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Wall of Insects 
re-imagined

The Wall of Insects (bottom photo) is an object of 
visual fascination and illustration for Museum visitors.

Matthew Gimmel, Ph.D, the Museum entomologist 
and curator, has re-imagined a new one.

 In its new Santa 
Barbara Gallery, Matt 
has created a space 
where art meets sci-

ence that vividly illustrates evolution in the insect 
world! Just like the former focus of Cartwright Hall. 

Matt notes that the old Wall, while an impressive 
assembly,  had a lot of “repeats” or duplicates of the 
same species --overwhelming with sheer quantity, 
not diversity. Many of the specimens survived public 
display (with dust and sunlight) for decades. 

The new wall refitted the specimens but the 
faded, broken and not usable. It adds many fresh-
looking specimens - with help from star entomolo-
gist-docent and research associate  Sandy Russell, 
who is also s Mission Creek Legacy Society member.

Matt states: “Fortunately, I was allowed a lot of freedom in terms of the concept, but 
this was also a challenging assignment, given that the Wall of Insects was treasured by so 
many Museum-goers for a long time.”                                  Source: rrose@sbnature2.org

Dr. Matthew Gimmel

Dr. Jonathan Hoffman

Science Pub: Geology and Viticulture 
- a Central Coast Perspective

Vineyard geology is often considered a driving factor for the unique flavors 
                     of different wines. 

Is there scientific support? How does the centu-
ries-old concept of terroir, or the flavor expression 
of a region, hold up to scientific scrutiny? 

Dr. Jonathan Hoffman, Dibblee Collection 
Manager of Earth Science in the Santa Barbara Mu-
seum of Natural History, discusses the influences of 
soil and geology on vine growth and wine flavor. He 
focuses on how the Central Coast’s unique geology 
contributes to its diverse wine industry. 

Join the fun and friendly conversation. Quench 
your thirst for knowledge about science and nature. 
Monday, August 13, 6:30 - 8pm at Dargan’s Irish 
Pub & Restaurant, 18 E. Ortega St., 

Free Admission.

We guide veterans 
in mindfulness 
practices that 
empower them to
Be Free, Be Well, 
and Be Whole in 
their daily lives.
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TWO PROPOSED ROUNDABOUTS FOR
MONTECITO

Two Proposed Roundabouts for Montecito

Preliminary design for the San Ysidro Road Roundabout Project (click here for more information)

Source: Santa Barbara County

The City and the County of Santa Barbara invite the public to attend a community meeting and open house for
the Olive Mill/Coast Village Road Roundabout Project.

5:30-7:30 p.m. Wednesday, Aug. 29
Chase Palm Park Center
236 E. Cabrillo Blvd.
Santa Barbara 

At the meeting, speak to experts about the design of this project and the County's roundabout project at San
Ysidro Road and N. Jameson Lane.

Click any of the images for more information. 
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With 2 Montecito Roundabouts on the Way, Officials Hold
Open House to Get Direct Feedback
Public invited to learn about, review traffic circle proposals for Coast Village and Olive Mill roads and San Ysidro
Road and North Jameson Lane

By Brooke Holland, Noozhawk Staff Writer | @NoozhawkNews |  11:10 a.m. | August 26, 2018 | 6:51 p.m.

From the twice-daily Highway 101 backup known as “the Montecito crawl” to congested surface streets as
commuters and frustrated motorists try to avoid the stall, Montecito has always been a transportation
adventure.

California Highway Patrol officers direct traffic at San Ysidro Road and North Jameson Lane, a month after the Montecito
disaster that restricted mobility in the devastated community. A roundabout has been proposed for the intersection, which
includes Highway 101 entrance and exit ramps, to reduce future bottlenecks. (Bill Macfadyen / Noozhawk file photo)
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And that was before the deadly Jan. 9 flash flooding and debris flows that submerged the freeway and
took out key bridges along East Valley Road/Highway 192. The freeway was reopened
(https://www.noozhawk.com/article/its_open_highway_101_flowing_again_through_montecito) almost two weeks after the
disaster, but bridge replacement projects are only now underway.

Mile-long Coast Village Road bears the brunt of bypass attempts and, over the years, has been the focus
of numerous proposals and adjustments to keep traffic flowing.

Almost a decade ago, a roundabout was installed at the street’s west end, by Montecito Country Mart
(https://www.noozhawk.com/article/judy_foreman_montecito_country_mart_20150621) . Now, a roundabout at the east
end — at the street’s five-way intersection with Olive Mill Road, North Jameson Lane and the Highway
101 entrance and exit ramps — is entering the preliminary design phase.

At the same time, a third roundabout — at North Jameson and San Ysidro Road, and encompassing the
northbound freeway entrance and exit ramps — is being considered. Engineers believe a traffic circle will
significantly reduce the morning bottleneck on the southbound exit ramp, where a long line of cars and
trucks backs up onto the freeway shoulder and right lane.

An informational meeting is scheduled for Wednesday (http://countyofsb.org/pwd/central.c/2480) so the public can
learn more about the plans for both projects, including details on the proposed designs, pedestrian and
bicycle crosswalks, and rehabilitation of existing roadways in the vicinity. Those in attendance can speak
directly with government officials about the initial designs, and provide comments and feedback.

Hosted by the City of Santa Barbara (https://www.santabarbaraca.gov) and Santa Barbara County
(http://www.countyofsb.org) , the open house-style meeting is 5:30 to 7:30 p.m. Wednesday at the Chase Palm
Park Center (https://www.santabarbaraca.gov/gov/depts/parksrec/indoor/cppc.asp) , 236 E. Cabrillo Blvd. Paid parking
is available in the adjacent public lot on the west side of the center.

