 

Sincerely, 

Chris Shaeffer 
Caltrans District 5 
Development Review, South 

Cc: L. Newland, Branch Chief 
A. Fukushima, Bike and Pedestrian Coordinator 

"Caltrans improves mobility across California" 
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SANTA MARJ,A VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY 
p .c~ BQX'5f.'b.5 "., 2lho-Wi!st-Betteroiv}~";t-aad .. -Sati~'Mi!fi~ . .ca.m=:oritld334....~5~5· 

T,,'ep,hQlle'{So5l'92Z-79IP 

Cityo{ Santa Maria 
'CommllnHy DeveI6pP1eJltD!!pt 
A TfN:Brian·H'aI:'O'f'SoR' 
nos. Pine S,-> Nfl, Wl 
SantaMaria, CA~34:S& 
VIA: Faxg05-'P..8C7565 

FAx (B,!5)..sll-~54 

October L4, 2009 

The SantaMaria vaUe,3 RJrilrQad and its B~erdofIliIeptms,ilaverevie"'ed the,proposed 
Ge~nil Plan AmeI\d'menr fOl"the Bikeway Masier. Plan. aruLfwd the following &iiectlonab1e: 

.. ~Ma'St!:I1'fin.o!roWsYfutl:!irhl';:;lJ'ifu'afungihe:&mt~·M;"'1:a, VaJley Railroad's 
main line'fi"= the west City LinUt1l1Betteravja; Rn!t& we- "''el'e'll.ev~r co:tIs\lltedregatding 
this, 

.. neuse ofRailrefuirig!lt t>fway 8B .1.hikepafhisineotmiSt!nt'WiihNoitll ft..merican miliciad' ' 
safety polic.ies and pro<;ed\Ife5. 

. 
.. T'one.~, ofRl!iltomitif#"t waY1lS<~amwrll1nmbit.fu>'1'-'e$'IDvfu.oftlliuaiko;rd by 

~'11illOwin:g·theWid'!J).,Qfu~bl'e rfghi IlFway. 

Sine'erely, 

Robert Himoto 
Pksident 

,-;OJ)/ZOf1@ 

( 



STATE OF CA.UFORNJA ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER. Govern, 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
320 WEST 4nt STR.EE;T, SUITE 500 

.SANGELES,CA 90013 
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Oct()ber 14, 2009 

Brian Halvorson 
City of Santa Maria 
110 South Pine St., Suite 101 
Santa Maria, CA 93458 

Dear Mr. Halvorson: 

Re: SCH# 2009091075; Bikeway Master Plan 

RECEIVED 
C:::T t 9 2JJ9 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT. 
DV .. ______ _ 

The California Public Utilities Commission (Commission) has jurisdiction over the safety of 
highway-rail crossings (crossings) in California. The California Public Utilities Code requires 
Commission approval for the construction or alteration of crossings and grants the Commission 
exclusive power on the design, alteration, and closure of crossings. 

The Commission's Rail Crossing Engineering Section (ReES) is in receipt of the Notice of 
Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal-Negative Declaration from the State . 
Clearingho~eJoJ: the adoption of Bikeway Master Plan. RCES reco=ends that the City add 
language to the plan so that any~ew proposed bikeways planned adjacent to or near the Santa 
Maria Valley Railroad's right-of-way be planned with the safety of the rail corridor in mind. 

The creation of a bike path adjacent to a crossing would greatly change the characteristics of a 
crossing and the crossing would need to be evaluated to mitigate any possible safety impacts the 
bike path might have on the crossing. Modifications to crossings are within the scope of 
Commission General Order (GO) 88-B: "Rules for Altering Public Highway-Rail Crossings." A 
request for authorization must be submitted to the Commission through RCES. 

If you have any questions, please contact Jose Pereyra, Utilities Engineer at 213-576-7083, 
jiP@c::puc.ca.gov, or me at rxm@cpuc.cagov, 213-576-7078. 

