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CARPI NTERI A, CALI FORNI A, TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 2003

PROCEEDI NGS BEG N AT 6:38 P. M
CARPI NTERI A SHORELI NE FEASI BI LI TY STUDY BEGQ NS
MR. MLLER  Good evening, |adies and gentlenen. W
want to thank you all for being wwth us tonight for -- to help
us kickoff this inmportant study. The Carpinteria Shoreline

Feasibility Study is one of the big study itens on the Corps of
Engi neers programthis year.

My name is Jared MIler. 1'ma retired Corps planner
and presently do a little consulting work for the Corps of
Engi neers’ Los Angeles District. It’s ny job tonight to try to
facilitate this nmeeting, to keep it going -— to hel p you fol ks
get your input and to nake sure that these guys are given the
opportunity to make their full presentations so that we're
under st andi ng each ot her.

The proceedi ngs toni ght are being transcribed by Ms.
Lutz. Just a quick reminder. Please, when you get up, use the
m crophone -- because she’s also recording this -- please
i dentify yourself clearly and al so who you're with and t hat
Wi ll help us get the transcript together so it wll be nore
useful to us.

And finally, please allow the people who are speaking
to finish their presentations. W’'Il|l entertain all your
guestions and |listen to all your comments at the end of this

thing for as long as we have to be here. So we get through the
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presentation then we will get to the significant or nore
inportant part of this thing, the public input session when you
fol ks | et us know what you need or what you think we should be
doi ng.

The Carpinteria Feasibility Study is being conducted
in cooperation with the Cty of Carpinteria, our non-federal
pl anni ng partner. The two principal players here tonight are
Al ex Banti que, the Corps study manager; and Matt Roberts, who
is the director of parks and recreation for the Cty of
Carpinteria. Now, I'mgoing to let -- hope that Mark -- Matt
wi || get up and give you a few comments. Matt, could you
cont i nue.

MR. ROBERTS: (Speaks off the m crophone)

Apparently | don't have a | oud enough voi ce.

Anyway, | have managed the Carpinteria city beach
since 1983 for better or worse. And part of that nanagenent
has been energency stormresponse, and |I’ve witnessed -- even
before that 1’ve witnessed sone very severe stornms. As a
child, I witnessed the 1969 winter which was a flood year. In
fact, our beach was covered with debris that washed fromthe
creeks wat er sheds.

It was 1983 that | was the first -- my first exposure
to the energency response. And since then I think we' ve had

1985 and 1987. |I’msure 1995 was a bad year. 1997 was the El




IINNno. | think in year 2001 and even | ast year 2002, we had
2lextrene erosion events. And the inventory of sand on our beach
3lis becomng less and less -- just ny personal observations. |
41t hi nk that the opportunity we have today with the partnership
5wmith the Arny Corps of Engineers is probably uni que and
6jprofound in that we can now using the Federal expertise

7leval uate alternatives which mght turn the beach back toward a
8lbeach that has accretion where the sand begins to build as
9lopposed to erode.

10 And that has trenmendous anount of benefit for the
Iljcommunity at large. Not only is the beach a very inportant
12recreational resource but it also provides a |ot of protection
13ffrom our shoreline. Qur state beach will enjoy better
l4protection froma w der beach. Qur residential front -- which

I5pbrings a lot of tourism a |lot of econony, a lot of value to

l6the community -- will be protected.
17 So that’'s why the City is extrenely interested in
18|goi ng through this process. It’s only with the federal

19participation and follow ng the federal procedures that we can
20jattract federal dollars to build a project should we decide
21t hat a project should be built. And it’s your participation
22which will hel p shape the course that we're going to take on
23t his study which I think is predicted to take about thirty

24jmonths. So even as -- even the evaluation, what they call the
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feasibility portion of the study, is a very thorough and very

lengthy, | think, a very lengthy process. But it could lead to
a different future than the one which is the no action future,
which as |, | believe will be an erosion of our beach back to
where the structures are threatened, where we |ose a | ot of
canp sites on our state beach, a different picture. And I’'d
like to think of a future where the beach is wi de, we have a
veget ated dune |ine, we have habitat in that dune |ine, perhaps
we have better offshore environnent as well. So | think that’s
why the City's so interested. Thank you.

MR. RISKO Good evening. M nane is Tony Risko.
I"’mwith the U S. Arny Corps of Engineers, Los Angel es
District. And I'’mthe chief of coastal planning with the
district. 1'd like to go ahead and introduce the teamthat we
have assenbled within the Corps of Engineers tonight to work on
t he Carpinteria study.

First off let me introduce Rob Blasberg. He is a
seni or coastal planner in ny group, and he'll provide the
general guidance for the study. W have Jane Grandon sitting
in the back there. She is one of our coastal engineers that
wi || be assisting us on the technical side of, of the house.
Kirk Brus, our environnental nmanager on the study. Joe Lanb,
our econom st on the study and Greg Fuderer. He is our public

affairs officer, and he’ll be directly involved in the study
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froma public relations perspective.

Let nme just say that we under the problemthat is
going on here in Carpinteria. W are looking at -- we wll be
| ooki ng at several solutions -- alternatives to see what we can
do regarding the potential for inplenenting a project, to solve
t he problemthat you fol ks are having. W have sone case
studi es and projects that are currently underway or about ready
to get underway that we’ll utilized to assist us in our
techni cal analysis for the Carpinteria area. And so we’'re not,
we're not coming into this study with limted know edge, and |
think that's what the Corps of Engineers will really introduce
into this whole study effort.