The Olive Mill Road roundabout project is a collaboration of the city, county and the Santa Barbara
County Association of Governments (http://www.sbcag.org) . Preliminary design plans are for the traffic circle
to replace the five stop signs
(https://www.noozhawk.com/article/olive_mill_road_roundabout_sparks_drama_santa_barbara_montecito_meeting) at the
intersection.

The county is leading the San Ysidro Road roundabout project, which includes new curbs and gutters on
San Ysidro Road, a splitter island and drought-resistant landscaping.

Funding for the preliminary design and development phase of both projects comes from the federal
funds currently designated through the Highway 101 Operational Improvement money, according to the
county's Public Works spokesman Lael Wageneck.

The projects are planned in conjunction with the Highway 101 widening through Montecito, and a specific
timeline has not been determined. The 101 widening project will add an additional lane in both directions
of travel for high-occupancy vehicles (HOV) or carpools. The project is along 16 miles of Highway 101
between Santa Barbara and the Ventura County line.

— Noozhawk (http://www.noozhawk.com) staff writer Brooke Holland can be reached at
bholland@noozhawk.com (mailto:bholland@noozhawk.com) . Follow Noozhawk on Twitter: @noozhawk
(http://twitter.com/noozhawk) , @NoozhawkNews (http://twitter.com/noozhawkNews) and @NoozhawkBiz
(http://twitter.com/noozhawkBiz) . Connect with Noozhawk on Facebook (http://www.facebook.com/noozhawk) .

https://www.noozhawk.com/article/community_feedback_sought_for_montecito_roundabouts_proposal_20180826















Some Problem Intersections Could Get Help; Two Roundabouts Proposed For South Coast | KCLU
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planning stages.

Wednesday night, engineers held a community meeting to talk about the proposals. The

designs are intended to allow the roundabouts to be built on already owned public

property, which would help minimize costs and delays.

Preliminary estimates are that from engineering to construction and landscaping, the

roundabouts would cost about three million dollars each. At this point, there is no

funding past the design work that’s underway, so there’s no defnitive timeline for the

projects. Engineering planners say key to the roundabouts will be whether voters keep

SB1, the state’s gas tax in place. A proposal to repeal it is on the November ballot. It’s

currently supplying key funding for local projects like the roundabouts.
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City and County of Santa Barbara Olive Mill and San Ysidro Road Roundabout Projects 

Pop-Ups Summary Report 
September 26, 2018 

 
Events: 

Montecito Farmer’s Market – July 27, 2018 
Santa Barbara Farmer’s Market – July 28, 2018 
Montecito Farmer’s Market – August 10, 2018 

Santa Barbara Farmer’s Market – August 11, 2018 
Montecito Farmer’s Market – August 17, 2018 

 
 

The VMA Outreach Team (Outreach Team) staffed five (5) pop-up events in the Santa Barbara area in preparation 
for the upcoming Community Informational Meeting and Open House for the Olive Mill and San Ysidro Road 
Roundabout Projects (Projects). The events included an information table for the Projects with project area maps 
(boards), Fact Sheets, and Sign-up sheets.  Information on the Projects and public meeting was provided to interested 
community members, as well as an opportunity to sign up to receive updates and notifications from the City and 
County.  

The information table at the events made it possible for stakeholders to learn about the improvement projects for 
the intersections of Olive Mill and San Ysidro Road, see graphics of areas and features of the Projects, ask questions 
and leave contact information in order to be added to a City and County mailing list for additional information. The 
pop-up events served as an opportunity for the Outreach Team to inform the public of the scheduled Community 
Informational Meeting and Open House, receive feedback from the community and document informal comments.  

The following summarizes the events staffed by the Outreach Team and provides a list of (unofficial) comments 
received. Due to the informal nature of the pop-up events, comments were not solicited on official comment cards. 

Montecito Farmer’s Market – Friday, July 27 
The Montecito Farmers Market is a weekly event and is part of the Santa Barbara Farmers Market Association. There 
were about 30 community members who visited, stopped, or engaged in verbal discussion with the outreach staff 
at the information table during the three (3) hour period that the information table was available. The majority of 
the stakeholders were seeking general information on the Projects. Many stakeholders were supportive and 
mentioned that it would be a great improvement to the dangerous intersections. Some also expressed concerns 
over current construction on HWY 101, increased traffic and overall travel experience on Coast Village Road. 
 
Santa Barbara Farmer’s Market – Saturday, July 28 
The Santa Barbara Farmers Market is a weekly event and is part of the Santa Barbara Farmers Market Association.  
There were 125 community members who visited, stopped, or engaged in verbal discussion at the information table 
during the three (3) hour period that the information table was available.  The majority of the stakeholders were 
seeking general information on the Projects including a timeline. Many stakeholders were supportive of the Projects 
and supportive of roundabouts in general. Several stakeholders mentioned the need for good signage for both 
pedestrian and bicycle crossings. Some stakeholders stated that while a roundabout at the Olive Mill Road 
intersection made sense, they could not see a need for the roundabout at San Ysidro Road. Overall, the public 
seemed to appreciate the effort by the City and County to inform the public about the Projects. 
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Montecito Farmer’s Market – Friday, August 10 
The Montecito Farmers Market is a weekly event and is part of the Santa Barbara Farmers Market Association. There 
were about 30 community members who visited, stopped, or engaged in verbal discussion with the outreach staff 
at the information table during the three (3) hour period that the information table was available. The majority of 
the stakeholders stopped by the table to seek general information on the Projects and view the map boards for the 
Projects. One stakeholder mentioned that some roundabouts work and other do not.  
 
Santa Barbara Farmer’s Market – Saturday, August 11 
The Santa Barbara Farmers Market is a weekly event and is part of the Santa Barbara Farmers Market Association.  
There were 135 community members who visited, stopped, or engaged in verbal discussion at the information table 
during the three (3) hour period that the information table was available.  The majority of the stakeholders asked 
for general information on the Projects. Many stakeholders had concerns about people not knowing how to properly 
drive roundabouts. Several stakeholders also discussed liking how roundabouts work in Europe.  
 