Rosa oz 
U tiliti es Engineer 
Rail Crossings Engineering Section 
Consumer Protection & Safety Division 

• C: Robert Himoto, SMVRR 

~ 
~ 
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Mid •• IF_B ........ 
Coury Es:ocudve Otlker 

October 16. 2009 

Brian Ffalirorspn 
Planner III 
City of Santa Mafia, 

County of Santa Barbara 

Exeeutfve Offiee 

Community Development Department 
fro- Soutfr Pine Street,Suae- tat,. 
Santa Maria, CA 93458 

Fax: (805T928=7565 

Dear Mr. Halvorson: 

• ~ ULI [J:J 

~Eu<",,-.. SUect, ~4O/i 
s .... 8ub .... c.Jifumiw tllf» 
8051568-3400' fax 80Sl568-3414 

WWW_O<lUI>I)Io!ib,org 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Negative Declaration ~ 
Santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan. The County provides the following comments for 
your consideration in preparation of the FinatNO:-

Bikeway Extension from Santa Maria to Guadalupe 

The'Oraft NlJ-i1cfucfi!lrseverarproposed Generatl"fsn Amendments to the Clty'"s
Circulation and Land Use Elements_ One of these amendments includes a new planning 
goal statEKtas; ~ Cltywllfstrlve tlrcomprete a connection betWeen the cttyof 
Guadalupe and the City of Santa Maria via the Santa Maria River levee trail.' 
Estab6shfng such-a bikeway connectiOn between these two cities would Include a bike
route of approximately six miles in tinear length between the urban boundaries of the 
two cities. Most of"thl!nilrmile bike route woofdbe IOcated'OIl rural, unincorporated 
lands which are zoned, and actively used, for agricultural cultivation, The mapped . 
tocafionofthiS bikeways fncolisiSlell[ wilfrthI:J staternent"made on Page 3-ofDraft Nt) 

which specifies that, "all proposed bikeway sites are located within an urban area.· The 
ctevefopmentand' use-ofabikeWay on unincorporatedruraffands could' result In im~ 
to agricuHural. biological. and cuHural resources (dependent upon the proposed extent 
of ground disturbance) as welt as potentlalfy interfere in County ftood controt activit;s. 
Pursuant 10 CEQA §15126.4 (a)(1)(8), appropriate mitigation should be included to 
address these potential impacts. 

I=or further informatiorr regarcifng -tmr project's potentiaf impacl$ on agricultUraf 
resources and flood control activities, please refer to the attached commentletlers from 
other County departments_ 



Pefer Hafvorson. CitY of Simla Maria
October 16, 2009 
Fage20f2 

"The County-hal> orr fullfler comments on ttrnr project sf ffiis fiiTre- and IOOIts fotwarlito
continued dialogue on future projects. If you should have further questions, please do 
not hesitate to contact my ottrcedrrectfy. or Davi<fMatson, OepulyDlrecmr in-the: OffiCe. 
of Long Range Planning at (805) 568-2068. 

cc: Derek Johnson, Director, Office of Long Range Planning 
DavkfMafson, Deputy Director, Office Oflong Range Plannihg 

Attachmen1s: October 12, 2009-Comment Letter from Agricultural Commissioner's Office 
October 12; 2lJ09'.Coffiment Leifer from P-ulJlic Worf<& (FlOod Control) 

• 

• 

• 
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October 16, 2009 

City of Santa Maria 

- - ---- ----------- ------

David Whitehead, Director of Public Works/City Engineer 

REGARDING: City of Santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan 

Dear Mr. Whitehead, 

The Santa Barbara County Action Network is a county-wide nonprofit that advocates on 
environmental and social justice issues and promotes creating sustainable communities. 
Creating better choices in transportation systems, including bicycling, is an important part of 
our mission. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the updated bikeway plan for Santa Maria, and 
commend the conSUltants and city planners for their work on this document. We appreciate 
their emphasis on encouraging new bicyclists, with supporting data showing a potential 
increase of bicycle commuters to 1,547, resulting in a reduction of 10,391 vehicle trips per 
weekday, and a significant reduction in greenhouse gases. We were disappointed, however, 
that this report did not include a wider discussion of how encouraging people to switch from 
single vehicle use to bicycle use will contribute to the effort to reduce Global Warming, and 
that in fact, concems about Global Warming are motivating more and more people to turn to 
alternative transportation such as bicycling. 

