
From: Michael Schmitt
To: Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: State street
Date: Tuesday, September 1, 2026 9:03:18 PM

[Some people who received this message don't often get email from msspanielx@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important at https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

I vote for the four blocks compromise

Sent from my iPhone



From: Nicolas Scozzaro
To: City Clerk
Subject: Public comment regarding State St master plan
Date: Tuesday, September 1, 2026 9:24:05 PM
Attachments: 7BDEDD1F-E399-47B8-9984-776EB8F7BDA3.png

Some people who received this message don't often get email from nscozzaro@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important

Hi Santa Barbara city council,

I'm writing to voice my concern regarding the plan for the 400 block of State Street in the
Master plan.

The 400 block is the gateway to El Pueblo Viejo, and must get the bollard design and be
closed off like the 500 block in order to revitalize it.

In the plan, it mentions that due to emergency vehicle access it must remain open to two-way
traffic. I believe the issue is that Gutierrez is one way. That could easily be solved by making
just that one block of Gutierrez two way starting from State St. 

Please reconsider this crucial detail in the plan. Below is a mock up of what the 400 block
could look like. 

Sincerely, 
Nicolas Scozzaro 





From: Douglas Weinstein
To: Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: Vote NO on the $92,000,000 state street project
Date: Wednesday, September 2, 2026 7:25:44 AM

Please do not spend our tax dollars on this project.  Spend it on cleaning the sidewalks, that
stupid painted intersection that looked like crap 3 days after it was done. Listen to the
people and stop spending money you don't have, that has no ROI and will inconvenience
residents and tourists for 6 years.

Douglas R. Weinstein

weinstein.douglas@gmail.com



From: Hunter Dunham
To: City Clerk
Subject: Hello
Date: Wednesday, September 2, 2026 9:45:51 AM

[Some people who received this message don't often get email from tonydunham805@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important at https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

I hope you guys can open the State Street again. Everybody needs that we all miss driving down State Street and we
do not need more apartments either. Thank you
Love
Hunter Dunham
Sent from my iPhone



From: Colberg-Ochs, Sheri R.
To: Kelly R. McAdoo; City Clerk
Cc: Santa Barbara City Council; raymondaochs@gmail.com; Sheri Colberg-Ochs
Subject: Re: Additional Follow-Up: 100 Block of Santa Cruz Blvd.
Date: Wednesday, September 2, 2026 2:59:31 PM

Perfect timing with your traffic safety month and stated goals: “The goal is to raise awareness and promote safer, more accessible streets for everyone.”  

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 27, 2026, at 3:35 PM, Colberg-Ochs, Sheri R. <scolberg@odu.edu> wrote:

Kelly and City Council members,

We have some additional information to share with you. We have done an extensive review of the sidewalks (and ADA-compliant
accessibility ramps) in East Mesa to demonstrate the dire need for a sidewalk (or sidewalks) on Santa Cruz Blvd. Please see the
larger attached PDF annotated map of the neighborhood.

On the same map copied below for your convenience, you can see that almost every street in East Mesa has sidewalks on both sides.
Only the areas where sidewalks do not exist are shown in red. The locations of ADA-compliant ramps are designated with a red
“R”. (R* means being installed. The project manager at 101 SC Blvd told us that the new property is installing a sidewalk with a
ramp at that corner with Shoreline Blvd, per City code.)

Given that almost all corners in East Mesa and 3 out of 4 corners at the intersection of Shoreline Blvd and Santa Cruz Blvd have ADA-
compliant ramps, the City really has no choice but to install a similar ADA ramp on the last (NW) corner. We are petitioning that a
sidewalk also be installed on the east side of the 100 block of Santa Cruz Blvd. at the same time.

We are also including a proposed sidewalk location that works with all existing city-sanctioned trees along the 100 block on the east
side. PDF is attached, and the picture is also shown below.

This table has the exact location of these trees (shown on the figure in red circles) within the 14-foot City ROW. (It is also in the
second attached PDF.)

We have spoken with many people in the neighborhood, and the majority want a sidewalk to improve their safety when walking up
Santa Cruz Blvd. In fact, many would like one all the way up to Cliff Drive. In the short run, access to 1000 Steps and Shoreline Park
would be made safer with a sidewalk on at least one side in the first block up from Shoreline Drive.

We look forward to hearing about your proposed plans shortly. If not under consideration, please let us know where we should
continue to submit this information to get the sidewalk approved and installed in the near future.

Respectfully,

Sheri and Ray Ochs

From: Colberg-Ochs, Sheri R. <scolberg@odu.edu>
Sent: Monday, August 24, 2026 8:44 PM
To: Kelly R. McAdoo <KMcAdoo@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>; City Clerk <Clerk@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>
Cc: Santa Barbara City Council <SBCityCouncil@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>; Ray <raymondaochs@gmail.com>; Colberg-Ochs, Sheri R. <scolberg@odu.edu>; Sheri
Colberg-Ochs <scolbergochs@gmail.com>
Subject: Follow-Up: Public topic for March 10 City Council Meeting
 

Follow-up: Public topic for March 10 City Council Meeting

Kelly,

Hi, we're reaching out again about the safety issues along the 100 block of Santa Cruz Blvd, just up from 1000 Steps
beach access. Here's a synopsis of what has transpired since we first contacted you back in March:

We met with Brian D'Amour, PW Director, at the site on April 20. We discussed the safety issues related to the lack of a
sidewalk on either side of the 100 block of Santa Cruz Blvd and the fact that many plants in the 14-foot wide City right-
of-way on the east side (the only side with parking) block people from exiting their cars and pedestrians from using it.

At that time, the PW Director agreed that it was a safety concern and said he would send out letters to residents at 104,
110, and 116 Santa Cruz Blvd to help manage this safety issue.

The letter from PW Dept. dated May 26, 2026, stated that pursuant to City Municipal Codes 15.20.040 and 15.20.090,
plants within the parkway strip (6 feet in from the curb) "may not exceed a maximum height of eight (8) inches" and that
adjacent property owners are responsible for maintaining vegetation within that parkway abutting their properties. The letter
also stated that the City may perform the work and charge the property owner if not completed as requested to meet codes.

We complied fully with that letter and moved our few plants over 8 inches out of the 6-foot parkway strip by the required
date (June 30, 2026) and even got permission from Nathan Slack of the Trees Dept. to cut a limb out of our pepper tree that
was hard to walk under, which was hanging over part of the 6-foot parkway.

Our neighbors at 104 SC Blvd. did not move their plants over 8' out of the parkway. When questioned by us later about that,
the PW Director said he had told them it was fine to leave them in the parkway strip.





EXTERNAL to ODU: This email is not from an ODU account. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Some people who received this message don't often get email from scolberg@odu.edu. Learn why this is important

P.S.S. Letter from Public Works Dept. dated May 26, 2026 also attached for your convenience

From: Kelly R. McAdoo <KMcAdoo@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>
Sent: Sunday, March 8, 2026 7:34 PM
To: Colberg-Ochs, Sheri R. <scolberg@odu.edu>; City Clerk <Clerk@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>
Cc: Santa Barbara City Council <SBCityCouncil@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>; Ray <raymondaochs@gmail.com>; Sheri Colberg-Ochs <scolbergochs@gmail.com>;
Brian D'Amour <bdamour@santabarbaraca.gov>
Subject: RE: Public topic for March 10 City Council Meeting
 

You don't often get email from kmcadoo@santabarbaraca.gov. Learn why this is important

Thank you for your email Sheri.  I have copied our Public Works Director Brian D’Amour to evaluate this issue.  This
may not need to be agendized at a City Council meeting depending on Mr. D’Amour’s response.  However, you are
always welcome to provide public comments at the beginning of the meeting on Tuesday. 
 
Our City Clerk can help explain how to provide public comments.
 
Kelly
 

Kelly McAdoo
City Administrator
CITY OF SANTA BARBARA, City Administrator
(805) 564-5301 | KMcAdoo@SantaBarbaraCA.gov
SantaBarbaraCA.gov

 

     
 
 
From: Colberg-Ochs, Sheri R. <scolberg@odu.edu>
Sent: Sunday, March 8, 2026 5:32 PM
To: City Clerk <Clerk@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>
Cc: Santa Barbara City Council <SBCityCouncil@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>; Ray <raymondaochs@gmail.com>; Sheri Colberg-Ochs <scolbergochs@gmail.com>
Subject: Public topic for March 10 City Council Meeting

 

Hi,
 
We would like to submit a topic for consideration for the City Council meeting. We live in the 100 block of Santa Cruz Blvd and have a
firsthand look at the issues with pedestrians and cars on that first block coming up from Shoreline Drive (and Thousand Steps Beach
access). It is a problem.
 
The City has not provided a sidewalk on either side of Santa Cruz Blvd in the 100 block. This is the only street coming up from
Shoreline Drive on East Mesa without pedestrian sidewalks. Only the east side of the 100 block allows parking, and the west side only
allows one car (or pedestrian) to pass at a time. A lot of cars park along there and pedestrians are forced to walk in the road. The east
side has a 14-foot City right-of-way (ROW) setback and plenty of space for walkways.
 
When we remodeled, we made sure to leave space for people to step out of their cars and walk in the City ROW as they pass our
property. The owners at 104 Santa Cruz Blvd. also voluntarily made space in the City ROW for pedestrians and car exits.
 
However, the only other house on the east side of this short block at 110 Santa Cruz Blvd has the City ROW completely blocked. The
owners have let succulents and a ficus tree overtake the entire City ROW by the road. We have seen many individuals struggle to exit
their cars when parked by that house and pedestrians (and dogs) almost get hit by cars as there is nowhere to step off the road.
 
Can you consider putting in a sidewalk on just the east side of the 100 block? It would enhance the safety of all pedestrians
to have a sidewalk, or even just a designated walkway, all the way up the east side of the 100 block of Santa Cruz Blvd. 
 
If that is too expensive to consider, we have a simple solution for you:
 
Can the City require the owners of 110 Santa Cruz Blvd to move their plants back at least 4 feet away from the road in
the 14-foot City ROW to leave room for pedestrians and car exits? (That would still leave them another 10 feet of City ROW
area to do with as they wish.)
 
Pictures of the areas in question are below:
 
Area blocked by plants in City ROW at 110 Santa Cruz Blvd:
 









From: Sandra Traverso
To: City Clerk
Cc: Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: Keep State Street Car Free
Date: Wednesday, September 2, 2026 9:12:01 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from straverso95@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important

Dear Members of the City Council,

As a Santa Barbara resident, I am writing to urge the council to keep State Street car-free for
its entire length.

Prioritizing pedestrians and bicycles over cars has increased foot and bike traffic, creating a
positive experience and benefiting local businesses. Additionally, the proposed plaza
intersections are beautiful and will drastically increase safety. To ensure equitable access to
the downtown area, I also request that the downtown/waterfront shuttle be fully funded.

Please keep State Street car-free.

Best regards,

Sandra 



From: Darlene
To: OHSCommunityConcerns@hss.sbcounty.gov; Holly Perea; City Clerk
Cc: Caroline Paine; Belen Gonzalez; Michaela Brodeur
Subject: Re:Follow-Up After My Public Comment – Request for Next Steps
Date: Wednesday, September 2, 2026 9:13:27 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from 805panda73lovemyali@gmail.com. Learn why
this is important

Dear Mayor Rowse and Members of the City Council,

I am writing to follow up on the public comment I gave at the City Council meeting
September 1, 2026 at 2pm regarding my experience at the Santa Barbara Rescue Mission, my
removal from the shelter, my current homelessness, and my concerns regarding health, safety,
accountability, and the lack of a clear grievance process.

After I finished speaking, I remained and waited to see whether there would be any response
or direction regarding what I had presented.