 Montecito Farmer’s Market – Friday, August 17 
The Montecito Farmers Market is a weekly event and is part of the Santa Barbara Farmers Market Association. There 
were about 38 community members who visited, stopped, or engaged in verbal discussion with the outreach staff 
at the information table during the three (3) hour period that the information table was available. Many stakeholders 
liked the idea of having more roundabouts based off of using them in other places. Some also had concerns about 
drivers not knowing how to properly drive in roundabouts. Several stakeholders were also worried about 
construction creating even more traffic.  
 
Some of the verbal comments received included (paraphrased):  
1. I like the roundabouts in Europe. 

2. Both of the intersections are dangerous so this would be a great improvement.  

3. App users (waze, etc.) are causing congestion on existing roundabouts by avoiding the 101 and going into residential 

areas. 

4. This is a good time for construction at Olive Mill. 

5. I like the format of the roundabout at Las Positas. 

6. Include signage to support the safety of bicyclists using the roundabout. 

7. Better pedestrian crossing signage is needed to help travel roundabout and prevent accidents. 

8. People need to be taught how to drive roundabouts. 

9. Olive Mill needs a roundabout. 

10. This is a great idea many places have roundabouts.  

11. These Roundabouts make sense but people concerned with the existing 101 FWY construction may not be supportive. 

12. Roundabouts work great. 

13. This is a very ambitious project. 

14. There are sensitivities with new construction with everything the community has gone through in the last nine months. 

15. This couldn’t come at a worse time. 

16. I hope they choose a construction schedule with the businesses in mind.  

17. This can’t come soon enough.  
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Questions that regularly occurred in conversation included (paraphrased): 

1. What is the need for a roundabout at San Ysidro Road? 

2. Are there concerns with these projects? 

3. What is the estimated cost? 

4. Will you stream the meeting on August 29? 

5. What’s the status of the construction on the 101 FWY? 

6. What are the project benefits and concerns? 

7. Will the roundabouts accommodate emergency vehicles? 

8. Does this project have anything to do with the mudslides? 

9. How long will the project take? 

10. Are both projects moving forward or will one be chosen over the other? 

 

LIST OF MATERIALS 

The following list of collateral materials were made available at the information table: 

1. Olive Mill Road Roundabout Project Fact Sheet (English and Spanish) 

2. San Ysidro Road Roundabout Project Fact Sheet (English and Spanish) 

3. Olive Mill Road Roundabout Project Map Board (24x36 on easel) 

4. San Ysidro Road Roundabout Project Map Board (24x36 on easel) 

5. Sign-up Sheets (voluntary/ to receive updates on Projects) 
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Sample Photographs from Pop-up Events: 

Below are photographs from the outreach efforts at the Santa Barbara Farmer’s Market. 
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Montecito Farmer’s Market 
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Dear Ms. Iza and Mr. Rubalcava,
I received notice of the Information Meeting and Open House for the two projects noted
above. I cannot attend yet wanted to share my comments.
 
As a resident of Santa Barbara/Montecito for 50 years and a small business owner in
Montecito, I have witnessed a lot of changes which includes huge traffic problems as our
community has grown significantly over the years. The roundabout at Hot Springs has proved
very successful, and I anticipate these two new roundabouts will ease a lot of issues at the
noted two intersections.
 
But first, the BIGGEST problem remains the massive error in removing the southbound 101
on ramp at the Bird Refuge/Hot Springs.  That decision was illy conceived and has created
massive traffic problems on Coast Village Road.  Coast Village Road has become a nightmare
bumper to bumper commuter on ramp to the southbound 101 on ramp at Olive Mill. This has
been an incredible disruption and danger to the businesses and the community that must be
fixed before bothering with the proposed roundabouts. 
 
Coast Village Road loses hundreds of thousands of dollars in business because of the
commuter traffic - the traffic impedes local Santa Barbara/Montecito customers and visitors
who want to come to shop and dine.This loss of customers hurts the businesses and in turn
hurts the coffers of the city of Santa Barbara with reduced sales tax income.
 
The traffic caused by the on ramp removal fiasco was exacerbated during the devastating mud
flow event with more traffic forced off of 192 onto other Montecito roads. THANK YOU for
helping the situation by putting in 2 stop signs at Butterly Lane and Coast Village Circle
intersections.  They have created more order and safety on Coast Village. I hope these will be
made permanent as they been great improvements. The blockade at Middle in the parking lane
has worked too.  After witnessing speeding cars in the traffic lanes for years and years (trying
to beat the bumper to bumper issue), this blockade has helped mitigate that problem.
 



The most disturbing thing about the removal of the south bound on ramp in the first place is
that the point was to create greater safety and better traffic flow.  That mistake has created
MORE DANGER on Coast Village Road,  IMPEDED traffic flow and REDUCED
accessibility to businesses ever since.

I have heard rumor that the mistake will be fixed by creating a new south bound on ramp near
where it was removed and would like to know more about that.  This is the most urgent issue.
Again, this is the MAIN PROBLEM that needs to be rectified before all the upheaval of the
roundabouts.  

I am happy to support the roundabout projects should the real problem be addressed prior.

I would appreciate your follow up.