What |'d like to do is turn this, turn this
presentation back over to Jared and then we' Il have our study
manager Al ex Bantique tal k about the technical aspects of, of
this upcoming feasibility study. Thank you

MR MLLER The Carpinteria Feasibility Study is a
spi nof f of a 1997 Ventura-Santa Barbara Counties shoreline
study. It basically was conducted to -- to determne if there
was a federal interest in solving the problens al ong those
county’ s shorelines. That study pointed to Carpinteria. There
wer e problenms to be solved here, and now we’ve noved onto the
next phase, this feasibility stage.

Let ne tell you where you are. Carpinteria s |ocated
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in Santa Barbara County just above the border with Ventura
County. We're about twelve mles from Santa Barbara and
fifteen mles fromVentura. Los Angeles is about 80 mles down
the coast. Carpinteria has two point five square mles and a
1,500 -- or alittle nore than 1,500 in population. That’'s

15, 000, excuse ne. It grew so fast. | -- excuse ne.
Carpinteria is home to a very popular surfing area, Rincon
Point, and well used swi nm ng beaches, sone 4,000 feet of them
under both county and city jurisdiction. They have nore than
80, 000 annual visitors, to the beaches and the other
facilities.

Tonight, this is our agenda: 1'Il briefly take you

t hrough the first five itens. Then Alex Bantique will talk to
you about the study. And finally we’ll get to any comments or
guestions you people may have.

The Corps of Engineers has a multiple mssion. W
have a G vil Wrks Program a MIlitary Construction Program
and Support and Work for Others. Cvil Wrks, briefly, is
pl anni ng, desi gning, building, and operating water resources
projects for navigation, flood control, environnental
protection — and we al so do natural response.

The Mlitary Construction Programincluded designing
and managi ng the construction of mlitary facilities for the

Army and the Air Force — we sonetinmes work for other branches
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of the service. Support and Work for Qther Programs include
provi di ng design and construction managenent for the other

def ense agenci es and sonetines interagency and international
clients.

The Coastal Studies G oup, which Tony heads up and
all the -- the folks up in the front here, at |least, work for,
f ocuses on coastal resources problens including safe navigation
access to Southern California ports and harbors and the
restoration of ports, coastal |agoon and estuary ecosystens
restoration and coastal storm damage reduction. W are here
toni ght to kick off a study which hopefully will provide storm
damage protection to the Carpinteria shoreline.

Let’s take a | ook at how a Corps of Engi neers project
is devel oped. The six step process is initiated when citizens
recogni ze that they have a coastal resources problemthat they
cannot solve. Federal assistance fromthe Corps of ENngi neers
I s requested through a congressional representative. The
representative requests a planning study, authorization by the
Congress, or a congressional public works commttee.

The third step is initiated when -- whoops -- the
third step is when the Corps of Engineers gets together and --
studi es the problem and prepares a report on it. A draft
report presenting the study findings and the District

Engi neer’s reconmendation will be prepared and rel eased for
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public review to include a study ending final public neeting.

After the public neeting, all pertinent review
comments -- concerns and comrents — will be considered and
revisions, if necessary, will be nade to the report. The final
feasibility report, including the Los Angeles District

Engi neer’s recommendation, wll be forwarded to the South
Pacific Division Ofice in San Francisco. The Division
Engineer will review the report and issue a public notice with
his recommendati on and forward the report to Washi ngton.

The next step is Washington |level review Usually a
si x-nmonth process, which is -- and when it is conpleted, the
report is transmtted to Congress for authorization. 1In the
meantinme, we continue at the district level with the project’s
pl ans and specifications. Wen the Congress authorizes the
project in a Water Resources Devel opnent Act, we proceed to
construction.

This slide will show you the various stages of the
Cor ps planning process. It shows you that the early
reconnai ssance study is paid for 50% 50% by the Corps of
Engi neers and the -- non-federal sponsor, in this case, the
City of Carpinteria. The Cty of Carpinteria is also totally
responsi ble for the project when it is constructed and
operating. The feasibility study is cost shared 50% 50% And

t he, the construction and inplenentati on phases are cost shared
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65% Federal and 35% non-federal.

Fromstart to finish, the Corps planning process

t akes approxi mately seven to ten years. These are the rough --
a rough tine schedule for all of them-- all of those phases.

This next slide is an interesting slide that was
borrowed froma Chief of Engineers presentation. For every one
hundred pl anni ng studies the Corps of Engineers initiates, only
ei ghteen get built. That neans that 84% don’t nake it.

MR. ROBERTS: (Speaking off mcrophone) | think it
woul d i nportant to note that (inaudible)

MR. MLLER Conpleted the, the R ncon Study?

MR. ROBERTS: (Speaking off m crophone) (Inaudible)
65% of the projects (inaudible)

MR. MLLER These are the criteria used by the Corps
of Engineers to determne the viability of a project. It nust
be technically feasible. It nust be effective in neeting
pl anni ng obj ectives and, and doing -- to do the job that it is
set up to do. The environnental inpacts and environnent al
acceptability nust ne ascertai ned and adverse effects would
be -- should be — avoided if at all possible.

Econom c justification, in accordance with current
gui del i nes and policies, nust at a mnimumequal the costs of a
project. Ildeally, benefits will clearly outweigh costs. The

alternative with the greatest net benefits is selected as the
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nati onal econom c devel opnent plan, and is generally sel ected
as the recommended pl an.

And, of course, the fifth itemis non-federal -- a
non-f ederal sponsor. W have one of those in this study, and
we must -- our project nmust be acceptable to themand to the
general public. And a very inportant -- go ahead.