I understand that because my concerns were raised during general public comment and were
not an agenda item, the Brown Act may have prevented the Council from discussing or
responding to the substance of my situation at that time. I respect that limitation.

However, I need to understand what happens after a member of the public comes forward with
these kinds of concerns.

I am not asking the Council to make a decision about the Mission's internal policies during
public comment. I am asking:

Who is responsible for following up?

What department or agency is responsible for determining what happens when a homeless
person is removed from shelter without being given an explanation and is left with nowhere
else to go?

Who investigates concerns about the circumstances surrounding a shelter removal?

I have now received communication from Housing and Homeless Services Manager Carrie
Paine indicating that the City will arrange a shelter inspection in response to the health and
safety concerns I reported. I appreciate that action.

However, my health and safety complaint and my complaint regarding my removal are two
separate, although connected, matters. I still need to know what process exists for
investigating the circumstances surrounding my removal and who has authority to review that
issue.

I am willing to be accountable for anything I actually did wrong. If I violated a rule, I want to
be told what rule I violated and what occurred. If there is evidence that I did something wrong,
I am willing to accept responsibility. But I have not been given an explanation.

I am currently homeless again after being removed from a shelter that exists to provide shelter



and resources to homeless people. I am asking the City to help identify the appropriate path
forward rather than allowing my complaint to simply be passed from one office to another.

I also ask that my concerns be considered in the broader context of other homeless residents
who may have experienced similar situations but may not have the ability, resources, or
courage to come forward.

I am asking for a clear answer regarding:

1. Who is responsible for following up on the concerns I presented to Council;
2. What process is available to investigate the circumstances surrounding my removal;
3. Who has authority to address or review concerns about shelter accountability when the
shelter is an independent nonprofit;
4. What assistance is available to me now that I have been left without shelter; and
5. What the next steps are following my public comment and the City's decision to initiate a
shelter inspection.

I came to the Council because I did not know where else to go.

I am asking that someone please tell me where this goes from here.

Thank you for hearing me at the council meeting and giving me my 3 minutes and for taking
the time to consider my concerns. I would appreciate a written response identifying the
appropriate person or department responsible for the next steps.

Sincerely,

Darlene DeLaRoca



From: Meegan Clarke
To: Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: State street should open
Date: Thursday, September 3, 2026 10:27:32 AM

[Some people who received this message don't often get email from meeganmolly@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important at https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

State street was a vibrant destination for locals and visitors for decades.

Can’t you see the greed and mismanaged scheme for SIMA and the like to control overpriced real estate.

These are the same corporations that deny hard working, small businesses to thrive.

Shame on all of you who vote to keep it closed.

Shortsightedness will be the ruin of State Street.

Please open it now while our tax paying money waits for you to decide on the master plan… then you’ll see an
expensive master plan isn’t needed.

Always,
Meegan



From: Ernest Salomon
To: Santa Barbara City Council
Cc: jim.knell@sima.net; newsmakerswithjr@gmail.com; jean@independent.com; jmolina@noozhawk.com;

John.Palminteri@keyt.com; ed@edhat.com
Subject: State Street Plan
Date: Thursday, September 3, 2026 10:52:40 AM

The time span will murder some existing businesses and keep empty stores
vacant until all is finished.  What merchant wants to move a business into a
major pre-construction or construction zone?
 
If a re-design is ever attempted, there will be nine blocks of concrete
sidewalks to partially remove and redo.
 
IF CARS ARE ALLOWED:
10 foot wide lanes are not exactly great for cars dodging people if cars are
allowed.  A Ford Explorer is 7-feet wide with mirrors and this would leave
1.5 feet on each side!  A Honda Civic would clear with two more inches on
each side.  Not a great amount of clearance. Watch out for motorized bikes!
 
The plan includes a redesign of the 400 to 1300 blocks of State Street, with
expanded 30-foot-wide sidewalks on both sides, two 10-foot travel lanes in
the center of the street, and retractable bollards at the intersections.
 
Sincerely

Ernest Salomon

Santa Barbara, CA 93108

Ernstsal@aol.com



From: Meegan Clarke
To: Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: State street should open
Date: Thursday, September 3, 2026 1:10:16 PM

[Some people who received this message don't often get email from meeganmolly@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important at https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

State street was a vibrant destination for locals and visitors for decades.

Can’t you see the greed and mismanaged scheme for SIMA and the like to control overpriced real estate.

These are the same corporations that deny hard working, small businesses to thrive.

Shame on all of you who vote to keep it closed.

Shortsightedness will be the ruin of State Street.

Please open it now while our tax paying money waits for you to decide on the master plan… then you’ll see an
expensive master plan isn’t needed.

Always,
Meegan



From: HUGH SCHINK
To: City Clerk
Subject: State street
Date: Thursday, September 3, 2026 1:52:29 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from old75@aol.com. Learn why this is important

Members of the City Council,

I don’t understand how you justify spending $93 million on this State Street
plan.

I’ve seen plenty of claims about “flexibility,” a “vision for the future,” and
adapting to downtown’s changing needs. What I haven’t seen is evidence
that this design will actually improve State Street.

Where is the professional analysis showing that 30-foot sidewalks and this
particular configuration will bring people downtown or improve the
business environment? If it exists, I’d like to see it.

The cost has already gone from an estimated maximum of $8 million per
block to $9 million per block before construction has even started. There is
no guaranteed funding. Eric Friedman says it will cost more and take
longer. He’s probably right.

And Kristen Sneddon’s response to the lack of funding is that “the funding
will come.” She also thinks the City should buy the News-Press building.

Why not? We’re on a roll.

State Street was closed because of COVID. COVID is over. Before
spending $93 million making this transformation permanent, I’d expect
something more persuasive than the opinions of City Council members and
a reference to a plan written in 1964.

If there is evidence that this will work, show us. Otherwise, you’re
spending an extraordinary amount of our money on a hunch.

Hugh Schink
Montecito



From: Zonde Paris
To: Santa Barbara City Council; Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: Major safety issues at our beach areas.
Date: Thursday, September 3, 2026 2:18:25 PM
Attachments: 9.3.26 Letter to City Council.docx

Box van Yanonali flat tire.heic
Box Van Yanonali 2.heic

Some people who received this message don't often get email from zondeparis@yahoo.com. Learn why this is
important

Please find attached letter and photos. The parking signs photos for Bath and Yanonali will be forwarded
in a following email.
Thank you!
Mia Voehl



 

 

September 3rd, 2026 

Dear City Council Members, 

Almost 30 years ago, we purchased a condominium at the corner of Bath Street and Yanonali 
Street in Harbor Court. It has always been an enjoyable place to live. 

Unfortunately, conditions in the surrounding area have deteriorated significantly in recent years. 
The growing number of people living in vehicles—including vans, trucks, and RVs—, homeless 
people under the influence of drugs or alcohol, and mentally impaired individuals, have created 
serious concerns about public safety, sanitation, parking, and the quality of life for residents, 
businesses, and visitors. 

We increasingly encounter people who appear intoxicated or impaired, individuals experiencing 
severe mental-health crises, public drug use, aggressive behavior, and people living or 
conducting informal businesses from vehicles parked near our homes. These conditions have 
made us uncomfortable walking through our own neighborhood and have caused us to alter our 
daily routines out of concern for our safety. 

We have also witnessed or received reports of serious problems in the surrounding area, 
including drug use and sexual activity in public restrooms, public intoxication, litter, persistent 
loitering, public urination, and people using hotel and condominium properties without 
permission. The manager of the Avania Inn has told us that hotel guests and employees are also 
uncomfortable with the activity surrounding the property. He reports that hotel staff have 
contacted the Police numerous times without seeing a meaningful resolution. 

We have attempted to address these concerns through the appropriate channels. We have 
contacted Mayor Rowse, left a letter for Police Chief Kelly Gordon, and spoken directly with 
Officers Saul Hernandez and Sergeant Kaitlin Sipes. We were told that meaningful change will 
require action by the City Council. We therefore respectfully ask the Council to address this 
issue with urgency. 

Questions and Requests 

1. Property disclosures and public information 

There is an increasing likelihood that the conditions described above will be required to be 
disclosed to potential home buyers by realtors and property sellers. Much in the same way that 
other significant property conditions, such as flood zones need to be disclosed. In that case, it 
will greatly affect our property values. 

 



 

 

 

2. Parking restrictions on Bath Street 

We request that the current 90-minute parking restrictions on Bath Street, which apply only on 
Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays, be extended to every day from 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., with 
appropriate exemptions for residents and hotel guests, holding valid parking permits or passes. 

3.. Parking restrictions on Yanonali Street 

We request that the current "Residents Only" restrictions on Yanonali Street, which apply only 
on Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays, be extended to every day. At a minimum, we request 90-
minute parking restrictions from 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. every day, with appropriate resident 
and hotel guests parking permits or passes. 

4. Overnight vehicle dwelling 

We respectfully request that the City review and strengthen enforcement of applicable laws and 
ordinances concerning overnight vehicle dwelling on public property. Already Goleta is started 
to give citations for this issue. It is only a matter of time before all these dwellers migrate to 
Santa Barbara. We are concerned that the lack of enforcement in Santa Barbara is contributing to 
a growing concentration of vehicles in residential and visitor-serving areas. 

This is the new code for the city of Goleta: 

 
Title 10: Vehicles and Traffic 
§ 10.04.040: Inhabiting a Vehicle for Occupancy on Any Public Street, Highway, Right-of-Way or Any Public 
Property Within the City—Generally Prohibited. 
https://ecode360.com/44351995 

 

We also ask the City to clarify the rules governing individuals who sell merchandise directly 
from vehicles parked on public streets. Specifically, is a permit required, and what licensing and 
sales-tax requirements apply? 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Conditions in Our Immediate Neighborhood 

We have attached photographs documenting several examples of the conditions described above, 
including: 

• An RV that has been parked for an extended period on the corner of Yanonali and 
Castillo Streets and appears to be functioning as a permanent residence and place of 
business. The RV owners occasionally hang clothing on the fence of the Avania Inn, 
position a ladder on the street so they can display their wares by hanging them on tree 
branches, and sit in beach chairs to lounge around in, right outside of their RV without 
any concern of getting a citation. 

• A vehicle that has been parked continuously outside our condominium entrance on Bath 
Street, where persistent odors of urine have become a serious sanitation concern. 

• The existing parking signs on Bath Street and Yanonali Street, which we believe should 
be reconsidered in light of the current conditions. 

• A homeless guy lying on the Yanonali sidewalk last week (corner Bath), either drugged, 
intoxicated, or dead. We reported it to Dispatch at the advice of Sergeant Kaitlin Sipes. 

• A box van parked on Yanonali for months. More recently parked close to our Harbor 
Court back gate area with a flat tire. This van appears to immune to any parking tickets, 
street sweeping tickets, or being towed, despite having been there for an extended period 
of time. 

 

 

 

 

 

 





















From: Zonde Paris
To: Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: Major safety issues at our beach areas (continued email)
Date: Thursday, September 3, 2026 2:18:55 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from zondeparis@yahoo.com. Learn why this is
important

Following are the parking signs which will need to be changed in order to make our streets safe again.

Thank you!

Mia Voehl
Harbor Court

Santa Barbara, CA 93101







From: Manza Zavala
To: City Clerk
Subject: Cameras and Surveillance
Date: Thursday, September 3, 2026 4:19:56 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from zamanda77@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important

Hello, 

I want to send a public comment opposing ALL surveillance AI based cameras in Santa
Barbara. These cameras are absolutely unnecessary, a leak of our data, a danger to the
immigrant community, and a danger to our freedom.

We do not need surveillance. We need public housing, healthcare, money for schools. 