Thank you,



 

 
Hello Ms. Yanez and Mr. Rubalcava,
 
I’m unable to attend the public meeting next week so am sending comments in advance.
While I am generally in favor of the roundabouts, I would like to request that you take bike lane
signage into consideration.
I am a regular bike commuter from the Sheffield Drive area into downtown Santa Barbara.  As such, I
use the Hot Springs Road roundabout regularly.  At that juncture, I have no alternative but to ‘take
the lane’ and function as a car since there is a gap in the bike path between Coast Village Road and
Cabrillo Blvd.  It’s generally not an issue but it would be good to advise cars of this with a sign that
says something like “Gap in bike path, please share the road” or some such.
Given that we may be going from one roundabout in that area to three, it would be nice to have
consistent signage for cyclist safety.  I realize that this involves two different jurisdictions but if there
will be other consistent signage, it would be nice to include something that mentions bikes.
Thank you for your consideration.  I’m sorry that I’m unable to attend next week and if there is a
subsequent meeting I hope to attend.
Kind regards,

 
 



 

 
 



Dear Mr. Rubalcava,

I am unable to attend the meeting regarding the traffic circle being proposed on San Ysidro but am adamant about
providing input (short version: I would not have moved to Santa Rosa Lane had I known a traffic circle was going to
be put in down the road. To say it will help alleviate traffic when the ones on Milpas and Coast Village are a
nightmare for traffic is ridiculous).

Are you the correct person to whom to voice concerns? If not, please advise to whom I should direct my concerns.

Thank you,



Thank you for your interest in the Olive Mill Roundabout Project. Your comments/inquiry
has been submitted to City staff.



City, State, Zip Code (Optional)

:

Sign up for email alerts

:

Your Message (Please limit to 1200 characters)

: Hi, I just wanted to submit a comment in strong support of the Olive Mill roundabout project.
I think it will make a significant improvement to traffic flow and safety and I applaud the
effort. Thanks.



>
> Hi Gary,
>
> Thank you for being at the meeting on Wednesday..
> I would like to get the stats  re traffic accidents, deaths and injuries to pedestrians, at the intersections,  freeway
entrances and exits in the area where Cal Trans is  planning  the proposed  future roundabouts.
>
>
> All the work on the SLL starts  at 7:30 and ends by 3....
> The time to observe traffic is at 8am or 3pm.
> There is going to be a large dirt removal project at two neighbors.
>
> Thanks for your help.
> 
>



Hi Allison, Gary and Chris,

I saw you all and spoke to Gary and Allison at the Roundabout Open
House on Wednesday – could not make it to Laura, but GREAT turnout
and I really enjoyed hearing people’s interest and feedback.  Nice job to all
of you and your agencies!

I left without filling out a “comment card”, but want to be sure to be
recorded as IN FAVOR of both Roundabout concepts, and probably
perfectly in favor with the concept designs laid out.  The one issue that
could use analysis is how pedestrian approaches to each leg of the
roundabout could have any kind of additional ‘warning’ for a feeling of
safer entry into the roundabout.  I thought of tools like the HAWK
crossings I’ve helped get CEQA clearance for in City of Goleta, but I have
no idea if that would fit in with the design standards for local agencies or
Caltrans.

Understanding Wednesday was the first show and tell, if you will, for the
design concepts, I thought it went quite well.  It’s likely that I’ll serve on the
Montectio Association next year, so I will stand up for the Roundabouts in
concept, but I expect that part of town will have a hard time accepting
them.  That said, I’m hoping the County, maybe with SBCAG’s or City’s
help, can print a simple, graphically clean FAQ for those two locations.

Advantages:





Hi Everyone,
 Except for the CalTrans recipients om this email, I have had the good fortune to know, speak

with, and work with most of the other recipients, some for years. I respect your various amounts of
knowledge and experience on the interrelated subjects of : Highway 101 HOV / Olive Mill and San
Ysidro Road roundabouts/ and future Montecito disaster  readiness actions.

 I have attached six documents with this email. These documents raise a number of points
about the three interrelated subjects that are quite important to the long term future of Montecito
and Hwy 101. One of the attachments in my “Traffic Counts…” document which raises significant
questions which five public meetings on the subject have provided no answers. For example, why
does no one want to know the data-driven reasons why there are many dozens of instances this
year, as well as last fall, showing the same “clogged” intersection (i.e. North Jameson and San Ysidro
Roads) suddenly becoming “unclogged” or “deserted” the day before or the day after at the same
time of day (during the contract mandated time of 4-6ppm, Monday through Friday)? If these traffic
counts had not recorded certain thresholds, none of us would be having these meetings in the first
place.

 In an effort to be transparent and to ask all your points of view on these interrelated
subjects to remain open to new and/or more current data, new explanations, and new mitigations or
remedies.  I am concerned about what appears to be a rapid rush to pour concrete. Yes, we now
have SB1 money, but are we, together, like the carpenter in the old management story that says
“….but to a master carpenter, every problem/opportunity looks like a nail” ?

 As I independently reviewed past evidence and performed some of my own studies and



counts, I simply discovered  important questions that should be answered before pouring concrete
or finalizing (roundabout) plans in 2018based upon 2013-2015 data to be built between 2020 and
2025.

Please review my attachments. My goal is to help provide the best long term result for these
three interrelated subjects (i.e. Hwy 101, Olive Mill and SYR roundabouts, and long term
safety).
My concerns can be summarized into two broad categories:

1. Timeline, structure, process for Hwy 101 and roundabouts.
2. Long Term Safety. I ask that you amend various plans to allow for:

a. More flood and debris flow capacity under Hwy 101 in Montecito
b. Build two new bridges at Olive Mill and San Ysidro Roads to current 2018

CalTrans standards, not the code of those two current (1956)  bridges.

Many thanks , in advance, for considering my points. Together, we can and will make better
decisions.



6-20-18

  

Many thanks for your insightful and detailed explanations, some going back to 2005. Your information 
helps put some of my observations and concerns into a better perspective. I also appreciate the length 
and depth of your response. As a result, you have reduced some of the concerns I previously had. Thank 
you.  