MR RISKO An inportant note to be made is that the

derived fromthat project. |If we were to experience sonething

to reiterate -- we will look at nultiple alternatives and, and

t he hope is that there should be sufficient benefits that

can i npl enent.

our -- of our environmental activities. [It’s an environnental
scopi ng neeting which is called for under the National
Envi ronnmental Policy Act.

Any proposed project must conply with the Nati onal
Envi ronmental Policy Act. Tonight’s neeting fulfills, as |
sai d before, the beginning of scoping the environnental
requi renents, and allows us to get your input -- start getting
your input early in the study process.

A great deal of public involvenent is required under

cost of a proposed project cannot -- cannot exceed the benefits

like that, then obviously we won't have a project. But -- just

out wei gh the cost of a project and we’' || have sonething that we

MR. MLLER Tonight’s neeting is also a kick off for

10,
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11
NEPA. Qur feasibility study will include the preparation of an
envi ronnent al inpact statenent that satisfies NEPA
requirenents. | want to point three things here. The third,
envi ronnment al scopi ng, which we’re begi nning tonight, that goes
on t hroughout the study through -- throughout the preparation
of the environnental inpact statenent.

O her key points are, in yellow, after the draft EI S
and draft feasibility report are conpleted, there’'s a 45-day
period for comments. They are nade available to fol ks for
review and we do want as nmany comrents as we can get. The
ot her coment period of 30 days at the end of the process is on
the final EIS and the final feasibility report.

Nunber nine — the record of decision. That’'s the,
that’s the final word. That’s the docunent that sunms up the
envi ronnmental inpacts and the environnmental course of action on
this study. Now, I'mgoing to let Alex talk to you about the
feasibility study and how it worKks.

MR, BANTI QUE: Good evening, |adies and gentl enen.

My nanme is Al ex Bantique, and |I’m going to be tal ki ng about the
feasibility study. |I'mgoing to be starting with the study

obj ectives. The objectives of this, this bill study will to be
provi de a storm danage protection to public and private
properties, reduce the annual erosion rate, inprove the

m grational opportunities, and to develop environnental |y
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sensitive solutions.

In 1997, the Corps of Engi neers conpleted the
reconnai ssance space along the shoreline of Santa Barbara and
Vent ura Counties to access the federal in the undertaking the
shoreline protection projects. It was concluded that the
Carpinteria study area was the only stretch of the shoreline
Wi th Federal interest to proceed to the feasibility study.
Unfortunately, at that time there were insufficient financial
resources to undertake the recommended feasibility study.

In 2003, Carpinteria Shoreline Reconnai ssance Study,
t he Corps of Engi neers updated the econom c anal yses of the --
of this report and verified federal interest in a possible
of fshore feasibility study. 1In June 2003, after securing
sufficient financial resources, the Corps of Engi neers and the
City of Carpinteria executed an agreenent for a feasibility
study. The study area is between Ash Avenue and Li nden Avenue
(i ndi cates on map).

The state beach borders the southern Iimt of the

revet ment borders the northern limt of the beach. There's
approximately 13 structures within the ridge that are directly
ef fected by shoreline erosion and wave attacks. The structures
behi nd the pronpting properties may be affected by coastal

fl oodi ng during storm events.

region -- the Carpinteria Salt Marsh and the private protective

12
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13
On our reconnai ssance report we identified four
potential, potential problens along the Carpinteria shoreline,
whi ch is storm danage due to ocean -- coastal flooding and
recreational visitation. During the winter season, there is a
substantial |oss of sand protecting the structures, exposing

t hem to possi ble wave attacks and coastal fl ooding.

Five potential solutions were -- identified during
t he reconnai ssance study -- two beachfills, tw offshore
artificial reefs, a seawall, and a conbination of these
potential solutions. These potential solutions are yet to be

identified during the feasibility phase. These pictures wll
give you an idea how a beach fill |ooks Iike after we place a
conpati bl e sands within your shore. This picture is the
before, which is the top right there. And the after is the one
at the bottom And this project is |located in Seal Beach,
which is in sumer, surf's up

MR. RISKO This photo was taken al nost i medi ately
after the project was conpleted. Basically, what the Corps of
Engi neers does is once every five years we cone in and we pl ace
approximately 2 mllion cubic yards of material on the Surf-
Ssi de beaches. This area has an accel erator erosion rate so at
year two after the project is conpleted, you Il see quite a bit
of cut back on the beach and at year five the beach m ght | ook

| i ke this before photo.
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14
UNI DENTI FI ED AUDI ENCE MEMBER: What's that over
t here?
MR. RISKO That’'s Anahei mBay. There's two jetties

that jet out at Anahei mBay, and that’s where -- that’s the

home of the Naval -- U S. Naval Wapons Station, Seal Beach.
MR. BANTI QUE: Anot her potential solution is an
of fshore artificial reef. The concept would be to construct a

subnerged structure offshore to danpen the wave energy and to
build up the beach behind it. This picture was taken in the
Doni ni can Republ i c.

Anot her potential solution is a seawall. A seawall
coul d be placed effectively to address storm danage concerns to
stabilize the shore or nmaybe | ooki ng at conbi nations of these
alternatives. This seawall is located in Carl shad.

Phase one is the study that determ nes the existing
and wi thout project future conditions and includes prelimnary
screening of the alternative plans. Phase two includes
det ai | ed eval uation of several alternative plans and sel ection
of the recommended job. The study cost is $2.2 mllion and
this is a 50% 50% cost shared Corps of Engineers and the Gty
of Carpinteria. And the Carpinteria cash requirement is about
$840, 000.