Thank you, 
Amanda Zavala 

Santa Barbara CA 93103



From: neuropathy5150@gmail.com
To: Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: Please Keep Refining the State Street Master Plan
Date: Thursday, September 3, 2026 4:48:51 PM
Attachments: image0.png

image1.png

[Some people who received this message don't often get email from neuropathy5150@gmail.com. Learn why this is important at https://aka ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

Thank you for approving the State Street Master Plan and finally allowing the project to move forward.

Now that the basic direction is settled, I hope the City treats the approved plan as a starting point rather than a finished design. The public-realm details can still be substantially improved: paving, landscaping, seating, planters, lighting, kiosks, art and
other streetscape elements.

State Street should feel timeless, elegant and unmistakably Santa Barbara, not overly decorative or generic. With thoughtful refinement, the City can create something genuinely world-class that restores State Street’s prestige and makes people want to
spend time there.

Santa Barbara also has a lot of talented local architects, designers, artists, tradespeople and longtime residents who understand State Street and this city better than outside consultants ever will. Please involve them more directly in refining the design.

The same should apply to construction. Use experienced, serious general contractors to manage the work, but use local trades and labor wherever possible. That keeps more of the money in the community and should help control costs without sacrificing
quality.

Please keep pushing the design further and get the details right before construction.

Thank you as well on behalf of the businesses, property owners, residents and everyone who uses State Street. Whether they realize it yet or not, a successful car-free State Street is good for all of them, and the closure has already been creating benefits
that a better permanent design can build on.

Guy



From: mfroader@gmail.com
To: Santa Barbara City Council
Cc: decrimnaturesb@decriminalizenaturesantabarbara.org
Subject: Support for October 20th Resolution: Deprioritization of Entheogenic Plants
Date: Thursday, September 3, 2026 9:25:24 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from mfroader@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important

Dear Mayor, Council Members, and City Staff,

My name is Miles Noe. I currently live in Carpinteria, but I am a long time former resident of
Santa Barbara, and I have family who live in the city. I am writing to express my strong
support for the resolution to make the enforcement of laws against adult personal use of
entheogenic plants and fungi the City’s lowest law enforcement priority and to restrict the use
of City resources for that enforcement.

This matter is significant to me for several reasons:

• Healing and Societal Benefit: I have personally witnessed individuals whose lives were
completely turned around through the use of these natural medicines. This shift not only heals
the individual, offering relief from conditions like treatment resistant depression, PTSD, and
end of life anxiety, but it also creates more engaged and productive community members.
When we support paths to genuine wellness rather than criminalizing personal choices, we
strengthen our community and naturally reduce the public cost of policing non violent
behavior. This is especially vital for our veterans, many of whom are seeking effective, non
traditional paths to recovery from their service related trauma.

• Respect for Tradition and Culture: Many of these plants and fungi have been used by
indigenous cultures for centuries in sacred, ceremonial, and traditional contexts. Respecting
these practices and safeguarding their role in spiritual growth and community health is a
matter of both cultural sensitivity and religious freedom.

• Cognitive Liberty and Personal Freedom: The ability to explore one's own consciousness and
pursue practices that foster self reflection, personal growth, and connection to the natural
world is a fundamental aspect of cognitive liberty. Prioritizing a compassionate, forward
thinking policy that values community well being is the right direction for our city.

These points are just a few of the many reasons why I believe this resolution is important. I
urge you to support scheduling this for a vote on October 20th, and I hope you will vote in
favor of this proposal.

Warm regards,

Miles Noe



From: larryvosovic@gmail.com
To: Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: Homeless situation on Yanonali n Bath
Date: Friday, September 4, 2026 3:59:51 PM

[Some people who received this message don't often get email from larryvosovic@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important at https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

City council

We live at  and are trying to sell one of most beautiful places in SB. We have a problem. Our
prospective buyers must step around homeless people sleeping on the street

Oftentimes their aggressive panhandling is frightening to us and tourists

Can you please ask the police to sweep the area as a routine

The 7-11 store seems to attract them

Larry Vosovic



From: Ernest Salomon
To: sbsneddon@gmail.com; Eric Friedman
Cc: jean@independent.com; Santa Barbara City Council; newsmakerswithjr@gmail.com; jmolina@noozhawk.com;

Senator.Limon@senate.ca.gov; ed@edhat.com
Subject: Affordable Housing
Date: Sunday, September 6, 2026 12:22:56 PM

Hello Both-
 
It would be a service to the community if you spoke more honestly about
affordable housing.  Over the years ahead, there will less affordable
housing here, not more.
 
The median home price here is $1,700,00 to $2,400,000.  These prices are
not going to plummet down. There is too much demand from outside
buyers! 
 
As the city's population becomes more stable and older, less people will sell
their existing homes.  Many homeowners are put off from selling because of
huge capital gains taxes on sales.  There are plenty of wealthy outsiders
willing and waiting for an expensive house in Santa Barbara.
 
The borders have been effectively shut and illegal immigration is a trickle of
what it was.  This will reduce some pressure on housing.

Then there are the high costs of new construction which prevents most for
profit affordable housing to even be built. Then there is inflation. Don't
forget STR's!
 
Wages for American workers have stagnated for 40 years and this
has continued to prevent working people from affording not only to buy a
home, but even renting a home here. Tech companies moving here pay
their workers higher wages then many local jobs pay and the traffic from
commuters to their jobs here here will only grow. 
 
Mass affordable housing here and in many other California coastal
communities is a political pipe dream.  If you cannot afford to live where
you want to live, you must choose a city, (even if it is out of state) to live in
that you can afford.
 
Be honest with voters!
 
 



Regards,
 
Ernie
 

Ernest Salomon

Santa Barbara, CA 93108

Ernstsal@aol.com



From: bob bowski
To: City Clerk
Subject: STR’s in high fire areas
Date: Sunday, September 6, 2026 2:51:44 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from bbowski@hotmail.com. Learn why this is
important

We live in the Braemar/Yankee Farm area and are voicing our opinion on allowing STR's
in our neighborhood.  We are quite against these rentals as our area is all narrow roads
with only one way in or out in case of an evacuation.  With an increase of a rental
population that is unfamiliar with any escape route we can foresee how a major traffic
log jam is very possible.  With Cliff dr being also one of the few exits from Hope Ranch
there would also be major traffic there in an emergency.  Please look at this problem as
one reason to deny the STR's. Thank you, Cy and Laura Lyon, The original Yankee Farm

Get Outlook for iOS



From: Zonde Paris
To: Kristen Sneddon; Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: Fw: 9.8.26 Vehicle dwellers 9.8.26/Bath and Yanonali
Date: Tuesday, September 8, 2026 11:23:18 AM

Dear Kristen and City council

Here are just a few more examples of vehicle dwellers surrounding Harbor court just this morning. 

The Ford box van has been sitting on Yanonali for weeks. It did get ticketed after I reported it to parking
violations, but today, it is still there without tickets. Why can this vehicle not be towed away? I remember
being parked in the wrong spot while doing errands, and within 1 hour my car was towed? What is the
difference here?

Another Toyota on Bath Street has a permanent dweller right outside our main entrance on Bath Street.
Urine smell coming from the vehicle.

A dilapidated blue Honda with windows blocked.

Thank you for taking care of this matter!

Mia Voehl

Another Honda is parked
----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Mia <zondeparis@yahoo.com>
To: Mia Voehl <zondeparis@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 8, 2026 at 11:15:07 AM PDT
Subject: Homeless cars 9.8.26













From: Darlene
To: City Clerk
Cc: Belen Gonzalez; Michaela Brodeur; mpetersen@sbrm.org
Subject: Subject Urgent Request: Please Help Me Identify Who Can Answer Why I Was Removed From Shelter
Date: Tuesday, September 8, 2026 7:55:04 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from 805panda73lovemyali@gmail.com. Learn why
this is important

Dear Mayor and Councilmembers,

My name is Darlene DeLaRoca.

I know today's Council meeting was canceled, and I understand the next meeting is September
15. I could not wait until then to contact you because I still have not received a clear answer
about why I was removed from the Santa Barbara Rescue Mission.

I am asking the Mayor and Council for one specific thing:

Please help me identify the person, department, agency, or legal process that has responsibility
for reviewing what happened to me and obtaining a clear answer about why I was removed
from the Mission.

I am asking you to help me get answers to four specific questions:

1. What exactly did I do that resulted in my removal?
2. What rule, policy, or procedure was used to remove me and indefinitely bar me from the
property?
3. Who made or authorized that decision?
4. Did my August 20 grievance have anything to do with the decision to remove me on August
21?

If the City does not have authority to answer those questions, I am asking you to tell me who
does.

I am not asking you to automatically take my side.

I am asking you to help me get to the person or process that can actually give me an answer.

On August 20, I submitted a formal grievance about conditions and treatment I had
experienced and witnessed at the Santa Barbara Rescue Mission.

The next day, August 21, I was removed.

Earlier that day, I called the Mission and told them I was going to be late. I was told that was
fine.

So I went there expecting to return to my bed.

Instead, when I arrived, my belongings had already been packed.



I was being removed.

The staff member, Brandon, told me he could not tell me why.

He said he was “just following orders.”

If I had been given a clear explanation, wouldn't I have known why I was being removed?

Wouldn't I have been able to pack my own belongings?

Wouldn't I have had some understanding of what was happening before I arrived?

Instead, I arrived expecting to return to my bed and discovered that my belongings had already
been packed for me.

And the person removing me couldn't tell me why.

That is why I keep asking:

What did I do?

I was not given a written explanation.

I was not told what rule I violated.

I was not told what policy I violated.

I was not told what I actually did.

I was then barred from the entire property indefinitely.

I cannot return there to shower or get a meal.

Carrie Paine later became involved and contacted the Mission about my situation.

I was told that the Mission told Carrie that it had already “made it clear” to me why I was
removed.

I have also been told that the Mission followed its procedures when it removed me.

Okay.

Then please tell me:

What procedure?

What rule?

What did I do?



If they told Carrie, then tell me.

Because if the reason was truly made clear to me, I would not still be asking for help getting
the answer.

If the Mission followed its procedures, then there should be something that explains what
procedure was followed and what led to the decision.

I am willing to be accountable.

If I did something wrong, tell me.

If I violated a rule, tell me the rule.

If there was a safety concern, tell me what it was.

If there was a procedure, tell me what it required.

I will listen. I will take responsibility for what I actually did.

But I cannot take responsibility for something nobody will identify.

And I am not asking anyone to simply believe my version of events.

There are witnesses.

I have a witness who was with me when I made the call that day.

The Mission has cameras.

There should be records and communications.

Please look at the evidence.

If the City cannot do that, then please tell me who can.

That is my specific request.

I also need to know whether speaking up and filing my grievance had anything to do with
what happened to me.

I am not saying that it did.

I am asking for an answer because the timing concerns me.

I know there are other people experiencing homelessness who may be afraid to complain
because they fear losing their shelter.

Someone might think:



“What can I do? They kicked me out. I have nowhere else to go.”

That is why I cannot simply walk away from this.

If I don't use my voice, they will use my silence.

I have been told the Mission is a private organization.

I understand that.

But even though it is private, its purpose is to shelter people experiencing homelessness.

So I am asking the City not to let “it's private” be the end of the conversation.

If the City truly has no authority over the Mission's internal removal decisions, then I am
asking you to identify who does have the authority or responsibility to review the issues I am
raising.

Because I am a woman.

I am disabled.

I am a survivor of domestic violence.

I am homeless with my two dogs.

And because I am homeless, I have not stopped being a human being.

I still matter.

I still deserve dignity.

I still deserve to know what I supposedly did.

I still deserve to know what rules were applied to me.

And I still deserve to know whether there is someone who can determine whether those rules
were properly followed.

I am now sleeping in a tent.