Three concerns still active: 

1. Olive Mill Roundabout. Yes, the MIP does seem to have pushed the problem (“kicked the can”?)
to Montecito.
Why not remove the (City of SB) “bulb-out” (relatively recent) installed in concrete in front of
the west end and sidewalk in front of Montecito Inn? This would re-create one entirely new lane
of throughput at this intersection (right turns or straight). This ostensibly would add 30%
increase in southbound cars per hour.  My friends and I used this right turn lane many times not
that many years ago.

2. SYR Roundabout. Build and open the on and off ramps at Cabrillo/Hot Springs before the OM
and SYR roundabouts. This will allow us to measure accurately the impacts of reality rather than
to use dubious “projections” from many years ago.

3. Safety. Your paragraph (fourth from the bottom of your email) talks about this being “a function
of Flood Control design and maintenance problems rather than a design issue related to the
highway”.
My concerns are based upon my 30+ years of living in Montecito. I have personally walked and
inspected every creek and culvert that flows under the 101 in Montecito. The culvert acorss the
street from my home is 60” in diameter and goes under the freeway and dumps into Montecito
Creek just on the south side of South Jameson Lane. This creek/culvert has overflowed four
times in 30 years. I think it should be 84” or more in diameter or change out the circular one and
install two box culverts under the 101 with at least 50% greater capacity than what exisits now.
In all those years, I have never observed any changes/maintenance/ repairs/improvements by
County or CalTrans personnel working in any of these creeks and culverts within 100 yards of
101. Maintenance simply does not happen and has not happened for decades. BTW, our home
flooded with water and creek silt in 1995 and 1998, as did twelve other neighbors here in the
Hedgerow.
I walked North Jameson Lane between SYR and OM yesterday. I also have been working with
the Bucket Brigade for the past few months. Believe me, there were many choke points and
contributors to the debris flow destruction every foot between the foothills and the ocean
(where all this stuff and rainwater wants to go), including within 100 yards of 101.  If you stand
on the Montecito Creek bridge approximately half way between SYR and OM at No. Jameson
Lane, you will see a bridge culvert spanning there where the traditional flow of water went. You
will see significant damage to 1410, 1418, 1420, and 1430 No Jameson Lane as well as 1424 La
Vereda Lane. These properties are very close to the 101 and all sustained damage. Look at the
mud mark on the back wall of 1424 that is six feet above the roadway. That culvert under the
101 is clearly not big enough. There was obvious blockage of flow at this point on Jan 9, backing



up and into Montecito Oaks (Santa Isabella area). BTW, this same bridge /culvert (those two 
types of construction are always built at the exact same time) overflowed with water in 1995 
and 1998, as well as earlier years. This bridge has black writing stenciled on its side. It is 
“Montecito Creek Bridge, BR 51-187, 1956” (more than double its projected life expectancy).  As 
for the other Montecito bridges, the one at SYR and 101 is marked “BR 51-185, 1956”. Not only 
are the bridge lanes too short, they are too narrow for current CalTrans specs. I measured the 
railings and they are exactly 36” high at their highest point. The current CalTrans website shows 
and recommends most bridge railings to be between 42” and 54” high. I am sure the railings at 
OM are the same 36” high since it appears that the three bridges in question (SYR, OM, and 
Montecito Creek/No Jameson Lane) were all put into service in 1956. In addition, I have not 
discussed the new bridge AND roundabout that is scheduled to be built at the Cabrillo/Hot 
Springs/101 area as the last step in the 101 project plan. Montecito must use and rely on our 
five Hwy 101 bridges (Sheffield, SYR, OM, Cabrillo, Montecito Creek).  
My comment remains: Carpinteria gets six new bridges, all lanes of 101 are 72” higher than 
before, and gets drainage culverts of 50+%-increased capacity for water and mud to go to the 
ocean. Montecito gets almost zero, NOTHING, for the next 62 years.  
Additionally, the two creeks that flow to the ocean between SYR and Sheffield all show mud and 
debris damage higher than the roadway to several homes in this Montecito neighborhood 
within 100 yards of 101.  
As I walk my dog through the Montecito Oaks neighborhood, where 20 some homes were 
damaged or destroyed and at least nine people lost their lives, I notice that the homes across 
the street from 101 northbound lane all show damage from the mud flows - - from the lateral 
banks of Montecito Creek. This area suffered damage from areas above them (in the foothills), 
but also from the creek that was due east, and not above, of their dwellings. In 1995 and 1998, 
these homes on the west banks of Montecito Creek suffered no damage, while 12 homes on the 
east bank were. Blockages at the 101 in January played a big part in this new damage and new 
pathways. I even called County Public Works in November and December 2017 to alert them 
that an emergency crew needed to be dispatched into the creek bed with chainsaws and shovels 
to clear Montecito Creek at North Jameson Lane. I reported that I counted 12 large trees/bushes 
growing vertically up from the creek bottom within 100 yards of 101 that had trunks of 4 inches 
of larger diameter. If any kind of flow were to come from the foothills, these hardy saplings 
would entangle, slow down, and eventually block the culvert under the 101. The evidence says 
this is part of what happened on January 9.  
 
My overall concern is that absent a unified strong front from Montecito, we will simply get what 
the engineers and decision makers, almost none of whom live in Montecito, think we deserve 
(not much). Any one part of any of the project sites I have named above will create an 
irreversible change to Montecito. However, taken together, as an interrelated set of heavy-duty 
construction projects, they will forever change the look and feel of Montecito. Once poured, 
bridges, lanes, culverts, and roundabouts will not be changed, removed or modified, whether 
needed or not; whether they solve the problem for which they are built or not.  They are 
permanent.  
 