We support the recommendations that have been made. and especially encourage adoption 
of the following recommendations. with these additions: 

Increase Public Bicycle Parking Facilities: We highly recommend developing a Bike 
Parking Ordinance as shown in Table 6-1. 

Encourage the Provision of Shower and Locker Facilities: We strongly support an 
ordinance that requires new development over10,OOO sq.ft. to provide "end-of-trip· facilities to 
employees and clients as shown in Table 6·2. 

Develop a Safe Routes to School Program: This is long overdue in Santa Maria. 

Ensure Regular Maintenance for Bicycle Facilities: Many bicyclists have complained 
about the unsafe conditions of bike lanes due to poor road maintenance. 

PO Box 23453. Santa Barbara, CA 93121-805-722-5094 -- deborah@sbcan.org 



Wayfinding Signage: The report states that the city should consider adding wayfinding 
signs along key routes to direct cyclists to important destinations. We highly recommend this 
as a way to encourage bicycle use, and to show users the safest routes to their destinations. 

Facilitate the Development of Employment Incentive Programs: All of the suggestions • 
here are good. We especially like (1) offering incentives to employers to institute these 
improvements; (2) creating an annual commuter challenge; (3) implementing a "Bicycle 
Friendly Businesses· programs; and (4) creating City-sponsored "bike-ta-work" days. 

Bicycle Facility Coordinator: We agree there should be dedicated staff to oversee and 
implement these projects and programs. If funding is not available for a new staff position, 
then an existing staff member should have a certain portion of his/her duties dedicated to this 
work. 

We also support the recommended projects, with these exceptions and additions: 

Main and Broadway Class" Bike Lanes: This plan recommends the creation of Class III 
Bike Routes along these major corridors. However, this is insufficient to provide safe, direct 
routes for bike commuters. Your report shows that the majority of bike accidents and injuries, 
aside from Union Pacific RR, occur along these major arteries and along Class III bike lanes. 
While creating Class II bike lanes along Main and Broadway will be challenging because of 
the traffic and turning lanes, it is essential to do so. Daily we see bicyclists riding on the 
sidewalks along these arteries in order to ensure their safety. The creation of Class II Bike 
Lanes will get them off the sidewalks onto safely marked biking paths. Traffic calming 
strategies should also be implemented to slow traffic and make using bike lanes safer. Other 
cities with traffic conditions similar to these main corridors include Class II Bike Lanes. We 
strongly encourage this change in the plan. 

Transit Center Bike Lockers & Showers: The report mentions that the transit center will 
provde ample parking for bicycles, but I did not see the inclusion of bike lockers or showers 
for bicycle riders. Lockers and showers should be added. 

We are very encouraged by this report and the plans and recommendations included, and 
look forward to their implementation, along with the additions we have recommended. 

Sincerely, 

Deborah Brasket 
SB CAN Executive Director 

[sent by email October 16, 2009] 

PO Box 23453, Santa Barbara, CA 93121-805-722-5094 -- deborah@sbcan.org 

• 

• 
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October 20, 2009 

City of Santa Maria 
Attn: Brian Halvorson 
110 S. Pine Street, #101 
Santa Maria, CA 93458-5082 

RECEIVED 
OCT Z 32009 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPT. DV., ______ _ 

Draft Negative Declaration for the City of Santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan, Santa 
Maria, Santa Barbara County, San Joaquin Field Division, SCH2009091075 

Dear Mr. Halvorson: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft Negative Declaration 
for the City of Santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan. The document describes a proposal 
by the City of Santa Maria (City) to develop a comprehensive bicycle path network 
throughout the City's service area. Several segments of new bicycle path will cross the 
Coastal Aqueduct, part of the State Water Project, including the proposed Class 1 paths 
along the south bank of the Santa Maria River, the Santa Maria Valley Rail Trail, and 
paralleling Black Road between the Santa Maria Valley Rail line and Dutard Road. 