Recently, while I was sleeping, a stranger entered my tent and touched me without my
consent. I contacted the police. I do not blame the Mission for that man's actions.

But losing my shelter has put me in a situation where I am now sleeping outside and trying to
protect myself and my dogs.

I had a bed.

Then I didn't.



And I am still trying to understand why.

I am exhausted.

I am scared.

But I am still speaking.

So I am asking you, specifically:

Please tell me who is responsible for reviewing this situation.

Please tell me what process I can use to obtain a clear answer.

And if the City has a role in any part of that process, please help me initiate it.

I am not asking for special treatment.

I am asking for an answer.

If I did something wrong, I will be accountable for it.

But if a decision was made about me, I believe there should be accountability for that decision
too.

Please help me find out who is responsible for answering these questions.

Because being homeless does not mean I don't matter.

Being homeless does not mean I have no rights.

Being homeless does not mean I deserve to be ignored.

And it does not mean I should have to remain silent simply because I am afraid of what will
happen if I speak.

I am using my voice now.

Please help me make sure someone actually hears it.

Thank you,

Darlene DeLaRoca



From: Aron Ashland
To: Santa Barbara City Council; Kelly R. McAdoo; Anthony E. Valdez
Subject: Closing the budget gap on the revenue side: event-driven TOT
Date: Wednesday, September 9, 2026 3:07:23 PM
Attachments: Screenshot 2026-09-06 at 10.27.41 AM.png

Mayor and Councilmembers,

I own The Cruisery at 501 State Street. I want to raise something on the revenue side of the
budget conversation.

We closed the FY27 gap largely with one-time money, and reserves are still roughly $25
million below policy target. That means the same conversation comes back next spring, and
the spring after that. Spending discipline is half the answer. The other half is filling hotel
rooms on the nights they are currently empty.

First, a question. Does the city measure the TOT lift from a large event? Not projected
attendance or a consultant's economic impact estimate, but the actual TOT collected on an
event weekend compared against the same weekend the prior year. If we are not tracking that,
we are making event, permitting, and fee decisions without knowing what the events are worth
to us.

Here is my rough math. We average somewhere around $105,000 a day in TOT, and a strong
weekend can approach $250,000 a day. If a well-placed event moves the needle by $200,000
over a comparable non-event weekend, fifteen of those a year covers a $3 million gap by
itself. I don't expect my numbers to survive contact with the Finance Department, and they
shouldn't have to. Staff can run the real version in an afternoon.

The lift only exists on shoulder weekends and midweek. Nobody needs help selling out Santa
Barbara in mid-July. February, the back half of November, Sunday through Wednesday most
of the year: that is where the empty rooms are, and that is where a few thousand visiting
festival or concert attendees would show up in the TOT line.

So the proposal. Fund one position, call it $150,000 fully loaded, whose entire job is recruiting
event producers to Santa Barbara and steering them toward the dates we need filled. The title
doesn't matter to me. Give that person a small advisory group of hoteliers, downtown and
waterfront business owners, and Parks and Recreation to vet which events actually fit this city.
Give them something real to offer producers who take a February date instead of a July one,
whether that is reduced fees or expedited permitting. One successful event pays for the
position. One.

We have a beach and a downtown that half of California would like an excuse to visit. Right
now we are waiting for them to come up with the excuse on their own.

I would ask that Council direct staff to report back on event-attributable TOT for the past two
years, and to price out what this role would cost to stand up.

Thank you for your time,



Aron Ashland

Owner- The Cruisery, Wine Therapy + Unbearable Skee Lodge 
TheCruisery.com





From: j.frizzzz@gmail.com
To: Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: Electric Bicycles
Date: Wednesday, September 9, 2026 5:40:51 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from j.frizzzz@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important

Good Afternoon All, 

There was an incident that occurred to me on Modoc Road in the 4300
block during a period of heavy traffic, which was further impacted by
ongoing road construction at the intersection of Modoc Road and Hollister
Avenue.

As I was attempting to make a left turn, I slowly proceeded forward to get a
clear view of oncoming traffic from my right. At that time, a young rider
operating what was an illegal Surron-style electric motorcycle approached
into my line of sight at an extremely high rate of speed and collided with
my vehicle. The impact caused damage to my car. Following the collision,
the rider continued riding away from the scene. I pulled over to approach
the scene and see if the rider had stopped but it was clear he knew what he
was doing was very dangerous and the bike he was riding was highly
illegal thus feeing the scene. 

This incident raises serious concerns about the operation of high-powered
Surron and similar electric bikes on public roads, particularly by minors
and individuals who may not have the appropriate licensing, training, or
knowledge of traffic laws.

These vehicles are capable of reaching speeds comparable to, or exceeding,
those of traditional motorcycles. I believe there should be clear and
consistently enforced requirements regarding licensing, registration,
equipment, and the age and qualifications of anyone operating these high-
powered electric motorcycles on public roads.

For example, I own an off-road Yamaha 426. I would not be permitted to
simply operate that vehicle on public streets without meeting the applicable
legal requirements. I believe the same principle should apply to high-
powered Surron-style electric motorcycles when they are being operated on
public roads.



I am particularly concerned about the increasing number of young riders
operating these bikes recklessly, including traveling at excessive speeds,
performing wheelies, and maneuvering through city and county roads while
other vehicles and pedestrians are present.

This is not simply a matter of inconvenience. As this incident demonstrates,
reckless operation of these vehicles can result in property damage and
potentially much more serious injuries. I strongly encourage the appropriate
authorities to review the current regulations and enforcement surrounding
Surron and similar high-powered e-bikes and take meaningful steps to
improve public safety.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Jason Guild





From: Christel Barros
To: Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: Casa de la raza
Date: Thursday, September 10, 2026 1:05:06 PM

Dear Santa Barbara representatives
Please purchase maintain and continue la Casa De La Raza Santa Bárbara.
We know the history needs preserving, the current needs continue, in this lovely historic building has gone into
decline for a couple decades now.
Our city needs to preserve this and continue the legacy
Respectfully requested,
Chris Barros



From: P. Foley
To: City Clerk; Lori N-Rafferty; Laura Bridley
Cc: P Foley
Subject: Fwd: Short Term Rentals in High Fire Areas
Date: Friday, September 11, 2026 9:39:11 AM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from pfol1029@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important

Begin forwarded message:

From: P. Foley <pfol1029@gmail.com>
Subject: Short Term Rentals in High Fire Areas

To: City Clerks Office SB <Clerk@santabarbaraca.gov>, Lori N-Rafferty
<lraf@cox.net>, Laura Brindley <LBridley@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>
Cc: P Foley <pfol1029@gmail.com>

September 11, 2026.                    For meeting September 15, 2026

    

Dear City Clerk and City Council Members,

Many neighborhoods in Santa Barbara are in high fire areas. Our Braemar
Ranch/Yankee Farm area has very narrow roads that dead end. There is only one
road to enter or exit our neighborhood. Getting our residents out in a fire is a
challenge let alone 200 visitors and their cars attending a wedding at a STR.  

Our neighborhood is hilly with canyons above us. In windy conditions fires can
sweep down these canyons and take whole blocks. 

Besides the fire danger, those of us who live near short term rentals bear the brunt
of the noise and added cars. Short term rentals are NOT hotels with staff keeping
order and organizing parking.  

Short term rentals are out of control especially on large properties with ample
outdoor space. Neighbors suffer thru large numbers of people parking on narrow
streets, weddings and loud parties with high volume music, and neighbor’s
driveways often blocked.  

There is no control and they should not be allowed in our residential



neighborhoods.  

Beyond the problems mentioned above are the housing that is removed from our
long term rental market.  We have a housing shortage. Rents are very high due to
lack of housing. 

Put a stop to short term rentals and some of these homes will return to the long
term rental market or be sold.  This policy of allowing short term rentals must be
discontinued. 

Let’s support more housing in Santa Barbara. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter,
Patricia and Tom Foley



From: Greg
To: City Clerk
Cc: Mike Jordan
Subject: Homeless/RV and vehicle dwellers/ unsafe conditions in our beach areas
Date: Friday, September 11, 2026 10:06:37 AM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from greg@sbhotels.com. Learn why this is
important

Dear City Council Members,

I am writing to you as the manager of three inns located in the West Beach area. While this is
typically a wonderful neighborhood to live and work in, we are currently experiencing a severe
influx of individuals living and sleeping in RVs and vehicles along Yanonali Street.
 
I have submitted numerous reports regarding this situation through the SBConnect app. While
these issues are occasionally marked as noted, no meaningful action has been taken, and the
problems continue to escalate.
 
Our neighborhood is now facing significant safety and health hazards, including open drug use,
drug dealing, public intoxication, and public urination. Large groups frequently gather around
these vehicles, creating an environment that feels unsafe for business owners, employees, and
visitors. The situation has deteriorated to the point where I must strategically park our own
employee vehicles on Yanonali Street just to deter additional RVs from parking there.
Furthermore, I am currently installing a security camera system at our Lavender Inn property
along Yanonali Street to document these ongoing activities.
 
This crisis is now directly damaging our business reputation and the local tourism economy.
We have begun receiving formal complaints from guests. For example, a recent review of the
Lavender Inn stated:
 
"The place was nice and clean. Staff was very helpful. The complimentary wine and cheese
was nice. The only negative wasn't on the property but the homeless encampment living in
several RVs just around the corner. We were concerned about our vehicle and valuables."
 
To protect our guests, employees, and the West Beach community, I am formally requesting
stronger parking restrictions on Yanonali Street, alongside strict police enforcement of the
city's ban on vehicle camping on public streets.
 
Thank you for your prompt attention and assistance with this critical matter.
 
Sincerely,
 

Gregory Broussard | General Manager   
Santa Barbara Hotel Collection



Brisas del Mar Inn at the Beach
Inn by the Harbor
Lavender Inn by the Sea
223 Castillo St.
Santa Barbara, California 93101
(805)  966-2219 x199
greg@sbhotels.com
 



From: Debbie Merlo
To: Randy Rowse; Wendy Santamaria; Mike Jordan; Oscar Gutierrez; Kristen Sneddon; Eric Friedman; Meagan

Harmon
Cc: City Clerk; State Street Master Plan
Subject: A Practical Compromise for State Street
Date: Friday, September 11, 2026 12:25:15 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from debbie@debbiemerlo.com. Learn why this is
important

Please distribute this correspondence to the Mayor and all members of the City Council and
include it in the public record concerning State Street.

Dear Mayor Rowse and Councilmembers,

I support creating a pedestrian-centered downtown and believe Santa Barbara can achieve that
goal in a focused, practical way.

Rather than closing eight blocks of State Street to automobiles, I suggest creating two true
pedestrian plazas in the heart of downtown. Two blocks would provide substantial space for
outdoor dining, trees, benches, fountains, public art, music, events, and community gatherings.

If these areas are designated as pedestrian plazas, they should be genuinely comfortable and
safe for pedestrians. People should be able to walk, sit, and gather without having to navigate
bicycles, e-bikes, scooters, skateboards, rollerblades, or other wheeled devices moving
through the space.

Bicycles and other wheeled transportation could use clearly designated routes around the
pedestrian plazas. People could also walk their bicycles through the plazas. Mobility devices,
including wheelchairs and other accessibility equipment, must of course remain permitted.

The remaining blocks of State Street could then reopen to carefully managed, low-speed
automobile traffic. This would help preserve access for visitors, transit, emergency services,
residents, and downtown businesses while maintaining a pedestrian-centered core.

This approach would provide a meaningful public gathering space without requiring an eight-
block closure. It would create a true pedestrian heart for downtown while allowing the rest of
State Street to function as a carefully managed, low-speed street.