 



Traffic Counts Related to 

Proposed San Ysidro Roundabout 

, 30 year SYR intersection neighbor 

September 7, 2018 

 
1. September 2017 

a. 9-26 Mont Assoc Transportation Committee meeting. 
b. 9-28, Thursday @5:05pm: 3 cars waiting on N. Jameson at SYR intersection. 2 Cars 

backed up on SYR going south at intersection. No traffic going north on SYR and no 
traffic going west on N. Jameson.  

c. 9-29, Friday @5:05pm: 7 cars waiting on N. Jameson at SYR intersection. 3 cars at 
SYR intersection going south. No traffic going north and no traffic going west on N. 
Jameson.  

2. October 2017 
a. 10-2, Monday @5:40pm: 4 cars wait at intersection of SYR and N. Jameson. No cars 

waiting at the other three entry and exit streets into this intersection.  
b. 10-3, Tuesday @ 5:15pm: 12 cars wait on N. Jameson at SYR intersection. 2 cars total 

for the other three streets into this intersection.   
c. 10-4, Wednesday @ 4:45pm: 12 cars waiting on N. Jameson at SYR intersection. 4 

cars waiting going south on SYR at intersection. 
d. 10-5,. Thurs @ 5:45pm: 8 cars waiting on N. Jameson at SYR intersection.2 cars 

waiting at SYR to cross intersection.  
e. 10-6, Friday @5:05pm: 20 cars wait on N. Jameson at SYR intersection. 2 cars waiting 

on SYR going south at intersection. 
f. 10-10, Tuesday @5:05pm: 5 cars wait on N. Jameson at SYR intersection. 2 cars 

waiting at SYR going south.  
g. 10-11, Wed @5:45pm: 5 cars waiting on N. Jameson at SYR intersection. 0 cars 

waiting on any other street at this intersection.  
h. 10-12, Thurs @4:45pm: 10 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other 

cars waiting at any of the other three streets in this intersection. 
i. 10-13, Fri @ 4:45pm: 24 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other 

cars waiting on three other streets in intersection.  
j. 10-16, Monday @ 5:20pm: 8 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No 

other cars waiting.  
k. 10-17. Tues @ 4:40pm: 30 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other 

cars waiting at other three streets into intersection.  



l. 10-18, Wed @5:20pm: 12 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other 
cars waiting at other three streets into intersection. 

m. 10-23, Monday @ 5:00pm: 12 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No 
other cars waiting at other three streets.  

n. 10-24, Tues @5:15pm: 16 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other 
cars waiting at other three streets.  

o. 10-25, Wed @ 5:00pm: 8 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other 
cars waiting at other three streets.  

p. 10-26, Thurs @ 5:05pm: 8 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other 
cars waiting at other three streets. 

q. 10-27, Fri @ 4:50pm: 7 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other cars 
waiting at other three streets into intersection. 

r. 10-30, Monday @4:45pm: 6 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other 
cars waiting at other three streets. 

s. 10-31, Tues @ 5:05pm: 3 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other 
cars waiting at other three streets. 

3. November 2017 
a. 11-1, Wed @4:50pm: 5 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other cars 

waiting at other three streets.  
b. 11-2, Thurs @4:50pm: 1 car waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other cars 

waiting at other three streets.  
c. 11-3, Fri @ 5:15pm: 5 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other cars 

waiting at other three streets.  
d. 11-6, Mon @5:05pm: 1 car waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other cars 

waiting on other three streets.  
e. 11-7, Tues @ 4:50pm: 4 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other cars 

waiting at other three streets. 
f. 11-13, Monday @5:10pm: 8 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other 

cars waiting on other three streets.  
g. 11-14, Tues @ 5:05pm:  4 cars waiting on N Jameson; 5:30pm: 10 cars waiting on N 

Jameson; 5:45pm: 5 cars waiting on N Jameson. No other cars wait on other three.  
h. 11-15, Wed @ 5:10pm: 8 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other cars. 
i. 11-16, Thurs @5:15pm: 5 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other cars 

waiting at other three streets. 
j. 11-27, Mon @ 5:20pm: 7 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other cars 

waiting at other three streets.  
k. 11-28, Tues @5:10pm: 2 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other cars 

waiting at other three streets.  
4. December 2017 

a. 12-4, Monday @ 5:05pm: 6 cars waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other 
cars waiting on other three streets. 



b. 12-5, Tues @5:15pm: 1 car waiting on N Jameson at SYR intersection. No other cars 
waiting on other three streets. 12-6, Wed @5:00pm: 3 cars waiting on N Jameson at 
SYR intersection. No other cars waiting at other three streets. 

NOTES: 

 

1. All traffic counts were completed within the Monday through Friday, 4-6pm time 
window that are a required part of the consultant’s report.  36 days of counts spanning 
2.5 months before the January 2018 disasters. 

2. Questions  and observations from the data: 
a. Why are there eight days of virtually no waiting (less than 3 cars)?  
b. Why are there four days out of 36 days with 16-30 cars waiting?  
c. Why the daily major fluctuations? E.G. 10-17-17 at 30 cars. Day before was 8 cars 

and day after was 12 cars waiting. Why? What could we not be looking at that 
creates such large swings in data counts? 

d. Why a low count on 11-6-17 at 1 car, but day before was 5 cars and the day after 
was 5 cars waiting? Why? Most every resident of the Hedgerow area has 
multiple stories of dramatically changed traffic situations from one day to the 
next. This observation by dozens of residents over the past couple of years 
pushes the need to understand this phenomenon, as the answers may bring 
forward information heretofore unseen.  

e. Out of 36 days of observations at the approved critical time, there was an 
average of 7.9 cars waiting.  

f. There were 11 days of 4 or fewer cars waiting. In addition, there were 8 days of 
5-7 cars waiting.  

g. Do these statistics warrant the installation of a $5-7 million dollar concrete 
roundabout (total costs including planning and prep will be $10 million)?  

i.  We will still be left with a 60+ year old non-compliant bridge (i.e. too 
narrow, too short, railings are only 34”-36” high while current CalTrans 
specs require 40”-46”high).  

ii. We will have no increase in drainage capacities for future floods or debris 
flows.  

iii. Caltrans will specify lighting or other mechanics of the site at any time 
that is well beyond “semi-rural” at e.g. 100 lumens or better, which will 
affect night sky visibility.  

iv. The image of a large (semi-trucks) roundabout in a rural/semi-rural 
residential area such as the Hedgerow in Montecito is not meeting the 
definitions of the previously approved Montecito Community Plan.  

v. The areas for the two roundabouts are heavy with pedestrian traffic 
going to the beach, Miramar, and children walking to and from school. 