The Department of Water Resources (DWR) has reviewed the Draft Negative 
Declaration and has the following comment, a preliminary version of which we sent to 
the City via an October 15, 2009 email: 

1. Any construction work within DWR right of way, will require an Encroachment 
Permit issued by DWR. 

Information regarding forms and guidelines for an Encroachment Permit, as well as the 
application process can be found at DWR web address: 

http://wwwdoe.water.ca.gov/Services/Real Estate/Encroach Rel/index.cfm 

Please provide DWR with a copy of any subsequent environmental documentation 
when it becomes available for public review. Also, please include the Central Coast 
Water Authority (CCWA), the operator of the Coastal Aqueduct, in all future mailings. 



Mr. Brian Halvorson 
October 20,2009 
Page 2 

If you have any questions, please contact Scott Williams at (916) 653-5746, or Leroy 
Ellinghouse of my staff at (916) 653-7168. The CCWA contact number is 
(805) 688-2292. 

Sincerely, 

~./I~-f'.r 
David M. Samson, Chief 
State Water Project Operations Support Office 
Division of Operations and Maintenance 

cc: Central Coast Water Authority 
255 Industrial Way 
Buellton, CA 93427 

• 

• 
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RECREATION AND PARKS DEPARTMENT 

DATE: OCTOBER 20, 2009 

TO: BRIAN HALVORSON, PLANNER III - COMMUNTIY DEVELOPMENT 

FROM: AlEX POSADA, DIRECTOR - RECREATION & PARKS DEPARTMENT 

SUBJECT: COMMENTS ON PROPOSED UPDATE TO CITY'S BIKEWAY PLAN 

Thank you for the opportunity to have members of the Recreation and Parks Commission 
review the proposed update to the City's Bikeway Plan. Information gathered from 
Commissioners Brunello and George, has been included below for your consideration and 
for that of the Planning Commission. 

It is our understanding that bike trail maintenance will be addressed through the use of 
Measure A funds which is currently available for bicycle and pedestrian improvements. In 
addition, I am aware that Gas Tax funding would also be utilized. I was happy to hear this 
since both Commissioners felt that funding the ongoing maintenance of completed trails is 
very important to address. 

Commissioner George, a former Police Chief at Hancock College, felt that the numbers of 
potential bike riders (200) to campus as· shown in Table 5-3 was high. According to 
Commissioner George, on any given day at Allan Hancock College, there are 
approximately 25 to 35 riders that bring their bikes to campus. On the other hand, I 
understand that a transportation survey prepared for the school a year ago showed that 
approximately 2% of the students rode bikes each day. Using the current day time 
enrollment of 15, 675, this results in 313 regular daytime bicycle commuters. In addition, 
with the planned bike path connecting Allan Hancock College to the Downtown area, 
higher bicycle commutes to the College may be more obtainable in years to come. 

From my prospective, the bike system's piece meal development is frustrating to many 
users. But, this Bikeway Plan update will help reduce piece meal development as this plan 
is more comprehensive and outlines a system of bike paths for future construction over the 
next 20 years. Although efforts a few years ago to establish a "Rails to Trails" deSignation 
over the Santa Maria Valley Railroads tracks from Miller Street east to the Philbric Road 
was not established, it is encouraging to know that a similar bike path connecting the 
College to the Do own area is proposed in this plan update. 

mments to the Planning Commission. 

n r Posada 
Director, Recreation and Parks 
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October 21, 2009 

Brian Halvorson 
Planner III 
Community Development Department 
City of Santa Maria 
11 0 E. Cook Street 
Santa Maria, CA 93458-5082 

Dear Mr. Halvorson: 

RECEIVED 
OCT 232009 

88.MMUNrTY DEVELOPMENT DEPT. 