MR. ROBERTS: The Cty of Carpinteria is depending

upon assi stance -- financial assistance, cash assistance from
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the State of California, and apparently the state has given the
city a $280,000 grant. In this current state fiscal year --
actually, sone of that cane froma previous fiscal year, but
we’ ve gotten $280,000 so far.

Under a new program where the state actually does
have a beach erosion programand that’s new. That's only a
couple years the state’s offered that to |local jurisdictions
and that is why to a large extent you don't see a |lot of Arny
Corps projects on the west coast. East coast states have
traditionally provided | ocal matches or non-federal matches to
their local jurisdictions. The State of California wasn't and
consequently it wasn't allowed a federal shoreline where -- you
can correct ne if I’"mwong -- but | believe that’'s why we
haven’t seen this kind of project too frequently in California.

So that's a startling nunber of the City's budget,
and the only way we're able to afford it is through state help.
Most of the noney that the state is using for this program
statew de believe it or not is comng fromthe Departnent of
Boati ng and Waterways. They take noney that comes really from
gas sales -- | don’t know what the nexus is, but they find
one -- gas sales that go into boats, that would be the highway
taxes that aren’t burnt on the highways, and drive it into
beach erosion and boating infrastructure. That’'s an inportant

poi nt .
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MR. BANTIQUE: That’'s the end of ny presentation, and
Jared will take over the public involvenent session. Thank
you.
MR MLLER During the course of the study, a w de
vari ety of public involvenent efforts and citizen participation
activities to get the public involved and keep the | ocal,
affected citizenry interested and keep them aware of this
study. The Corps of Engi neers, Los Angel es
District has a website. You see it marked up there. There's a
| ot of good information in there. Anobng that infornmation, once
we get started here, will be summary progress sunmaries on the
st udy.

We're going to keep close touch with folks in
Carpinteria during the study, and we’'re also going to keep in
cl ose touch through the variety of activities that | nentioned,
with interested individuals and organi zati ons and agenci es t hat
may want to be involved. 1In short, the Corps of Engineers
fol ks who are conducting the study will be available to neet
wWith interested fol ks such as you, to answer your questions
and keep you up to date.

You net these two guys tonight -- oh, I'msorry --
rearranged the slides. W’re going to turn this thing over to
you in a very few mnutes. Has anybody indicated that they

want ed to nake -- nobody has indicated that they wanted to say
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anyt hi ng? Each of you, we hope, that we -- it’ll be just a
m nute. W hope that you do speak, since you ve gone through
all this information and heard the various presentations --

t hat you m ght have sonmething you mght like to say, or a

guestion for clarification.

we woul d appreciate it if you would do. Wait until you're
recognized. | don’t think we’'re going to have a riot here
tonight. Identify yourselves and your affiliation and try to

keep to neeting topics. W -- we’'re not averse to talking

what ever you want. And pl ease renenber that Ms. Lutz over
t here, needs you, no natter how nmany tines you nmay speak, to
i ntroduce yourself.

W' re going to leave this slide up. These are the

two guys that are the principal players in this study for the

that dowmn. It will be up for awhile while we are doing the
public session. Both of themw || be available to you, and
they’re -- | think they' re both responsible for dealing with
your concerns and getting information fromthemas well as
anybody el se on the team But this is -- Alex is the principal
for the Corps of Engineer, and Matt is the go to guy for

Car pi nteri a.

As you look at this slide, these are sone things that

about other things, but we're here to tal k about that study and

City of Carpinteria and for the Corps of Engineer. You can jot

17
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Now, are there -- is there anybody who wants to nake
a comment, ask a question? Yes, sir. Could --
MR. BROOKS: Yes. M nane’s Andrew Brooks. |’'mthe
director of the Carpinteria Salt Marsh reserve, which nakes up
about 45% of the Carpinteria Salt Marsh. First, I'd like to
say that all the options that |I’'ve seen here | think there’'s a
variety. One that was initially mentioned in a list that |
didn't see actually pop up in your feasibility study was the
use of groins. | would have concern about the place of a groin
sonmewher e between Ash and Linden to accumnul ate sand on the
backside if that sand were to accunulate to a point where it
woul d actually cross over the nouth -- the entrance to the
Carpinteria Salt Marsh

One of the biggest environnental problens that we
have in the Salt Marsh is the accunul ation of sand as it cones
down the coast line. It actually eddies into the nouth of the
Salt Marsh. W have quite a bit not accunulated. It’s
af fecting the subtitle habitat to sone extent. W have severa
federally |Iisted endangered species within the marsh. They
i nclude light footed cl appers; a species of plant, the Salt
Marsh bird' s beak; two species of fish that are actually
managed by the Pacific Coast Fishery’ s Managenment Council. So
we have several species of federal and also state concern that

we have to worry about being affected by any plan that’s going




8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

19
to accumul at e sand.
On the other hand, we have |lots of sand inside the
Carpinteria Salt Marsh that you would love to get rid of. So
one of the ideas you were tal king about was beach
repl eni shnent. |If you' re | ooking for a source of sand, we’ ve
got one. The sand is nmainly sand that's just, as |’'ve said
before, come down the coast and made its way into the nouth
It should be fairly clean, and it may actually offer you an
addi ti onal benefit because, as nentioned, one of the Corps’
objectives is habitat wetland restoration. This would qualify
as wetl|and restoration.

In addition, any econom c inprovenents to the narsh,
because of these commercially inportant fish species, can
per haps be counted as an econom c gain as part of the project.
It mght help you neet your burden of benefits exceedi ng costs.