Anyone who has tried to walk or bike around or through the roundabout 
at Coast Village Road and Cabrillo/Hot Springs will attest to the fact that 
the experience is “taking your life in your hands”. More needs to be done 
to make these two proposed 100+ year concrete urban jungles safer for 
all the people who use and will use them.  

vi. Since 90% of Montecitans agree that most of the traffic problems on 
Coast Village Road, Olive Mill & CVR/N Jameson, and SYR/N Jameson 
Lane are due to the closure of the southbound Hwy 101 on-ramp at 
Cabrillo/Hot Springs several years ago, there is a solution.  
SOLUTION: Change the build positons in the 101 Project Plan: that is, 

build the new overpass and on and off-ramps at Cabrillo/Hot 
Springs before you build the two roundabouts. The new on and 
off ramps will reduce, and probably mitigate, the traffic problems 
at CVR, Olive Mill, and SYR.  

h. There are two major areas of concern and disagreement with the current plans 
for HWY 101: 

i. Problems with process, administration, and structures (I have previously 
submitted 6 documents of 15-20 pages of identified issues in these 
areas).  

ii. Long-term safety.  After January 9, 2018 debris flows, all current and 
future plans for Montecito transportation and infrastructure should 
reasonably include consideration for disasters. Montecito must improve 
its disaster planning and disaster infrastructure:  

1. Installing increased capacity for drainage at all six Montecito 
creeks (they all were blocked and overflowed on January 9) that 
pass under the Hwy 101.  

2.  Replacing all four Montecito bridges across Hwy 101, not just the 
two currently planned bridge replacements (at Sheffield and 
Cabrillo/Hot Springs where the entire bridge, intersection, and 
any ramps will be new); this means that Olive Mill bridge and San 
Ysidro bridge must be replaced.  

3. Disaster planning for Montecito must include new bridges and 
expanded drainage culverts (aim for 50% or more increase in flow 
capacity, like Carpinteria).  



June 15, 2018 

 

Open Letter RE: Montecito’s Future 
Background: For the past nine months, I have attended four or five meetings re: Montecito and 
Hwy 101. These included public meetings with Das Williams, CalTrans, County Public Works, 
Montecito Planning Commission, etc. 

 

I have now become aware that SBCAG is having a special workshop (which IS a public meeting 
and speaker slips should be available) on June 21, 2018 from 8:30am to 10am in the Board of 
Supervisors conference room, 105 East Anapamu St.  

On the agenda will be the Phase 4 Widening Project (this covers almost all the work to be done 
in Montecito in the next five years) and Parallel Projects, which include two projected 
roundabouts (one at Olive Mill and Coast Village Road/101 and one at San Ysidro Road and 
101). 

This is the first meeting to update (approve?) the Measure A Strategic Plan for the next five 
years. SBCAG just received $183 million dollar in SB1 Funds. The County (and County Public 
Works) also received some large amounts of SB1 funding.  

This is the perfect time to raise the issues many of us raised at the meetings of 2017 and 2018:  

1. Why are no (as in none!) bridges in Montecito being planned to have any repairs, 
improvements, or replacements? Carpinteria is getting six new bridges, right now. 
Montecito’s bridges were built in the 1950’s (older than some of Carpinteria’s bridges) 
and the roadway width, the sidewalks, and the railings (among other items) do not meet 
the current safety standards of any public agency in California.  

2. With the recent debris flow tragedies for hundreds of homeowners in Montecito, why is 
Carpinteria is getting the benefit of having Hwy 101 roadbed being raised an average six 
feet higher than the old Hwy 101 of last year, while Montecito is getting not one single 
inch of increased height to protect itself from future flooding and debris flows? 

3. It should be obvious that Carpinteria is having its drainage channels for water and debris 
significantly increased in its flow capacity. Montecito, in the current Hwy 101 plan, does 
not get a single improvement to all that water and debris that wants to flow from the 
mountains to the ocean. We have been told Montecito could suffer from more debris 
flow damage possibly for the next 3 to 5 years. The long-term historians among us 
would say, this has happened before and will happen again. All this lack of action for 
Montecito is still planned, even after Montecito has suffered more damage and death 
from January 9, 2018 flows than all other communities of SB County combined in the 
entire history of SB County! 



4. Why do the brand new planned freeway lanes through Montecito have to be narrower 
than the same three lanes in SB or Carpinteria? Because no changes are planned for the 
bridges, and thus no room for normal CalTrans width and shoulders. Every other 
geographic area in SB County gets regulation lane width and shoulders, except 
Montecito.  
 

Our current bridges and drainage capacity (i.e. culverts, etc.) were designed and 
built in the 1950’s; are we seriously supposed to think that these bridges and drains 
will be fine for another 50-60 years?  That Montecito will never again have water or 
debris flows such as we have experienced many times in the past.  
 