SBCAG staff has reviewed the Public Draft of the Santa Maria Bikeway Master Plan and believes the 
plan sets a strong foundation for future development of the bikeway system in Santa Maria. The plan is 
well organized, clearly written, and addresses most of the BTA requirements. The following areas are 
highlighted by SBCAG staff for ongoing emphasis: 

• Intergovernmental coordination, particularly with the SBCAG, County of Santa Barbara, and 
Caltrans, in developing bike routes on the city borders to insure consistency in route 
classification, signage, etc. is critical to the development of a functioning network .. This is one 
area of the BTA requirements that requires additional' work. See below where this issue could be 
strengthened in the plan. There appear to be a number of routes that change classification when 
a jurisdictional boundary is crossed. .' 

• Local Measure D funds are not mentioned .and these funds at the discretion of the City of Santa 
Maria, can be spent on bikeway improvements. Regional Measure D funds which have already 
been committed to other projects. In addition, Measure A was approved by the voters in 2008. 
Measure A provides Significant local funding in addition to regional funding. The local funding, at 
the discretion of the City of Santa Maria, can be used for bikeway related improvements. In fact, a 
portion of the local Measure A funding is required to be spent on "alternative transportation" 
including bikeway related improvements. Add this to the text and tables in Chapter 7. 

• Emphasize continuing coordination with the SBCAG Traffic Solutions bicyclist education 
programs 

Cover and Page 1-1. Picture of bike rack not consistent with Guidelines 

Pg. 3-12. Are bikes pennitted on Equestrian/Hiking Trails? 

Pg, 3-14. Discuss how existing Santa Maria signage coordinates with County signage in areas where 
paths cross jurisdictions. Describe "MUTCD." 

Pg. 3-16, Table 3-7. Footnote which showers listed in the Table are accessible to the general public. 

Pg. 3-19, Section 3.7. Add Clean Air Express to list of agencies in paragraph 1. Our local advisory 
transit advisory committee, Santa Barbara County Transit Advisory Committee - SBCTAC, received a 
briefing in August on the new transit center by SMAT staff. SBCTAC expressed significant concerns 
about the availability of safe and secure bicycle parking facilities at the transit center. 

Pg. 4-10, Section 4.3.2. In the first paragraph replace the word "confonnity" with "consistent" since the 
word confonnity has special meaning in federal legislation. 

Pg. 5-11, Figure 5-1. In legend, replace "Union Pacific Railroad" with "Santa Maria Valley Railroad." 

·~.,r\ember }-.gencies 

Buellton!: Carpinteria .. Goleta ~ Guadalupe. lompoc ::::r Santa Barbara rt Santa Maria" Solvang JI Santa Barbara County 



Pg. 6-3, Figure 6-1. SBCAG comparedbike routes and classification on Figure 6-1 with the County of 
Santa Barbara and SBCAG. In general, they are reasonably comparable. Routes in the area South-
west of the airport(west of UVP and east of Highway 1) must be designated and mapped with great 
care. Federal agencies objected to including the extension of UVP. west of Blosser to Highway 1 since. 
the area has wetland potential. We were required to delete the westward extension of UVP roadway 
west of Blosser from the RTP during 2008. 

Also, SBCAG received a comment at our public workshop on our draft Bike Plan related to three specific 
connections between existing paths parallel to Skyway Dr., with Waller County Park and Hagerman City 
Park. In addition, a path connecting all three recreational sites was proposed along the east side of 
Hagerman's sports complex. These connections addressed in greater detail in the Final plan. 