So I'’mavailable at any tinme to staff or anyone el se.
Matt has ny contact information, and I'Il nake sure | get a
card to Alex too before we | eave. Thanks.

MR. MLLER Is there anyone el se who wants to make a
comment ? These guys are here to assist you. Wth that being
t he case, do any of you have sonething you' d |like to say?
MR RISKO Actually this is kind of odd. Typically,
we're here to answer questions, but I’'mgoing to ask a

guestion. You nentioned that there’s a quite a bit of sand
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that’s building up in the nouth of the Salt Marsh and t hat
there’s an opportunity for us to potentially mne the sedi nents
should we go forth with the beach nourishnent and the field
project. The question | have is, is that pretty nuch it or are
there potential opportunities within the marsh where we could

| ook at getting in there and doing sone, sone additional

reconfiguration of the marsh land for -- or do we want to get
into that?

MR. BROOKES: Matt can probably fill you in on sone
of this. There is currently underway an environmental i npact

statenent that has been prepared. The County of Santa Barbara
Fl ood Control District is in process of obtaining the necessary
permits to renove a | ot of accunul ated sedinment fromthe two
creeks that enter into the marsh on the eastern side, Franklin
and Santa Mnica Creeks. And as part of that, they're going to
al so renove accunul ated sedinents fromthe point to the west
where those two creeks join up and flare out the nouth, and the
mouth is going to be slightly realigned to neet county flood
control objectives. So that operation is continuing, and we’l
| ose sone accunul ated sedi nents fromthose activities.

The sand I'mthat I'"mreferring to actually doesn’'t
appear on your map. |It’s just off the left-hand edge. And
this is the channel that runs up the main branch through the

section of Carpinteria Salt Marsh that you don’t have on your
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phot ograph. And that sand that’s not slated to be renoved by
the flood control operations, it’'s sand that has been buil ding
up over the last 15 or 20 years, and that’s mainly the sand

t hat accunul ated fromlong shore drift -- |ongshore transport
of sand down the coast.

So | think in conjunction with these flood control
activities, there's, there's opportunities to provide the beac
Wi th nice clean sand and al so achi eve sone restoration
objectives as well. But | wouldn't want to sort of reconfigur
any channels in there.

MR. MLLER  Anybody el se? Yes, nma’ am

M5. ADAMS- MORDEN: | don’t really have a specific
guesti on.

So you guys haven’'t infornmed us yet so these are a
bunch of questions that we have. [|’ma nenber from-- a

representative fromthe Carpinteria Salt Marsh friends.
Anyway, we want to know - -

MR. MLLER And your nane?

MS. ADAMS- MORDEN:  Andrea Adans- Mor den.

kay. We're curious about knowi ng where you're, you
know, where you're going to get the sand and how you’ re goi ng
to remove it. Are you going to deal with nmound near the nouth

That’ s what Andy’s tal king about. Well, he was tal ki ng about

21
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sonme ot her stuff. Maybe the nmound too? That's left over from
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anot her dredging situation. How s the sand going to be

di sbursed? W heard that it was going to be at Ash Avenue?

MR. ROBERTS: Maybe | can say a little, or maybe a
| ot .

There -- the City engages in several different
projects. This is one of themand if you saw the aerial shot

t hat showed the study reach | believe, that’s inportant to know
because we’'re tal king about the Carpinteria Cty Beach, which
is that 15, 000-foot section between Ash and Li nden.

Recently in this chanber at the planning comi ssion
| evel , which Penny Bl oodhart here -- she’s one of the City’'s
pl anni ng conmi ssioners -- she heard a proposal to get a coastal
devel opnment permit for BEACON which is the regional consortium
of Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties wth sone cities in there
as well, and that was called the “Cpportunistic Beach Fil
Program”

In that program it’'s a program where there would be
standi ng permt and should sonme beach quality sedi nent becone
avai |l able -- we have not identified any sedi nent yet -- but
shoul d some becone avail able and should it be close to the
Carpinteria City Beach, a person who owns that sedi nent m ght
propose to put it on our beach. And BEACON woul d then have a
permt fromnot only the Gty of Carpinteria but fromthe

coastal comm ssion allowing themto place it because often,
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when you get good quality beach sedi ment and you want to put it
on the beach, the permtting process is so lengthy that you
don’t have time to wait.

So you're -- let’s say you' re dredging a channel in

t he Ventura River and you’ve got some wonderful sand to get rid
of, but by the tinme you get a permt to put it on the beach
you’ ve | ost your construction wi ndow because it’s going to rain
and you got to get out of the riverbed. Those kind of things.
That’ s probably a bad exanple. But the point being is so we're
doi ng an opportunistic beach fill programand this the Arny
Corps of Engineers’ feasibility study for shoreline protection,

which is a different project.

The third thing the City does of course for shoreline
protection is that wnter protection bermthat the kids |ove.

M5. ADAMS- MORDEN:  It’s fun to stand on it.

Vell, we -- | nean, the stuff that has been witten
in the paper so far, | nean, it said it was going to cone out
of Franklin and Santa Monica Creeks. That’'s what it appeared
to be inplying, and the county flood district has dredges
out -- | don’t know if they do both of them but they do
Franklin every year. And so we were wondering they're going to

come dredge it out all at once and then take the trucks down
Ash and dunp it all at one time. You know, what -- you know,
how it’s going to be done?
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j ust going to put, put it out where the bermnormally is and
let the tides take it out again? You know --

MR RISKO Right. Right. That -- that’ll be part
of the engineering analysis. Let ne, let nme give you an
exanpl e scenario -- don’t, don’'t fix nme on this scenario
because they' re all sorts of different scenarios we can be
wor king on. W need to do the engineering analysis to run al
t his down.