I believe this balanced approach would better serve pedestrians, businesses, residents, visitors,
and the broader community.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Debbie Merlo
Realtor, Coast & Valley Properties
BRE#5852258
www.DebbieMerlo.com



From: Ricardo Frustockl
To: Brian D"Amour
Cc: Randy Rowse; Carmelita Flores; Santa Barbara City Council; Jose Lopez; Nathan Slack; turboflores7@yahoo.com; Augie Corona; Jennifer Hollywood; Jordan Hankey; PWinfo; Streets; emason@santabarbaraca.gov; Joshua Haggmark; Sydney Tollison; Emiliano SBPRIME Arreola; info@independent.com; news@noozhawk.com; Adriana Spc Corona; Nancy SBPCTECH Gottlieb; Markus Gottlieb; Robert SBPCTECH Sulnick; Veronica HUD

Loza; chicotigers@hotmail.com
Subject: Re: 1200 Punta Gorda Creek crossing
Date: Friday, September 11, 2026 4:37:46 PM

Brian,

I am following up on your August 21 response regarding Sycamore Creek at the Punta Gorda Street bridge

In that email, you stated that the City was planning an on-site inspection and that, once the assessment was complete, residents would receive an update outlining:

• The maintenance activities that will be undertaken
• Any permitting or environmental constraints
• The anticipated timeline for completing the work

It has now been three weeks, and I have not received an update regarding whether the inspection has taken place, what was found, or what work is planned

With the rainy season getting closer, I am concerned about losing valuable time

As I mentioned previously, we have already gone through an inspection process in the past where the creek was determined to be functioning according to the restoration plan  The January 2023 storm then demonstrated exactly the concern I had been raising for years, with vegetation catching debris and the water
rising essentially to the top of the Punta Gorda bridge opening

This is why I want to make sure the current review does not end with another determination that the creek is simply "working as designed "

The issue is whether the channel is as clear and unobstructed as reasonably possible before significant winter flows arrive

I am again specifically asking that the City address:

• Trees and heavy vegetation immediately upstream and downstream of the Punta Gorda bridge that can catch debris
• Dead trees, branches and accumulated debris on the south side of the bridge
• Vegetation extending down into the ravine and active creek channel
• Non-native or invasive vegetation that appears to be contributing to the overgrowth
• Sediment or other material that may unnecessarily restrict flood conveyance

The three photographs I previously provided show just how overgrown portions of the channel have become

I have also reviewed the State Coastal Conservancy's February 2026 Lower Sycamore Creek Flood Mitigation and Restoration Planning Project report  That report states that Sycamore Creek currently has insufficient channel capacity, that portions of Lower Sycamore Creek are dominated by non-native vegetation,
and that the January 2023 storm was approximately a 10-year rainfall event  It further notes that events of that magnitude are projected to become more frequent

That makes the immediate pre-winter maintenance issue even more important

The long-term $2 million planning effort is welcome, but it does not address the condition of the Punta Gorda bridge area before this coming rainy season

Could you please provide an update on:

1  Whether the promised site inspection has been completed

2  What conditions were identified

3  What trees, vegetation, debris and sediment will be removed or thinned

4  Whether any permitting limitations have been identified

5  Whether an emergency declaration is being considered if necessary

6  When the work is expected to begin and be completed

I appreciate your previous detailed response, but at this point I believe we need to move from evaluation to action

We already know what happened here in 2023  I do not want us discussing after another major storm what could have been cleared beforehand  

The recent storms have just shown that this needs to be taken seriously  

Thank you,

Ricardo Frustockl
Punta Gorda Street Resident

Ricardo Frustockl | Owner
Tel. 805-705-9371 
Santa Barbara PC Tech
510 Castillo St., Suite 107
Santa Barbara, CA 93101
www.sbpctech.com
  
 Thank you
THIS MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL, AND EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination, distributions, forwarding, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.

On Fri, Aug 21, 2026 at 6:22 PM Ricardo Frustockl <santabarbarapctech@gmail com> wrote:
Brian,

Thank you for the detailed response. I appreciate that the City is planning an on-site inspection and will provide residents with the maintenance activities, any permitting constraints, and a timeline for completing the work.

I also appreciate your statement that an emergency declaration may be considered if work beyond normal permitting constraints is warranted. Given what we saw during the January 2023 storm, I believe that is an important option to keep available.

I do want to emphasize one concern about the upcoming inspection.

We have been through this process before. During the previous round of concerns, City staff walked the creek with me and the conclusion was essentially that the creek was functioning properly and according to the restoration design.

Then the January 9, 2023 storm came.

During that storm, the vegetation and trees did exactly what I had been warning about. They caught branches and debris, the water rose essentially to the top of the Punta Gorda bridge opening, and we came extremely close to a much more serious
situation.

That is why I do not believe another inspection that simply concludes the creek is “working as designed” is sufficient.

The question should not only be whether the vegetation is consistent with the original restoration plan. The question should be whether the creek and bridge are as clear and unobstructed as reasonably possible to safely carry a major storm flow.

The Punta Gorda bridge dates back to approximately 2014–2015, and I have been raising concerns about the trees and willow growth since at least 2020. My concern has remained the same: trees and heavy vegetation within the active flow path act as
a net during high water, catching branches, logs and other debris and restricting the channel.

We have already seen this happen.

I am attaching three current photographs of the creek. As you can see, the vegetation is completely overgrown and extends well down into the ravine and active creek channel. Some of this vegetation does not appear to be native creek vegetation and
appears consistent with invasive growth such as giant reed and other non-native species.

I would specifically ask that the upcoming inspection identify which vegetation is native restoration planting and which vegetation is invasive or otherwise appropriate for removal.

There are also dead trees, dead branches and accumulated debris on the south side of the bridge near 1200 Punta Gorda that need to be cleared out. Regardless of how that material got there, dead wood and vegetation within or adjacent to the active
channel can break loose during high flows and become additional debris that catches against the bridge or other vegetation.

I understand that some vegetation may have been intentionally established as part of the restoration project and that environmental permitting requirements apply. However, after what occurred in 2023, I believe the priority before this winter must be
to clear and thin the creek sufficiently to maximize flood conveyance around the Punta Gorda bridge, particularly immediately upstream and downstream of the bridge.

I am specifically asking that the inspection evaluate what trees and vegetation can be removed or substantially thinned, what invasive vegetation should be removed, what accumulated sediment and debris can be cleared, and whether anything within
the active channel could catch debris or restrict flow during a major storm.

If normal permitting prevents work that City engineers believe is necessary for flood protection, then I appreciate your willingness to consider an emergency declaration for pre-emptive work.

I am encouraged to hear that the City is approaching the larger Sycamore Creek improvements from downstream upstream and that the City received the $2 million State Coastal Conservancy grant. Those long-term improvements are important.

My concern right now, however, is much more immediate.

We have one rainy season approaching, we already know what happened at this bridge during the 2023 storm, and I do not want us to discover after a flood that vegetation which could have been removed or thinned was left in place
because the creek was considered to be functioning according to its original design.

I look forward to the inspection results and, more importantly, a specific explanation of what vegetation, trees, invasive growth, sediment and debris will actually be removed or thinned before the 2026–27 rainy season.

Please also include me in the notification for the Eastside community meeting when it is scheduled.

Thank you again,

Ricardo Frustockl
Punta Gorda Street Resident







Ricardo Frustockl | Owner
Tel  805-705-9371 
Santa Barbara PC Tech
510 Castillo St
Suite 107
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

www sbpctech com
Thank you

On Aug 21, 2026, at 1:29 PM, Brian D'Amour <bdamour@santabarbaraca gov> wrote:

Ricardo,

 

Thank you for taking the time to write, and for continuing to share your observations and concerns regarding Sycamore Creek near the Punta Gorda Street bridge  I want to acknowledge the level of detail you’ve provided, the history you’ve outlined, and the issues you’ve raised, particularly with
NOAA’s recent El Niño outlook for the 2026–27 winter season  We recognize that Sycamore Creek has a documented flood history, and we understand why the conditions you describe feel urgent to you and your neighbors  Your video from the January 9, 2023 storm event is a reminder of how the
system performs under significant flows  

 

Details are provided below regarding maintenance activities and capital improvements for drainage in this area

 

Maintenance

 

Our teams are evaluating current conditions in and around the Punta Gorda bridge as part of our seasonal storm‑readiness work  This work is done regardless of an El Niño prediction every year to prepare for potential high storm flows and includes reviewing vegetation density, accumulated sediment
and debris, and any factors that may affect conveyance during the upcoming rainy season  As with all creek maintenance activity, our actions must comply with environmental regulations and permitting requirements, particularly where vegetation or in‑channel habitat were established as part of
previous restoration projects  Even with those regulatory constraints, we are committed to ensuring that the creek is maintained in a way that prioritizes public safety and flood preparedness

 

We are planning an on‑site inspection of the area and assessing what work can be performed within the applicable regulatory framework  Once that assessment is complete, we will provide you and the surrounding residents with an update outlining:
• The maintenance activities that will be undertaken,
• Any constraints that exist due to permitting or environmental requirements, and
• The anticipated timeline for completing work

 

Should work beyond what can be completed within permitting constraints or environmental requirements be warranted, consideration will be given to an emergency declaration for pre-emptive work  

 

Capital Planning

 

Staff have made multiple grant funding applications for replacement of the Hutash culvert   Each time, the application was denied due to insufficient benefit to cost ratio   This is because capacity restrictions downstream of the culvert result in only a marginal benefit according to the scoring
methodology   As a result, we have pivoted our focus to the planning and design of improvements from the downstream up (in the same manner that Lower Mission Creek has been widened)   The City recently received a $2M grant from the State Coastal Conservancy for the Lower Sycamore Creek
Flood Mitigation and Restoration Planning Project   This project will study and complete preliminary design for a channel restoration and flood protection project for the stretch between Highway 101 and the ocean  Once work is completed up to Highway 101, the outer bays of the highway crossing
can be opened and improvements made upstream of Punta Gorda Street      

 

We appreciate your longstanding engagement and the consistency with which you and your neighbors have raised these concerns  Please know that we take flood‑risk issues seriously, and the information you’ve provided will be included in our planning and review

 

We will follow up with more information once the site inspection and evaluation are complete  In addition, we are planning to host a community meeting in the Eastside to share work plans and to listen to resident concerns related to drainage  

 

Thank you again for reaching out

 

Sincerely,

 

Brian

Brian D'Amour, PE

Public Works Director
CITY OF SANTA BARBARA, Public Works



(805) 564-5378 | bdamour@santabarbaraca.gov

 

 

 

 

From: Ricardo Frustockl <santabarbarapctech@gmail com> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2026 6:14 PM
To: Santa Barbara City Council <SBCityCouncil@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>
Cc: Randy Rowse <rrowse@santabarbaraca.gov>; Carmelita Flores <yocarmelita9@gmail com>; Jose Lopez <jlojoe31@hotmail.com>; Nathan Slack <nslack@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>; turboflores7@yahoo.com; Augie Corona <Agu805@yahoo.com>; Jennifer Hollywood <jhollywood@santabarbaraca.gov>; Jordan Hankey
<jdhankeylaw@gmail.com>; PWinfo <pwinfo@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>; Streets <streets@SantaBarbaraCA.gov>; emason@santabarbaraca.gov; Joshua Haggmark <JHaggmark@SantaBarbaraCA gov>; Sydney Tollison <sydneytollison@gmail.com>; Emiliano SBPRIME Arreola <earreolavic86@gmail com>;
info@independent.com; news@noozhawk.com; Adriana 1212 Spc 3 Corona <adriana sb04@yahoo com>; Nancy SBPCTECH Gottlieb <nancygo@cox.net>; Markus Gottlieb <Markuszreich@gmail.com>; Robert SBPCTECH Sulnick <sulnick@earthlink.net>; Brian D'Amour <bdamour@santabarbaraca.gov>; Veronica HUD
Loza <vloza@hacsb org>
Subject: Re: 1200 Punta Gorda Creek crossing