Pg. 6-10, Section 6.2.6. Discuss coordination with County on signage. 

Pg. 6-11, Connections. SMAT does not operate trains. 

Pg. 6-12, Education, replace "characteristics' of bicyclists with "responsibilities' 

Tie in education programs with County and SBCAG programs offered by Traffic Solutions 

Pg. 6-15, Bike to Work. It is now Bike to Work Day vs. Week, the Bike Commute Challenge is the Team 
Bike Challenges. 

Add neVi section on Safe Routes to School Day programs 

Pg. 6-16. Recommended projects. List criteria used in project selection. 

Chapter 7 and section 7.4.3, page 7-1, Table 7-4: Local Measure 0 funds are not mentioned and these. 
funds at the discretion of the City of Santa Maria, can be spent on bikeway improvements. Regional 
Measure D funds which have already been committed to other projects. In addition, Measure A was 
approved by the voters in 2008. Measure A provides significant local funding in addition to regional 
funding. The local funding, at the discretion of the City of Santa Maria, can be used for bikeway related 
improvements. In fact, a portion of the local Measure A funding is required to be spent on "alternative 
transpor1ation" including bikeway related improvements. Add this to the text and tables in Chapter 7. 

Pg. 7-11. Add National Center for Safe Routes to School Grants 

Pg. 7-12 Add reference to Safe Routes to Schools Program and set aside for bike projects as part of the 
local Measure A allocation. 

Pg. 7-15, Table 7-14. Remove CMAQ from table, as noted on Page 7-8, Santa Barbara is ineligible for 
CMAQ funding as the County attains the national ambient air quality standards. 

Pg. 8-3, Table 8-1, item (i). Intergovernmental coordination, particularly with the SBCAG, County of 
Santa Barbara, and Caitrans, in developing bike routes on the city borders to insure consistency in route 
classification, signage, etc. is critical to the development of a functioning network. This needs additional 
work. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Z:YUf~(l~ • 
Michael Powers 
Deputy Director 
l\Sbcapcd.orglSharesIGroups-SBCAGlRegional ProgramslBikewaylCity of Santa MaMalSBCAG Comments on SM Bikeway Plan Orafl.doc 
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October 21, 2009 

City Planning Department 

Re: Bikeway Plan 

The purpose of this letter is to give support to the expanding bikeway plan by the city 
planners. It was adopted and encouraged by Council members in 1992. 

At that time we (ShieldsiCochiolo Subdivision) supported this along the Santa Maria 
Levee behind our residential development. I now own industrial property next to the 
planned route of the bikeway along Railroad Avenue. I feel that if there is more activity 
.and trusted citizens using this trail my facility will benefit by having that observation 
taking place. 



INTER-AGENCY COORDINATION 

Agency 

Santa Barbara County Association of 
Govemments 

Public Utilities Commission 

Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans) 

County of Santa Barbara 

Agricultural Commissioner's Office 

Santa Barbara County Air Pollution 
Control District 

Santa Barbara County Public Works 
Department 

State Department of Water Resources 

Santa Maria Valley Railroad Company 

Santa Maria Bonita School District 

Permits/Review/Other Approvals 

Route classification, signage safe routes 
to school programs and funding 

Railroad bike crossing review and safety 

Encroachment Permit for bikeways 
located within State right-ot-way, 
hydrology/drainage review, bike path 
alignments 

Environmental/design review for bike 
paths beyond the City's jurisdictional 
boundaries 

Environmental/design review related to 
bike paths adjacent to agricultural fields 

Land use clearance, fugitive dust control, 
and emission mitigations 

Secondary use agreements and Flood 
Control review/approval tor bike paths 
located within Flood Control easements 

Encroachment permit tor any bike paths 
located within Department of Water 
Resources right-of-way 

Review/approval of bike paths located 
within Railroad right-ot-way 

Safe Routes to School programs 

ATTACHMENT D 
INTER-AGENCY COORDINATION 