We coul d potentially recormend, you know, a project
that comes in and puts sufficient anobunt of sand on the beach
to provide protection to the structures along that stretch of
shoreline for a 50 year period, okay. What width a beach wll
need to be? W won’t know until we actually run our engineerin

and econoni c anal ysi s.

MR. ROBERTS: Yeah, that's a different project. It’s

not a part of this study.

MR. ADAMS- MORDEN:  So this -- so they -- you don't
even know where you're going to get it fromyet?

MR. RISKO Tony Risko. That'Il be part of the study
effort wwll be to identify potential sources of sand should we
opt for a beach fill contract.

M5. ADAMS- MORDEN:  Okay. You know, and what size th
| oads woul d be? How often they would be dunped? Where they'r
going to get dunped? On the beach service -- surface? Are yo

24
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VWhat will be the frequency of renourishnment? There
is a possibility that the Corps of Engineers would reconmmend a
beachfill project that would cone in once every five, once
every seven, or once every ten years and renourish that beach
to maintain that beach width -- for shoreline protection and to
protect those structures. So those are all the things that
we're going to get into the nitty -- nitty gritty details once
we start the technical analysis part of the study.
M5. ADAMS- MORDEN:  And so you're just going to dunp

it on all the guys that are living off the edge there.

MR. ROBERTS: WMatt Roberts with the --

M5. ADAMS- MORDEN: | mean, you know, there’ s guys
living right there and so you're going to dunp all this tons of
sands on the -- the animals that live right there. That’'s what
you’ re repl eni shing.

MR ROBERTS: Well | -- there's a --

MS. ADAMS- MORDEN:  And it’'ll kill ‘“emoff if you dunp

it all at the sane tine.

MR. ROBERTS: There’'s a variety of ways you can nove
sand and a lot of -- | know being -- participating with BEACON
since the day they started and | ooking at the different variety
of solutions that they’ ve proposed to raise beaches and | ooked
at projects el sewhere in the country, often sand can be brought

fromsea. They have these boats that are called hopper barges.
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And, in fact, | believe that Goleta Beach is going to be doing
this very thing as a denonstration project in the spring tine.

| don’t know if the schedule slipped on that or not yet, but

site, meaning a site that has beach quality sedi ment which has
sufficient grain size. |It’s coarse enough to be good beach
sand, offshore. They found this site, and they’ ve done an
environmental analysis, determned this is a good source of
sand. It’s in about 60 feet of water.

So they can literally take a big boat out, dredge it
up, fill their hopper barge in this boat, and the boat’s
literally split open. So the boat’s able to cone very nuch
into the near shore where the surf --

MS. ADAMS- MORDEN:  And kill all the guys out there.

MR, ROBERTS:. -- interacts with the sand. They --

t hey’ ve managed to get their environnmental clearance to do
this, and | can’t speak specifically about if there's
environnental harmin this not. | don’t think they identified
any. But the point is, is that there's a way to introduce a

| ot of sand into the -- onto the beach w thout using a truck.

V5. ADAMS- MORDEN:  Maybe it’s better to use a truck.

MR. ROBERTS: Also, you notice regularly up in Santa
Barbara -- and they use hopper barges in Ventura Harbor. |

t hi nk the Corps uses that for Channel I|slands Harbor. And the

t hey propose to dredge up sand that they -- they found a borrow

26
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t he pipeline, which is you see that in Santa Barbara every

year .

V5. ADAMS- MORDEN:  But, Matt, maybe there' s |ess
damage done if you just take that one truck and dunp it on
there and wait a couple of days and then dunp anot her one on
there. Maybe -- you know, maybe that’s better

MR. ROBERTS: Bringing it in -- and | think that’s
what the study will consider, certainly.

V5. ADAMS- MORDEN:  Anot her thing, we have really nice
sand at our beach and if you start draggi ng sand from sonewhere
else, it’s going to be different sand. If you take it fromthe
| ocal sources, it’s going to be the sane sand.

MR. ROBERTS: | would only add to that, that when
they identify a sand source, the characteristics of that sand
wi | | be weighed very heavily as to its conpatibility not only
in grain size but in color and other things with the Cty
Beach. That’'s -- that’s definitely part of beach sciences,
when you do nutrition, you d match your existing material as
much as possible. |In fact, you may even have i ndi genous
mat erial, as Andy pointed out, they have an inventory --

V5. ADAMS- MORDEN: | mean, they --

MR. ROBERTS: -- of sand and -- that woul d be our
sand.

MR. ADAMS- MORDEN: | nean, the county has to dredge




1lit out. So that’s sand that --

3 Beach is going to be using is West Beach sand, which is in

4it heir harbor. Well, boy, that sand that belongs here in
5/Carpinteria. That’s been inpounded by the artificial harbor,
o6which is our bel oved Santa Barbara Harbor. So that would have
7! believe without actually doing a core sanple or test or sift
8lanal ysis any of that, | believe that would have 100%

9conpatibility because that was destined to cone this way

I0janyway. |It’s native material. | think in Seal Beach they wen
I1finto the desert because it was a nice —, and | guess they
12ffound conpatibility with that, I don’t know. But | think we

13woul d | ook at the cheapest sources which woul d be the npst

14|l ocal sources first.