 

Hello City Creeks Division, Public Works, City Council, Brian and Neighbors,

I am once again writing regarding the condition of Sycamore Creek at and around the Punta Gorda Street bridge and the continued failure to adequately remove the trees, vegetation and accumulated material within the creek channel

I have been raising this concern with the City since November 2020  This is not a new complaint

It is now considerably more urgent

NOAA's August 13, 2026 El Niño outlook states that there is a greater than 90% chance of a very strong El Niño during the fall and winter of 2026–27 and a 69% chance that it could reach historic strength  While nobody can predict exactly how much rain Santa Barbara will receive, we are
clearly entering a winter in which serious storm preparation should be occurring now

The City's own records recognize Sycamore Creek as a significant flood hazard  The City's current Sycamore Creek flood mitigation materials identify more than $100 million in future bridge, channel widening and flood capacity improvements, yet we continue to see the immediate problem at
Punta Gorda left unresolved

Meanwhile, substantial money has been committed to Mission Creek  City records identify a $5.5 million Lower Mission Creek flood control phase and an approximately $18 million De La Vina Street bridge project over Mission Creek, which also involves creek realignment and habitat
restoration

I am not arguing that Mission Creek should not receive this investment  I am asking why an acknowledged flood hazard on Sycamore Creek, surrounded by homes and a neighborhood that has already experienced flooding, is not receiving the same urgency when it comes to basic flood preparation
and vegetation management

The issue immediately around the Punta Gorda bridge is obvious

The trees and heavy vegetation immediately upstream and downstream of the bridge need to be removed or substantially cleared before the winter storms arrive.

I have been saying this for years because the trees act like a net  Branches, logs, vegetation and other debris become caught in them during heavy flows  That reduces the effective opening underneath and around the bridge and creates exactly the type of obstruction that can cause water to back up into
the surrounding neighborhood

I also want to restate the history as it was explained to us  Prior to the City's bridge and creek work, Santa Barbara County Flood Control maintained the creek  When the City constructed the new Punta Gorda bridge and incorporated trees and vegetation into the creek restoration, I was informed that
County Flood Control had advised against planting trees within the active creek channel  After the City proceeded with that design, responsibility for maintenance became an issue for the City

Here is what happened during the January 9, 2023 storm

I am attaching and linking the video I took during that storm  This was three years ago during a winter storm that was not the type of historic El Niño event NOAA is now warning will develop

The water rose essentially to the top of the Punta Gorda bridge opening  The trees were catching debris exactly as I had warned they would  We were watching the water continue to rise while much heavier rain was expected

Then, fortunately, the rain stopped right before the storm was supposed to actually start dumping

Had the heavy rain continued, I believe the outcome could have been very different  Sycamore Creek did overflow several streets upstream during that same storm, and City storm records from January 2023 specifically document flooding at 1130 Punta Gorda [Sycamore Creek] as well as
Sycamore Creek overflowing elsewhere in the area

Video:

https://www youtube com/watch?v=E8hSi6eygAM&t=36s

That video should be viewed again now, before the coming winter

The concern is simple: we already know what this creek looks like when it is near capacity. We already know what the trees and vegetation do when debris comes downstream. We already know the surrounding neighborhood can flood.

We should not have to experience property damage before this condition is taken seriously

Neighbors and I have repeatedly contacted the City through emails, conversations and City reporting applications asking that Sycamore Creek be properly maintained  Those communications now extend back approximately six years

I am therefore putting the City, Creeks Division and responsible agencies on formal notice once again that residents believe the existing trees, overgrowth, debris and lack of adequate channel maintenance around the Punta Gorda bridge present a foreseeable flood hazard

I am asking that crews inspect the area immediately and remove the trees and major vegetation immediately upstream and downstream of the bridge, remove accumulated debris and sediment that unnecessarily restricts the channel, and restore as much unobstructed flood carrying capacity as
reasonably possible before the 2026–27 rainy season

If these warnings continue to go unaddressed and homes or property are subsequently damaged by flooding associated with conditions that residents have repeatedly identified in advance, my neighbors and I intend to preserve our records of these warnings and pursue every available remedy
against the City, Creeks Division and any other agency responsible for the condition or maintenance of this creek.

Nobody should be able to say afterward that the City was not warned

We are warning you now, before the storms arrive

Please treat this as an urgent public safety and flood prevention matter and provide the residents surrounding the Punta Gorda bridge with a written response explaining what work will be performed before this winter and when that work will begin.

Thank you,

Ricardo Frustockl
Punta Gorda Street Resident

Tel. 805-705-9371 

Santa Barbara PC Tech

510 Castillo St., Suite 107

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

www.sbpctech.com
  
 Thank you

THIS MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL, AND EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distributions, forwarding, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.

 

 

On Tue, Sep 26, 2023 at 3:11 PM Ricardo Frustockl <santabarbarapctech@gmail com> wrote:

Hello Brian and Et-Al:

 

As we enter an El Nino season the neighbors next to and around the 1200 Punta Gorda Street bridge are once again concerned about the debris, sediment and excessive trees and shrubs planted in the creek and along the washway  

Last year when we had that storm it added to the rubble and has yet to be cleared out  The banks are full of brush and the creek bottom is up at least a foot from the previous year   There is what looks like a beaver dam at the Punta Gorda bridge on both sides north and south  A little way up the
creek the vegetation is severely overgrown and last year it flooded on what is now called Hutash Street  We came within seconds and inches of it coming over our embankment  I am once again asking the City to at the very least clear the creek of fallen trees and debris while also lowering the floor
height

 

Many of the neighbors are of the opinion that the trees should be removed altogether  They act as a screen and catch all the debris  While the creek department may think this is nice, it makes us who live here rest uneasy at night  The weather is only going to get predictably worse as climate change
is upon us  The County went on record and told the city not to plant trees in the creek but the city did it anyway, so the county washed its hands of being responsible for creek maintenance

The Creek is now overgrown and has had lack of maintenance in the years I have lived on the east side  It also invites vagrancy and homeless encampments and people drinking under the bridge   I am once again asking that this be cleared out before the oncoming winter  I am carbon copying a few
of my lawyer associates on this, for if this is not addressed in a timely fashion and the neighbors get flood damage they will seek damages from the Santa Barbara Creeks division and City of Santa Government in general  I added Clifford Maurer to this email chain since he is the Director of Public
Works and my emails have not been taken seriously in the past

 

Here is a video from 8 months ago, I had gone into the creeks department and asked them to send a crew out  They sent a couple of guys out with a skip loader and dump truck a few days later  They picked up a couple of railroad ties and left everything else behind  You all need to get heavy
equipment in there and clear this out before you have a multi million dollar, if not billion dollar problem on your hands

 

Watch this and see how close we came to disaster

 

https://www youtube com/watch?v=E8hSi6eygAM&t=36s

 

I have been emailing the city about this since November of 2020

 

Ricardo Frustockl | Home Owner | Business Owner

Tel. 805-705-9371 

Santa Barbara PC Tech

510 Castillo, Suite 107

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

www.sbpctech com
  
 Thank you

THIS MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL, AND EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distributions, forwarding, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.

 

 

On Wed, Jan 4, 2023 at 11:15 AM Brian D'Amour <bdamour@santabarbaraca gov> wrote:





portions of Sycamore Creek upstream of this location  Should you have additional questions or concerns, please direct them to me

 

Thank you

 

Brian  

 

Brian D'Amour, PE
Acting Public Works Director
CITY OF SANTA BARBARA, Public Works
(805) 564-5378 | bdamour@santabarbaraca.gov

 

 

From: Ricardo Frustockl <santabarbarapctech@gmail com> 
Sent: Friday, November 20, 2020 5:03 PM
To: Brian D'Amour <bdamour@santabarbaraca gov>
Subject: Re: 1200 Punta Gorda Creek crossing

 

EXTERNAL

 

Thank you for the update Brian

 

 

 

Ricardo Frustockl | Owner

Tel. 805-705-9371 

Santa Barbara PC Tech

903 State Street, suite 212

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

www sbpctech com
  
 Thank you

THIS MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL, AND EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distributions, forwarding, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.

 

 

On Fri, Nov 20, 2020 at 4:46 PM Brian D'Amour <bdamour@santabarbaraca gov> wrote:

Ricardo,

 

Your concern about the willow growth on Sycamore Creek in the vicinity of the Punta Gorda bridge made its way to me via internal emails here at the City   The City of Santa Barbara replaced the Punta Gorda bridge over 5 years ago   The project included a
significant widening of the existing bridge and channel downstream between Punta Gorda Street and US Highway 101   The project was ’self-mitigating’ from an environmental review / permitting standpoint due to the habitat restoration component   This habitat
restoration included removal of non-native plants and replacement with native species, including willows   For a period of 5 years following construction, the City was required to maintain and ensure that these plantings were established  

 

The ‘plant establishment’ period has recently been fulfilled   Therefore, any ongoing maintenance can now begin to fall under the annual maintenance plan managed by County Flood Control   City staff are going to reach out to Flood Control to discuss this
transition   The goal of the project was to establish plantings that would improve habitat while being capable of passing storm flows   This does require a level of maintenance in order to keep a minimum area clear  

 

I will report back to you with more information after we’ve had contact with County Flood Control

 

Brian

 

 

From: Ricardo Frustockl [mailto:santabarbarapctech@gmail com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2020 1:39 PM
To: Jennifer Hollywood <jhollywood@santabarbaraca gov>
Cc: Sebastian SBPRIME Aldana <sbsebas@gmail com>; Cathy Murillo <cmurillo@SantaBarbaraCA gov>; Jordan Hankey <jdhankeylaw@gmail com>; yocarmelita9@hotmail com; Paul Casey <PCasey@SantaBarbaraCA gov>; Cameron Benson
<CBenson@SantaBarbaraCA gov>
Subject: Re: 1200 Punta Groda Creek crossing

 

EXTERNAL

 

Just talked to Raul Yescas from county maintenance who is onsite, he says the city of SB  planted vegetation in the water way  The city was advised against doing just that  This is not the first  I have heard of this   Anyway Raul is going to double check with his
supervisor and see where the county responsibility ends and where the city's starts  Either way the areas directly on both sides of the Punta Gorda bridge are overgrown and need to be cleared out  It would be great to add this to the regularly scheduled maintenance
program   I saw an email from 5 year addressing this same thing, where Salud Carbajal had gotten involved

 

Okay maybe someone can contact George Johson?

 

PS the vegetation on the city side is over the top and leads to homeless camps and young people drinking and doing drugs in the creek

 

 

Ricardo Frustockl | Owner

Tel. 805-705-9371 

Santa Barbara PC Tech

903 State Street, suite 212

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

www.sbpctech.com
  
 Thank you

THIS MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL, AND EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distributions, forwarding, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.

