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Santa Barbora County Park Co¡nmission
610 Mission CanyonRd
Santa Bartúa, CA 93105

Atte,ntftn:

Sr¡zannc P€rk¡ns
I{mriett Phillþs
fvfarjorie Erickson
Genp Pet€ñen
Franoes Romeoo

Dea¡ ChÊir Rorcro and Commissio¡tc'ts:

ìV'e are pleasod to sr¡bmit this lctter on beh¿lf ofa majority of tbc members oftb Ctoltta
BeachVo*ing GrorÐ.

Afrer some six months ofeducatioru discussion, and debate rega¡díng the issues

conceming thÊ fi¡ture of Goleta Beach Part we seek to clari$ our position on this
impoúaff ¡ssuo.

As nembors ofthc Croþta Bcrch t\íaster Phnning Crroup we base our positbn on tl¡e

foüowing pc,mise:

l. Gokte Beach Part ís an ireplaceable esset to the community d ltge.

2. The community r¡oh¡es this part as a public recreation facilúy tbst b free and

apoessible,

3. The cur¡cd usagc and amenitþs * tt" park best servc the commrmþ's æeds.

To date very liütle recognition ofthe rnah¡e of the pork by the conmunity bas beeri given

in tbe poocss We feol to ignore this value, would be a disserr¡ice to tb€ members of the

communityste rtprecerü.

Our informod opinionthat tbÊ nos rcsporuiblc aptbnthis grorpcan takc isto make
every eftrt to protect a¡d rnaidain thr park üd its inûastructr¡re for ttþ bcreft ofthe
commwrityat hrgc.



In order to achieve protection, we must first conclude thal the problem that exists at

Goleta Beach Park is one of a "sand deficit," allowing erosion of the parkland and

destruction of the public's amenities.

The only reasonable method for managing the problem will be to promote a project that

atltlresses preservation of the shoreline and adding and/or retaining sand on the beach.

-fo provide for this, we can support a project which:

l. Lltilizes engineered buried rock revetments to act as a last line of defense during

heavy winler storms.

2. Continues and expands on beach nourishment and opportunistic ñll efforts.

3. Employs sand retention devices such as, artifìcial headlands, artificial reefs,

groins, so sand added to the beach stays in place while mitigating wave energy.

We havc a general concern regarding the concept of "managed retreat." No infornration
about this concept gives us any level of confidence that it is a viable or appropriate

alternative for the specihc problem at hand. Retreat most certainly does not address the

problem of retaining sand on the beach or maintaining the park. In fact, it sets a

dangerous policy precedent for the County: that the park, its amenities, and facilities are

disposable; especially when we have feasible alternatives that can be implemented to

achieve the community goals. We will support a solution that is designed to halt further
landward erosion and loss ofpublic park.

\ile would also request that the languagc of so called "soft" or "hard" solutions, and the

word "interplay" be taken out of any documentation. These terms have never been

defined and are too ambiguous and charged to be incorporated in a balanced report.

Thgre are Coastal Act policies that allow for preservation of public amenities-rWe ask

that projects be studied that achieve preservation.

rWe remind you of the Santa Barbara County Parks Mission Statement:

':To provide þr the health, inspíratìon and education of the residents and visitors
of Santa Barbara County by preservingthe county's most valued natural and cultural
resources, and by providing opportunitiesfor passive recrealional cxpericnces."

Sincerely,

Kristen Amyx
Goleta Valley Chamber of Commerce



Ed de la Torre
Public at Large

Nancy C¡raham
Friends of Ooleta Beach

Dave Hardy
Beachside Bar & Café

Judy Johnson
Public at Large

Mike lknno
Goleta Water District

TimMahoney
Southern California Gas Company

Harriett Phillips
Park Commisiioner - 2d District

Dan Secord
Çity of Santa Barbara

Kathlcen Werner
Goleta Sanitary Distrist