15 M5. ADAMS- MORDEN:  The mar sh.

16 MR. ROBERTS: Yes. Thank you.

17 MR. M LLER Does anybody el se have anything to say?
18|l apol ogize for that. | don’t know what that is. That’s not
19the ring I get on that phone. | thought it was off — | think
20 sonebody’s |l ooking for me. Tony. OCh, I'msorry. Yes, na’am
21 M5. BLOODHART: Hi. |’'m Penny Bloodhart. |’ mjust

22|cane down to give ny support tonight. W did have an extensiv
23 |pl anni ng comm ssi on neeting here on the BEACON Beach

24 Repl eni shnrent EIR.  Sone of ny concerns were just sone of your

2 MR. ROBERTS:. For exanple, another source that Coleta

28
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about dunping a | arge anount sand from other areas. M -- one
of ny main ones was the way in which it was going to be noved.
As Matt said, the truck carry only, what, about 15 cubic yards?

MR. ROBERTS: This is Matthew Roberts. They -- their
regulated | think to 25 tons, and |I’'d guestinate it’s going to
be 20 cubic yards.

M5. BLOODHART: Right. And we spend a lot of tine
figuring out how many mnutes apart it would be for these
trucks to go through town and down Sandyl and to dunp a bull doze
or two, distribute the sand al ong the beach for the wave
action. So there’s a little -- sone of ny concern too is the
effectiveness of this. | was just watching the coverage from
Hurricane |Isabel. W were talking about a rmulti-mllion dollar
beach plan that’s pretty nuch been wi ped out. | guess you guys
probably know that better than | do.

But I was al so commenting that a few years ago in
Col eta during one of the EI Nino storns that a massive anount
of sand was dunped on CGol eta Beach and in soil apparently
fines. But that it’s pretty nmuch gone now. And | mean
certainly appreciate efforts to save our beach here, but there
are concerns and |'mcertain you guys know all of them

But the City, you know, we have been having the
heari ngs on the BEACON project, which involves nmuch | ess sand

deposits so. Anyway, | just wanted to coment on that. But
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for this reappearing.

MR. ROBERTS: Matt Roberts for the Cty of
Carpinteri a.

| think one the, one of the characteristics of the
Carpinteria beach that's a very good characteristic is that

that’s sonmething we’re encouraging the Arny Corps to take due

consideration of that it nay be by the inportation of

a foundation that would be nore resistant to the seasonal
erosi on and have a longer life, a |longer residency on the
beach.

The coarser sedinents |last |onger. And the sand

there. | can see -- | can find pictures of nyself when | was
four years old standing on a cobble-strewn beach in the w nter

time. That, again, is just a coarser sedinent. It stays on

zone, and the sand mgrates in and out like it’s supposed to.
You know, a perfectly functional beach is what |’ve been told
is that sand is supposed to erode and nove off shore and form

sandbars which trip |l arger wave farther off shore. And that’'s

everybody, if you' re interested, keep your, keep your eyes open

cobbl e sub-straight that exposes itself in the winter tine, and

addi ti onal sub-straight material, that cobble, that that can be

veneer, which is the exact structure that we’ve al ways had down

t he beach during a higher energy environnment like a winter surf

a perfect wnter scenario. And in the spring the general waves

30,
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m grate the sand back onto the beach.
And so if we can build that -- and I have w tnessed
during sone of the severe winter storns not only what we all
see the sand eroding, but |1’ve also seen, and |’ ve never seen
it anytime worse than that el even-day EIl N no event that we
had, where the southeasterly swells and currents swept a
t remendous anount of that cobble away. And that softball and
| arger sized cobble that got rinsed up coast -- in fact, you
can |l ook up at Sand Point, which is at the nouth of the narsh,
and you can see that artificial riprap wall absolutely covered
Wi th cobble. The ocean picked it up and just covered that.
And then the next day all of it was mssing fromthere.

So that sedi ment does nove around in extrene
conditions but tends to have a better residency in the average
hi gh-energy winter years. Anyway, that’'s one of the

di ff erences between Col eta Beach, which is nothing but a sand

spit. It was a parking lot and a park built on a absol ute,
hundred percent sand spit. |It’s much nore fragile than the
City beach.

MR. MLLER  Anybody el se?

V5. ADAMS- MORDEN:  Ckay. We got the condition with

the revetnment right there, and they al ways say revetnents erod
t he beach. So, | nean, putting the sand there is just -- is -

| mean, is it going -- | nmean, if it’'s at Ash Avenue, that’'s
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were you're going -- that would be the start of where you'd
replenish. |Is that right? So the revetnment would --

MR. RISKO Yeah, that is a -- Tony Risko. That is a
possibility that, that, when we | ook at the beachfill
alternative that will determne that -- the renourishnent
frequency woul d be such that it would actually result in a cost
t hat woul d exceed the benefits. And that would then nmean that,
you know, that would not be an alternative that we woul d want
to recoomend. That is a possibility that, that we nmay see when
we do our -- when we go through the engineering anal ysis as
part of this study effort. So --

M5. ADAMS- MORDEN: Has there been a place that’s |ike
t hat where there’s a revetnent you know, above it and where you
just really fill in heavy where the revetnent is and that
protects the | ower stuff?

MR. RISKO Sonme -- well, we got sonething simlar
down in Inperial Beach, only it’s -- and that’s, the answer is,
yes, there is sonmething like that. At Inperial Beach we have a
situati on where on the south side of Inperial Beach there is
about 2,000 feet of revetnent. On the north side of Inperia
beach, which is another 2,000 feet approximately -- it’s al
sandy beach with sone seawal | s pl aced here and there.