 

 

On Tue, Nov 10, 2020 at 1:52 PM Jennifer Hollywood <jhollywood@santabarbaraca gov> wrote:

Good afternoon Ricardo,
Thanks for contacting us regarding the creek near your home  
I reached out to Santa Barbara County Flood Control who manages this work within the County and they requested you call them directly at 805-568-3440  
Brenda or Melissa should be able to take your information and dispatch someone out to come take a look, or they can let you know if that particular area is already part of their maintenance plan  
You can get further information on their Annual Creek Maintenance Plan at their website here: https://www countyofsb org/pwd/annualmaint sbc

Thank you, and have a good rest of your week

 

Jennifer Hollywood
Administrative Specialist
CITY OF SANTA BARBARA, Parks & Recreation
(805) 897-2658 | jhollywood@santabarbaraca gov

 

From: Ricardo Frustockl <santabarbarapctech@gmail com> 
Sent: Monday, November 9, 2020 12:07 PM
To: Jennifer Hollywood <jhollywood@santabarbaraca gov>
Cc: Sebastian SBPRIME Aldana <sbsebas@gmail com>; Cathy Murillo <cmurillo@SantaBarbaraCA gov>; Jordan Hankey <jdhankeylaw@gmail com>; yocarmelita9@hotmail com; Paul Casey <PCasey@SantaBarbaraCA gov>
Subject: 1200 Punta Groda Creek crossing

 

EXTERNAL

 

Hello Jennifer Hollywood Creeks Specialist,

 

My name is Ricardo Frustockl, I live at 1212 Punta Gorda Spc#23 SB CA 93103  I am contacting you to let you know the creek at 1200 Punta Gorda is overgrown and likely to back up in the coming rain season   I heard John Palminteri report all the creeks have



been cleared and that prompted me to get on this  This area is known to be prone to flooding and with the creek being overgrown from Liberty Street to the Freeway this is a recipe for disaster

 

 

Please have the creek cleaning crews continue from liberty st all the way down past the freeway before there is a flood because of lack of maintenance

 

Thank you

11/09/2020

Ricardo Frustockl | Owner

Tel. 805-705-9371 

Santa Barbara PC Tech

903 State Street, suite 212

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

www sbpctech.com
  
 Thank you

THIS MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL, AND EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distributions, forwarding, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.















From: Zonde Paris
To: Kristen Sneddon; Santa Barbara City Council
Cc: Larry Larson; Steve Olsen; Dana Phipps
Subject: Fw: 9.8.26 4 PM RV dwellers on Yanonali
Date: Tuesday, September 8, 2026 4:10:09 PM
Attachments: IMG 5629.PNG

Some people who received this message don't often get email from zondeparis@yahoo.com. Learn why this is
important

To whom it may concern:

Here are some photos taken by my son at around 4PM today with a number of RV's parked on Yanonali.

The woman who has been living in her Toyota for months on Bath Street (see previous photos and info),
saw him taking photos and started screaming and yelling at him. He could not understand what she was
saying. But when he tried to open the back gate on Yanonali, she was standing in front of the gate,
making it very uncomfortable to get into the complex. 

We hope URGENT action will be taken by the council!

Mia Voehl

Harbor Court

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Mia <zondeparis@yahoo.com>
To: Mia Voehl <zondeparis@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 8, 2026 at 04:02:02 PM PDT
Subject: 9.8.26 4 PM RV dwellers on Yanonali











From: State St Business Alliance
To: Santa Barbara City Council; kmacadoo@santabarbaraca.gov; Tess Harris; City Clerk; ryan@independent.com
Subject: State Street Petition Submission: Request to Update Public Input Figures
Date: Tuesday, September 8, 2026 4:26:24 PM
Attachments: State Street Alliance Report Sept2026.pdf

Some people who received this message don't often get email from statestalliance@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important

Dear Mayor and Councilmembers,

Attached is a PDF of our petition supporting the reopening of State Street to vehicles,
containing more than 800 signatures and 500 testimonials from residents, businesses, and
visitors. Please include this complete submission in the City’s public record.

I also want to address the public comment figures reported in Ryan P. Cruz’s September 2
article in the Santa Barbara Independent: 368 comments in favor of keeping State Street
closed to cars, compared with 87 requesting that vehicles return. Without also acknowledging
the support documented in this petition, those figures leave readers with an incomplete picture
of public opinion.

I am requesting that the City’s reporting of public input be updated to reflect these
petition signatures and testimonials, and that this additional information be shared with
Ryan and other media outlets reporting these figures. I recognize that petition signatures
and individual public comments may need to be reported separately rather than combined into
a single total.

Nevertheless, both should be acknowledged when describing public support for reopening
State Street versus keeping it closed to vehicles.

These signatures represent people who took the time to express their support for reopening.
The accompanying testimonials explain why this issue matters to them. Their input deserves to
be included and acknowledged, regardless of the Council’s decision on the Master Plan.

Please confirm receipt of this submission and explain how the signatures and testimonials
will be recorded, how they will be reflected in the City’s reporting, and how the
additional information will be communicated to the public and the media.



I am happy to provide the underlying Jotform data if needed for verification. The live petition
form is also available here: View the State Street petition.

Best,
Colleen Macey
State Street Business Alliance
www.StateStBusinessAlliance.com
statestalliance@gmail.com



























































































































































































































From: Christina Humphrey
To: City Clerk
Subject: Public Comment – September 15, 2026 – Short-Term Rental Ordinance / High Fire Hazard Areas
Date: Saturday, September 12, 2026 9:22:27 AM
Attachments: 2026-letter-Short Term Rental modification.pdf

Some people who received this message don't often get email from christina@chumphreylaw.com. Learn why this
is important

Dear City Clerk,
 
Attached please find my letter regarding the proposed Short-Term Rental Ordinance
scheduled for consideration by the City Council on September 15, 2026. My comments
specifically address the proposed prohibition on owner-occupied homeshares in High Fire
Hazard Areas and suggest a more tailored alternative.
 
Please include the attached letter in the public record for this agenda item and distribute it to
the Mayor and members of the City Council.
 
Thank you for your assistance.
 
Best regards,
Christina Humphrey
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September 12, 2026 

Via Email 

Mayor Randy Rowse and Members of the Santa Barbara City Council 
City of Santa Barbara 
735 Anacapa Street 
Santa Barbara, California 93101 

Email: Clerk@SantaBarbaraCA.gov 

Dear Mayor Rowse and Members of the City Council: 

I am writing regarding the proposed Short-Term Rental Ordinance scheduled for consideration 
on September 15, 2026, and specifically the provision that would categorically prohibit both 
short-term rentals and owner-occupied homeshares in all designated High Fire Hazard Areas. 

I am a Santa Barbara homeowner and local civil litigation attorney, and I have practiced law for 
25 years. My practice has included drafting and working with regulations at the state level, as 
well as addressing issues of statutory and regulatory interpretation on appeal.  I also live in a 
High Fire Hazard Area. I take the City's wildfire and evacuation concerns seriously; my 
neighbors and I live with those risks and are actively investing in fire hardening and emergency 
preparedness. 

I respectfully suggest that the Council reconsider the categorical prohibition as applied to owner-
occupied homeshares and instead permit them subject to appropriate wildfire-safety 
requirements. This would not only preserve the City's public-safety objectives, but could create a 
meaningful financial incentive for homeowners to undertake fire-hardening measures sooner. 

Homeowners in High Fire Hazard Areas are being asked—and in many cases are choosing—to 
make substantial investments in defensible space, vegetation management, home hardening, and 
emergency preparedness, while at the same time facing significantly increased insurance costs 
associated with living in these areas. Those improvements can require substantial up-front 
expenditures and maintenance costs. A carefully regulated owner-occupied homeshare provides 
a homeowner with a means of generating supplemental income to help offset those costs while 
continuing to live in and care for the property. 

The City therefore has an opportunity to align the economic incentive with its public-safety 
objective: permit an owner-occupied homeshare where the homeowner demonstrates appropriate 
wildfire preparedness and compliance with applicable safety requirements. Rather than making 
additional hardening irrelevant to eligibility, the ordinance could give homeowners another 
reason to make those investments sooner. The homeowner seeking the economic benefit of a 
homeshare could also bear the reasonable incremental cost of any additional City or Fire 
Department review required to establish compliance. 
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This is particularly appropriate for a homeshare because it does not involve converting the 
residence into an absentee vacation rental. The homeowner continues to reside at the property 
and, under the proposed ordinance, must be physically present overnight. Thus, a limited 
homeshare can provide supplemental income to help fund the increased costs of living safely in a 
High Fire Hazard Area without removing the homeowner from the residence or converting 
the property to a full-time transient use. 

I therefore suggest a relatively modest modification to the proposed ordinance: 

High Fire Hazard Areas. Short-Term Rentals are prohibited within a High Fire Hazard Area. An 
owner-occupied Homeshare shall be eligible for a Homeshare License if the property is in 
compliance with the wildfire-safety, defensible-space, vegetation-management, and emergency-
access requirements applicable to the property under Chapter 8.04 of this Code and the City of 
Santa Barbara Fire Code, and any additional objective wildfire-safety requirements adopted by 
the City and made generally applicable to owner-occupied Homeshares within the applicable 
High Fire Hazard Area or zone. 

The City may require review or inspection by the Fire Department or Fire Code Official to verify 
compliance with such requirements. To the extent practicable, such review shall be coordinated 
with existing City wildfire inspection and preparedness programs. The applicant may be required 
to pay a reasonable fee limited to the City's incremental cost of any additional review required 
for the Homeshare License. 

A Homeshare License shall not be denied based solely upon the property's location within a High 
Fire Hazard Area unless the Fire Code Official determines, based upon conditions specific to the 
property, that operation of the Homeshare would present a material fire-safety or evacuation risk 
that cannot reasonably be mitigated through conditions of approval. 

This approach would not require the City to approve every property in a High Fire Hazard Area. 
If a property's access, evacuation conditions, vegetation, structure, or other characteristics 
present risks that cannot reasonably be mitigated, the City could deny the license. It would 
simply allow the City to distinguish between properties that can safely accommodate a small, 
owner-occupied homeshare and those that cannot. 

Owner-Occupied Homeshares Are Different From Absentee Vacation Rentals 

The proposed ordinance itself recognizes a meaningful distinction between a short-term rental 
and a homeshare. A homeshare involves the rental of a portion of the owner's or host's primary 
residence while the owner or host continues to reside there. The ordinance further requires the 
owner or host to be physically present in the residence between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. while it 
is rented and limits a homeshare to four rental guests overnight. 

Those circumstances are materially different from an absentee whole-house vacation rental. 

I understand that one concern identified during the ordinance process is that transient visitors 
may be unfamiliar with evacuation routes. But in an owner-occupied homeshare, the permanent 
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resident—the person familiar with the property, neighborhood, and evacuation procedures—is 
required to remain at the residence overnight. The City could also require guests to receive 
evacuation information and impose any additional conditions the Fire Department considers 
appropriate. 

The distinction is relevant to the City's housing objectives as well. An owner-occupied 
homeshare does not necessarily remove a residential unit from the long-term housing supply: the 
homeowner continues to occupy the residence and rents only a portion of the home. Treating 
such a use identically to an absentee whole-house vacation rental therefore overlooks differences 
relevant both to wildfire safety and to the City's housing objectives. 

Our Neighborhood Is Already Investing in Wildfire Preparedness 

Our neighborhood's experience also demonstrates why a categorical rule may be unnecessarily 
broad. Residents are organizing neighborhood preparedness "pods," developing designated 
buddy systems, committing to additional fire-hardening measures, coordinating emergency 
planning, and working closely with the Santa Barbara Fire Department. 

Yet under a categorical prohibition, none of these measures can be considered. A homeowner 
who has invested substantially in defensible space, fire hardening, evacuation preparedness, and 
neighborhood coordination is treated the same as a property presenting materially different 
access, vegetation, structural, or evacuation conditions. The City should encourage these private 
investments in wildfire resilience, and regulated homeshare eligibility could provide an 
additional incentive to undertake them sooner. 

The Proposal Need Not Create an Unfunded City Program 

This approach need not require taxpayers to subsidize an additional regulatory program. Where 
feasible, review could be incorporated into existing City wildfire inspection and preparedness 
programs and the STR/homeshare licensing process, with the applicant bearing the reasonable 
incremental cost of any additional review. The City could retain authority to require additional 
inspection following a material change in property conditions or a safety-related violation. 

