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COMMENTARY
An unfortunate decision by SB County government
August 29, 2013 • Vincent Armenta / Commentary

[bookmark: _GoBack]On Aug. 20, our tribe attended the Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors meeting to ask them, once again, to enter into a dialogue with us to discuss the Camp 4 Draft Cooperative Agreement.
It had been more than 800 days since we submitted that agreement, and we were hopeful that the Board would finally understand the importance of a government-to-government discussion. After all, the fact that tribes are considered governments is written into the framework of the U.S. Constitution, and tribes all across the U.S. routinely work in government-to-government relationships with city, county, state and federal governments.
But in a 3-2 vote, the Board decided instead to shuffle us off to the county planning department, once again completely ignoring the fact that we are a government.
I am not surprised. In fact, there was nothing surprising about the Board of Supervisors meeting last week. The same group of people stood up to protest everything about the tribe — from our status as a tribe to our revenue-generating casino to our desire to build housing for tribal members on our Camp 4 land.
It also wasn't surprising to hear Third District Supervisor Doreen Farr try to distance herself from local tribal opponents and pretend that she hasn't refused to meet with us to discuss our Camp 4 Draft Cooperative Agreement. Not only has she refused to meet with us for the past 820 days and counting, she continued to refuse by passing us off to the county planning department.
Although I am not surprised by the behavior of the local tribal opponents or by Supervisor Farr, I am surprised that the Board as a whole didn't understand the significant economic benefits our Camp 4 Draft Cooperative Agreement could have brought to the county.
We know that one of the major objections to taking land into federal trust is the loss of property taxes. So one of the key features in our Draft Cooperative Agreement included our pledge to provide a payment in lieu of property taxes that would have resulted in a million dollars per year for Santa Barbara County.
An agreement like this already exists in the county: the Revenue Neutrality Agreement between the County of Santa Barbara and the City of Goleta. It is based on many of the same factors we are suggesting in our draft agreement.
The Revenue Neutrality Agreement ensures that Goleta will be able to operate in the black financially from the outset without a net loss to the county. That's what we propose. It agrees to provide an annual fee to the county for a designated period. That's what we propose. It ensures that the county is compensated for its loss and Goleta maintains services critical to its residents. That's what we propose.
Interestingly, prior to her role as Third District Supervisor, Doreen Farr was instrumental in getting the Goleta agreement established with the county. But she has been steadfast against any type of negotiation with our tribe and publicly vocal about her opposition to taking land into federal trust.
After the Aug. 20 Board of Supervisors meeting, local tribal opponents may think they "won." But nobody won. Certainly not Supervisor Farr, who is now known amongst state and federal government officials as the county government official who refuses to negotiate with a tribal government. Certainly not the local tribal opponents, whose hatred for the tribe only continues to shine the spotlight on their narrow-mindedness. And certainly not the residents of Santa Barbara County, who will not get the benefit that our Camp 4 Cooperative Agreement could have brought.
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