And the Corps of Engineers just recently conpleted a

study in which we recomended going forth with a beachfil
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project. Based upon the assessnents that we’'re doing, however,
was that we would actually put sand in front of that revetnent
so that revetnent would not really contribute to any erosive
probl ens on the north side of Inperial Beach. So we do have a
sim | ar case.

| nperial beach is a little bit different. W’I| need
to take a | ook at whether or not, as we go forth with a
possi bl e beach fill alternative, on where we, we should
actually start. W’re not saying that we’'re going to start at
Ash Avenue — but we’'re saying that that is the reach we want to
protect. Theoretically, we may want to go further, further
west and put material there. As long as we ensure that there
aren’t any inpacts to the Salt Marsh, you know, with any return
flow. As long as, as long as we don’t have any significant

envi ronnent al i npacts.

M5. ADAMS- MORDEN: Wl I, we have a reef out there
too. | nean --

MR RISKO That -- that’s sonething that we wl|
consi der, as far as our environnmental assessnent i s concerned,
is that if we were to place material in a vicinity where we
believe that material will mgrate back to the offshore reef,
we will determ ne whether or not that would have significant
i npact to the reef. So we are sensitive to the --

M5. ADAMS- MORDEN: Wl |, where would you be -- if
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llyou’'re going to do an artificial reef, where would you be
2putting it? Inside of where the reef our out, out? Wat was
3t he idea?

4 MR RISKO Most likely the artificial reef wll
S5probably along the simlar where the existing reef is now.

6 Where the actual -- where the reef that you have now is,
7|probably along the sane Iine as that reef, not any farther out

8lor any farther in shore.

9 Now, | can't tell you that’s what, that’s what were
10lgoing to recomend. | can’t tell you that’s what the
11jannouncenent's going to be. |’mjust giving --

12 M5. ADAMS- MORDEN:  Yeah. |’mjust asking what ideas
13 jare.

14 MR RISKO Right.

15 MR, ADAMS- MORDEN:  Okay. Also, the ocean’s rising.
16 MR. RI SKO Yeah.

17 MR. ADAMS- MORDEN:  Maybe it doesn’t nmatter what you
18 do. It’Il just all get washed away.

19 MR RISKO That is a distinct possibility but, but

20t he way that we do our economic analysis is we take a | ook at a
21 period of 50 years. So even though we will have sonme sea | evel
22ri se during that 50-year period, it ought to be relatively

23 nsignificant to our analysis. | nmean, if you re |ooking out,

24lout at, you know, 200 years fromnow, well, that’s a different
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lilstory. But because of the uncertainties of our analysis, we

2ireally don’t want to go past 50 years.

3 MR. M LLER  Anyone here have anything to say?
4 MR. ROBERTS: Al ways.

5 MR MLLER Good. | knew | could count on you.
6 MR. ROBERTS: |Is -- Matt Roberts, the Gty of

7|Carpinteri a.

8 As far as the artificial reef, we’'re sort of
9referring to that as an artificial reef submerged breakwater.
10/And the idea, should that -- that’ Il be |ooked at in the study,
I11|should it become a preferred option, the design concept is that

12lit woul d be subnerged even at lowtide. So it wouldn't be

13visible. It would only be a structure that would trip |arger
14waves.

15 You know, | believe the calculation, as a wave

16 br eaks, when -- is at about one point three tines it’s height
17)in depth. So a 13-foot wave -- maybe | have that backwards. |

18t hink a 13-foot wave breaks in about ten feet of water, or is
19t the opposite? Ckay. So in the absence of current and w nd.
20It’s an interesting thing to know. | spent many years as a

21| i feguard, we use that as a tool to judge water depth. Yeah,
22it’s a three-foot wave, it nust be about four feet of depth out
23t here in the shall ow end.

24 And that’s true with an ocean -- a bigger ocean wave,




9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

the stormwave. The idea behind that is that |arger waves
woul d be tripped a |lot of energy dispersed off shore, and in
the sumrer tinme it would be a very benign thing, except that
perhaps it could provide additional rocky habitat. That’s not
what the Arny Corps really considers as one of their benefits
or they are limted to the amount that they can consider that
anong the benefits of a project. But as your Parks Director
here in the Gty, things |like rocky off shore habitat,
enhancenment of that area with a juvenile fin fish, producing
per haps better snorkeling and better environnent -- all those
t hi ngs are very consistent with our vision of Carpinteria as
bei ng sort of an eco tourist center. That’s why we’re worKking
on all the environnmental projects that we do here.

So we think that that’s a nice option because it’s
not a structure on the beach, it doesn’t change the profile of
t he beach. It doesn’'t -- or | shouldn’'t say that. It doesn't
change the character of the beach except naybe help to build
it, make it thicker and a better recreation area. But it also
has sone environnental benefits that we |like so --

MR. MLLER  Ckay. Thank you very nuch for coni ng
tonight. | think we all gained a great deal of information.
You're here — you're interested enough to be here, so keep in
touch with these Corps folks. They'Il -- they want to do a

good job for you and they need your help in doing it. Thank

36




4

6
7
8

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

24

you very much

MR. ROBERTS: And then please share this with your
friends and nei ghbors down there if you're, if you' re
interested in the beachfront or your happen to have beachfront
property or beach area property or just live in the community.
Share this, get the word out because we really want as much
participation, we want as much straight information out there
as possible. So thank you for com ng.

PROCEEDI NGS CONCLUDED AT 7:34 P. M

* % * *x % % * * *x %

37