The 30-Day Distinction Further Supports Regulation of the Actual Risk 

The ordinance's treatment of longer-term rentals also illustrates why a more tailored approach is 
appropriate. The proposed ordinance regulates rentals of 30 consecutive days or less, while a 
bona fide residential rental to the same occupant for 31 days or longer falls outside the STR 
prohibition. 

I understand that the concerns identified during the ordinance process include both visitors' 
unfamiliarity with limited evacuation routes and their behavior with flammable materials. Those 
are legitimate concerns, but they are also risks that an owner-occupied homeshare is particularly 
well suited to mitigate. Unlike an absentee STR, the homeowner remains at the property, is 
familiar with local evacuation procedures and current fire conditions, and can communicate 
applicable fire-safety restrictions to guests and monitor activity at the property. 
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The risk associated with flammable materials is also not unique to short-term occupancy. 
Residents, long-term tenants, houseguests, and short-term visitors can all engage in conduct that 
creates ignition risk. In an owner-occupied homeshare, however, the homeowner is present to 
communicate applicable restrictions and monitor activity at the property. 

The 30-day distinction reinforces this point. The physical characteristics of the residence, its 
access and evacuation routes, and its wildfire preparedness do not change on day 31. Nor does a 
longer-term occupant necessarily become familiar with evacuation conditions immediately upon 
beginning a tenancy. In an owner-occupied homeshare, by contrast, the permanent resident 
familiar with the property and neighborhood remains on site. 

The question, therefore, is not whether homeshares in High Fire Hazard Areas should be 
regulated. They should be. The question is whether the identified risks can be addressed directly 
through objective safety requirements and owner oversight rather than conclusively presumed 
based solely on the property's location and the duration of a guest's stay. 

Conclusion 

Those of us who live in Santa Barbara's High Fire Hazard Areas have a substantial interest in 
making our homes and neighborhoods safer. We live with the wildfire risk, face increasing 
insurance and mitigation costs, and are investing our own resources in fire hardening, defensible 
space, and emergency preparedness. 

I am not asking the City to relax its fire-safety standards. I am suggesting that the City use the 
homeshare licensing process to reinforce them. A homeowner seeking the privilege of operating 
a homeshare in a High Fire Hazard Area can reasonably be required to satisfy heightened, 
objective wildfire-safety requirements and bear the reasonable incremental cost of demonstrating 
compliance. In return, a homeowner whose property can safely accommodate a small, owner-
occupied homeshare should have an opportunity to qualify. 

I respectfully ask the Council to consider this modification before adopting a categorical 
prohibition on owner-occupied homeshares in High Fire Hazard Areas. This approach would 
protect the City's public-safety interests while encouraging additional private investment in the 
very fire-hardening and preparedness measures the City seeks to promote. I would be happy to 
work with City staff or other interested residents on appropriate language. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Respectfully, 

Christina Humphrey 

 

 



From: Ernest Salomon
To: wmacfadyen@noozhawk.com
Cc: jmolina@noozhawk.com; newsmakerswithjr@gmail.com; Santa Barbara City Council; jean@independent.com
Subject: Government Knew It Was Coming and Did Nothing
Date: Saturday, September 12, 2026 10:52:37 AM

Noozhawk Piece
 

Bill Macfadyen: 25 Years After 9/11,
Never Forget Who We Lost and Why
— or What We Stand For
 
Bill-
 
Clinton, Bush and Obama were all warned by our intelligence community
that Ben Laden planned to crash planes into US Cities.  It has also been
disclosed that our government had been warned that Arab pilots were
essentially asking to be taught how to take off and fly planes, but not how
to land them. 
 
Nothing was done! 
 
I will never forget who we lost and why-it was because three presidents
failed us!
 
Sincerely,
 
Ernie 

Ernest Salomon

Santa Barbara, CA 93108

Ernstsal@aol.com



From: Amanda I. Greene
To: Holly Perea; City Clerk
Subject: Next steps with Verkada and SBPD LPR policy
Date: Sunday, September 13, 2026 5:21:56 PM

Some people who received this message don't often get email from amandaigreene@gmail.com. Learn why this is
important

Hi. I attended the City Council meeting on August 25 about the cancellation of flock cameras
and the proposed new vendor Verkada.

While the agenda item had only been to vote on the new vendor contract, by the end of the
meeting the council seemed to be in agreement that a renewed look at the broader SBPD LPR
policy was in order given that the policy was written several years ago during a much different
political climate. 

One of the biggest concerns regarding these kinds of surveillance technologies has to do with
the risks of personal data getting into the wrong hands, especially in a time of political
extremism (e.g. the criminalization of ideas and beliefs that we are seeing at the federal level
with NSPM-7) and new AI and cyber security vulnerabilities. No matter how good of
intentions one may have about it, or how secure one thinks it is, the times have changed
rapidly over the past few years and there have been numerous instances of abuse of the data
when it's gotten into the wrong hands. It is incredibly important that this policy is revisited
with public input and expert guidance.

I was really glad to hear the City Council collectively agree at the Aug 25th meeting not to
renew the Verkada contract that day and take two weeks to consider next steps (that would
have been last Tuesday, Sept 8th but the meeting was cancelled). And then to also look at
revisiting the SBPD LPR police.  

What is the status on this?

Thanks so much

Amanda
-- 
Amanda Ianthe Greene
Research Consultant
Santa Barbara, CA 931



From: Jeanette Webber
To: Mike Jordan
Cc: Santa Barbara City Council
Subject: Public Safety in the West Beach
Date: Sunday, September 13, 2026 10:14:11 PM
Attachments: image.png

West Beach Public Safety Letter (1).docx

Some people who received this message don't often get email from jwebber@sbhotels.com. Learn why this is important

Dear Mayor Rouse, Councilman Jordan and Santa Barbara City Council Members.

Please find attached a letter from me regarding the unsafe and unsanitary conditions we are facing
in our West Beach neighborhood.

Many years ago, I worked with Mayor Harriett Miller and councilman Gregg Hart to create the very
successful Clean Creeks Program. The local tourism businesses supported the program to clean
the debris, junk, trash and human waste out of our creeks and keep it from flowing into and
polluting our ocean and beaches. Now we face a similar threat from the same issue and all these
years later we still have not solved the problem. The creeks have become the streets for unhoused
living.

Thank you for your attention to this very important issue.

Jeanette Webber
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the debris, junk, trash and human waste out of our creeks and keep it from flowing into and
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living.

Thank you for your attention to this very important issue.

Jeanette Webber





Jeanette Weber 
Managing Partner 
Harborside Inns of Santa Barbara 
223 Castillo Street 
Santa Barbara, California 93101 
jwebber@sbhotels.com 

September 13, 2026 

Mayor and Members of the Santa Barbara City Council 
City of Santa Barbara 
Santa Barbara, California 

Re: West Beach Parking, Public Safety, and Neighborhood Conditions 

Dear Santa Barbara Mayor and City Council Members: 

My family and I have been doing business in Santa Barbara’s tourism industry for more 
than 50 years. I am Managing Partner of Harborside Inns of Santa Barbara, which owns and 
operates several hotels in the West Beach area, including Lavender Inn by the Sea at 206 
Castillo Street, Brisas del Mar, Inn at the Beach at 223 Castillo Street, and Inn by the 
Harbor at 433 West Montecito Street. 

For decades, our family and employees have worked extremely hard to provide excellent 
accommodations and hospitality to visitors from around the world. Our housekeepers, 
maintenance staff, front-desk employees, and managers take great pride not only in our 
hotels, but also in representing Santa Barbara as a beautiful, welcoming, and safe place to 
visit. 

Unfortunately, in recent years we have witnessed an alarming deterioration of conditions in 
the West Beach neighborhood, particularly along Yanonali Street and Bath Street. 

Vehicles being used for long-term habitation remain parked on neighborhood streets. Our 
guests and employees encounter derelict vehicles, trash, human waste, the smell of urine, 
disruptive behavior, and suspected drug use and drug sales. These conditions are 
occurring only blocks from our beach, harbor, parks, hotels, and some of Santa Barbara’s 
most important visitor destinations. 

This has become a public safety, sanitation, neighborhood, tourism, and economic 
issue. 

Our guests tell us they no longer feel safe walking to the beach or through the 
neighborhood. They have reported being confronted or threatened, encountering human 
feces and the smell of urine, and hearing loud and disturbing activity in the middle of the 
night. Some have reported suspected drug activity occurring around vehicles within view of 
their guest rooms. 



Our employees must deal with these conditions as well. Staff members have had to clean 
up human waste and have been harassed, pushed, and physically assaulted. When we call 
the Police Department for assistance, we too often receive no timely response. 

These experiences damage Santa Barbara’s reputation. Guests may love our hotels but tell 
us they will not return because they do not feel comfortable or safe in the surrounding 
neighborhood. They post reviews and tell others. Instead of returning to Santa Barbara, 
they can choose Carlsbad, San Diego, Laguna Beach, Monterey, Carmel, or another 
coastal destination. 

I recently spent time in Carlsbad and was struck by the difference. The streets and public 
areas were clean and filled with tourists, families, residents exercising, and people walking 
their dogs. Other California coastal communities face many of the same difficult social 
problems that Santa Barbara faces. We should examine what communities that are 
successfully maintaining their tourist and residential neighborhoods are doing and 
determine what Santa Barbara can legally and effectively do as well. 

Compassion for people experiencing homelessness and maintaining clean, safe, lawful 
public spaces are not mutually exclusive responsibilities. The City must be able to 
provide appropriate assistance to vulnerable people while also protecting residents, 
employees, businesses, visitors, and public spaces. 

Tourism businesses are also important financial partners with the City. Our hotels 
generate substantial transient occupancy tax revenue. When our hotels succeed, the City 
benefits. When visitors choose other communities, hotel occupancy and room rates 
decline, employees and local businesses suffer, and City tax revenues suffer as well. 

I therefore respectfully ask the Mayor and City Council to take immediate and 
measurable action in the West Beach neighborhood. Specifically, I ask the City to 
consider: 

• Appropriate overnight parking restrictions, residential/business parking regulations, 
or reasonable parking time limits on Yanonali Street, Bath Street, and other affected 
streets; 

• Consistent enforcement of existing parking laws, including citations and towing 
when vehicles are legally eligible for removal; 

• Meaningful enforcement concerning public urination and defecation, illegal 
dumping, drug activity, threatening behavior, and other unlawful conduct; 

• A more timely police and City response when residents, employees, and 
businesses report serious public-safety problems; and 

• Improved street and pedestrian lighting throughout West Beach, particularly 
along Yanonali, Bath, Castillo, West Montecito, and the walking routes between our 
hotels, parks, beach, and harbor. 

Most importantly, I respectfully request that the Mayor and City Council place the West 
Beach parking and public-safety issue on an upcoming City Council agenda for public 



discussion and action. This discussion should include City leadership, the Police 
Department, parking and transportation officials, neighborhood residents, hospitality 
businesses, and other affected stakeholders. 

After more than 50 years of doing business here, it hurts me deeply to watch a 
neighborhood and community that my family loves deteriorate. Santa Barbara is an 
extraordinary city. Our residents, employees, businesses, and visitors deserve streets and 
public spaces that are clean, safe, welcoming, and properly managed. 

We are asking the City to establish a concrete plan for West Beach, identify who will be 
responsible for implementing it, and take action as soon as possible. 

I look forward to a response from the Mayor and City Council explaining what specific 
measures the City intends to take regarding Yanonali Street, Bath Street, and the 
surrounding West Beach neighborhood, and whether this matter will be placed on an 
upcoming City Council agenda. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Respectfully, 

Jeanette Weber 
Managing Partner 
Harborside Inns of Santa Barbara 


