
 

April 30, 2015 

 

Chair Assembly Local Government Committee  

Assemblyman Brian Maienschein, 77
th
 District 

P.O. Box 942849 

Sacramento, CA 94249 

 

Dear Chairman Maienschein, 

 
As long-term residents, we recognize that the Isla Vista community faces unique challenges and issues due to its 

dense zoning and its role as housing for a major university. This letter outlines our response to AB3, the proposed 

legislation that creates a Community Service District (CSD) in Isla Vista. We appreciate the efforts of Das 

Williams’ office and student representatives, however, having been to many meetings and having given the 

legislation considerable thought, we oppose the formation of a CSD in Isla Vista. 

 

AB3 does not address what we feel are the major issues faced by the Isla Vista community and will not provide 

self-governance. We are concerned that the process is not going through LAFCO, keeping decisions local, and 

we’re concerned that AB3 lacks a feasibility study and consensus on the boundaries of the district. 

 

As AB3 is worded, local taxpayers are asked to finance the creation of another expensive bureaucratic body to 

administer services that are already being provided and will continue to be provided through existing entities (i.e. 

policing, sidewalks, lighting). We are already being taxed to have these and other services provided. 

 

Of the eight services proposed by AB3, five are currently being provided largely by the County. Two would be 

advisory only (an area planning commission and a Municipal Advisory Council). The last issue, parking, could be 

solved through other means. 

 

AB3 proposed services: 

 

Service 1:  Finance the operation of a Municipal Advisory Council. Rather than through a CSD, a MAC could be 

formed by the County. This would provide broad-based input from the I.V. community to the Board of 

Supervisors. A MAC does not need a CSD. 

 

Service 2:  Create a tenant mediation program. Tenant services are already being provided through the IV 

Tenant’s Union and through UCSB. These programs could be strengthened without having to create a CSD. 

 

Service 3:  Finance an area planning commission. This service is not financially feasible. Planners/staff are 

expensive and all planning decisions could be appealed to the County Board of Supervisors. 

 

Service 4:  Exercise the powers of a parking district (pursuant to the Parking District Law of 1951.  We support a 

parking permit program for Isla Vista which can be created without a CSD. We oppose the parking district 

powers in AB3. 

 

Service 5:  Contract for additional police protection services.  The 3
rd

 District has requested, in their proposed 

budget, funds for a liaison officer in Isla Vista. UCSB and the County provide increased law enforcement at times 

of high profile events. Law enforcement should be provided to Isla Vista without a CSD and extra taxation. 

 

Service 6: Acquire construct, improve, maintain and operate community facilities, including, but not limited to, 

community centers…… Isla Vista already has a Community Center owned and it is well administered by the 

County. The complete list of potential facilities listed in Service 6 (library, museum, etc.) is financially unfeasible. 

 

Service 7:  Acquire, construct, improve, maintain, and operate sidewalks, lighting, gutters, and trees.  Isla Vista 

already has a lighting and sidewalk district (CSA 31) administered by County staff. This is redundant. No new 

bureaucracy is necessary. 
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Service 8:  Abate graffiti.  This service is currently administered through the Isla Vista Recreation and Park 

District. We don’t need a CSD to do this. 

 

The CSD shall not have the power to organize, promote, conduct or advertise programs of community recreation 

in the same manner as the Isla Vista Recreation and Park District.  Yes. The IVRPD has a successful program 

that is broadly supported by the Isla Vista community. 

 

If the community feels there should be more funding for services in Isla Vista, there are feasible alternatives to a 

CSD. Other mechanisms exist which are less expensive.  

 

We feel CSA 31 would be a viable means to handle increased services. With CSA 31, funding for sidewalks, 

policing and lighting would occur without the expensive overhead of the implementation, staffing and rent 

required for a CSD. All monies would go directly to the services. 

 

A Municipal Advisory Council would provide a less-expensive alternative for taxpayers. A MAC would provide 

the County with a more broad-based view of what is needed to further the interests of our community and it could 

advise a dependent district, like CSA 31.  It would have widespread support. 

 

The replication of and funding of services already in place will not provide self-governance for Isla Vista. We 

oppose the formation of a CSD through AB3 and request a more viable solution to the needs of the Isla Vista 

Community. 

 

Sincerely, 

  

Long-term Isla Vista residents 

 

 

List of 47 signers (inked and electronic) attached 

 

 
Cc:  Erin Donnette, Capital Director, Assemblyman Brian Maienschein 77

th
 District 

Misa Lennox, Senior Consultant, Assembly Local Government Committee 

Governor Jerry Brown 

Senator Hannah-Beth Jackson 

Assemblyman Das Williams 

Supervisor Janet Wolf, Santa Barbara County 

Supervisor Peter Adam, Santa Barbara County 

Supervisor Doreen Farr, Santa Barbara County 

Supervisor Salud Carbajal, Santa Barbara County 

Supervisor Steve Lavagnino, Santa Barbara County 

Regents of the University of California  

Chancellor Henry Yang, UCSB 

UCSB Trustee’s Committee 

Chancellor’s Committee on Isla Vista 

President Lori Gaskin, SBCC 

Santa Barbara County LAFCO 

California State LAFCO 

Santa Barbara County Special Districts Association 

California Special Districts Association 

Isla Vista Property Owners Association 

City of Goleta 
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Isla Vista Long Term Residents opposing AB3 
Complete list of signers 
1. Bonnie Adams 
2. Ruth Bartz 
3. Chris Beirns 
4. Chris Chang 
5. Tom Chamberlin 
6. Spencer Conway 
7. Karen Dorfman 
8. Jenifer Dugan 
9. Jessica Dugan 
10. Ron Erickson 
11. Jessie Ferris 
12. Steve Fisher 
13. Melinda Gandara 
14. Rodney Gould 
15. David Griffin 
16. Cindy Hanna 
17. Melissa Hedges 
18. Aaron Howard 
19. David Hubbard 
20. Brad Hufschmid 
21. Joy Hufschmid 
22. Laura Jacobson 
23. Jeff Jakob 
24. Ann Jacqua 
25. Richard Keatinge 
26. Florence Klein 
27. Hildegard Lagerquist 
28. Roger Lagerquist 
29. Ken Lindberg 
30. Susan Magiera 
31. Bonnie Murdoch 
32. Bruce Murdock 
33. Cathy Neushul 
34. Peter Neushul 
35. Thomas Reaper 
36. Anne Renaud  
37. Jeffrey Roe 
38. Ann Sanders 
39. Jon Soutar 
40. Pegeen Soutar 
41. Janet Stich 
42. Rick Stich 
43. Erika Thost 
44. Ken Warfield 
45. Sue Whisenand 
46. Gerry Winant 
47. Kim Yasuda 
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Inked signatures (also included above) 
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Inked signatures (also included above) 

 

 