5. In the meetings I have attended, I have asked and received poor answers to simple 
questions.  

a. Why is there no plan or provision for pedestrians, kids, strollers, and bicyclists for 
the two proposed roundabouts? What happens when the Miramar Hotel opens 
and reaches 90+% occupancy like the other local hotels? Also, not studied.  

b. I have done my own three month study of every Monday through Friday traffic 
counts at SYR and North Jameson Lane (before the Thomas Fire) at the all-
important and consultant cited time of 4-6pm. Why is it that none of my data 
matches what is in the consultant’s report as one of the primary reasons for that 
roundabout?  

c. Why were the public residents of Montecito not invited to participate in the 
planning process for these two permanent, huge, and significant changes to 
Montecito until last year? If my neighbor down the street wants to build even a 
large doghouse, I will be alerted to the upcoming planning meeting to offer my 
comments. In contrast, each of these roundabouts will cost about $10 million (all 
in)! We were then told by public agency attendees that certain departments 
have been working on one aspect or another of these two projects for ten years 
and no public input. Why?  

d. Why does it seem to many of us who attended these meetings that the decision 
to short-change Montecito has already been made by a number of public 
agencies. Some public agencies implied to us that we were wasting our time to 
try to change, delay or perhaps, not build everything to quantity, size, and scale 
that the public agencies are envisioning.  

e. I have heard, on multiple occasions that CalTrans, SBCAG, the County, the City of 
SB, and our elected officials are upset over the perceived Montecito-caused 
delays and lawsuits involved with the HWY 101 Project and intend to “punish” 
Montecito for trying to retain our semi-rural community. Have we not been 
punished enough for the next five years (debris flows) and forever (trying to 
picture children and grandchildren navigating the huge car-only designs that will 
have been shoved down our throat)? 



 

I will be out of town on June 21. I would hope that several representatives of Montecito’s best 
interests would be able to attend. If the five-year plan update to the Measure A Strategic Plan is 
finalized without changes, then Montecito will simply have to accept whatever the public 
agencies want to do.  

Is it not time, now, for the County of Santa Barbara, our elected representative, Das Williams, 
CalTrans, and SBCAG to actually HELP Montecito for the long-term future. We certainly could 
use their support and hope they do not turn their collective backs on us and put their heads in 
the sand.          

 

Sincerely,  

 

         

        

 



Montecito Association Transportation Committee Meeting 7-25-17 

Re: Proposed Roundabout at San Ysidro Road and North Jameson 

As a neighbor of the project within 100 yards, I would like to offer my comments on this idea: 

1. Montecito is deemed a rural or semi-rural area. We do not have concrete sidewalks
except in commercial areas. From the intersection of San Ysidro and Jameson, we have a
decomposed gravel path on only one side of San Ysidro. The ill-fitting contrast with a
very large concrete roundabout could not be more obvious.

2. My family has lived in the Hedgerow for 30 years. The only time we noticed traffic in this
area was after Cal Trans closed the southbound 101 onramp at the Bird Refuge. We
believe that the traffic counts and volumes will reduce to more historic levels once the
101 onramps are restored.

3. Lighting. Along with our neighbors, we pay taxes and enjoy the star lit sky at night. This
is possible because there are no streetlights around this area. With the roundabout will
come bright lighting and the city and commercial perceptions we do not want.

4. Having lived here 30 years, I can attest to the uncounted volumes of children, families,
seniors, strollers, wheelchairs, walkers, bicyclists, etc. that travel on foot from the
hedgerow area on both dies of San Ysidro, cross the bridge , and go to the beach, All
Saints church, etc. and then return. How will this plan move hundreds of people per
week back and forth through what will be a dangerous roundabout intersection?

5. Why does this roundabout have to be built to accommodate semi-trucks? This
unneeded requirement makes the roundabout much larger than needed. We have been
more than adequately served by this current intersection. If a roundabout is deemed
absolutely necessary, a perception we insist will be incorrect once all the on and off
ramps in Montecito are built, then a smaller roundabout (more like the smaller one in
SB at Sycamore canyon Road / Eucalyptus Hill/ Salinas Street ) would be preferred.

6. From reading some of the news reports about this project and the commitment of
almost one million dollars to “study” the proposal, has the decision to build this
monstrosity has already been made? Why were not any of the property owners within
the affected area notified? Is the current goal to be so far down the development path
on this project that it simply will be done - -like a runaway train? Regardless as to how it
affects neighbors and solves a problem that will not exist? Why not wait to see if there
is even a problem that requires this magnitude of a “fix”? Ultimately, we taxpayers will
spend $5 million to $10 million dollars on the questionable benefits of this “fix”.



 
Thank you for taking time to review this short compilation of recent observations re: Measure A,
SB1, and past and present lawsuits. My contributions to you and COLAB over the years are no longer
an obtuse subject that does not affect me and neighbors.
 
And, yes, myself and other residents of Montecito have been already told by CalTrans, Co Public
Works, and Das Williams that “ Debate is over; just accept what we give you” . But we do not want
to stop improving this 200 year freeway project. You see, the 101 changed from two lanes to four
lanes in front of the Miramar Hotel in 1954 to 1957. You will notice that the original “30 year useful
life” cycle CalTrans uses for its older freeway construction has ballooned to now being 64 years old
(yes, I drive the bumpity-bump concrete slabs along the 101 stretch in Montecito every day). My
goal is not to further delay the 101 Project (many others have succeeded in doing that). My goal is to
recognize what is prudent use of public funds for the next 64 + years.
 
TRAFFIC: My neighbors and I , at public meetings, claim, and even some of the traffic engineers
agree, the cause of huge traffic snarls every Monday through Friday on surface streets of Montecito
was the unnoticed closure of southbound Hot Springs/bird refuge onramp by CalTrans. When I asked
CalTrans in a public meeting why don’t they build the new on/off ramps at Hot Springs and 101
before they build the two roundabouts at Olive Mill and San Ysidro Road ( as this would also allow
CalTrans, SBVCAG, County Pub Works to measure the ongoing real impact of the new Miramar Hotel
and other influencers which goes live in January 2019), they told us that it was “impossible” to
change the construction phasing. Having grown up in a family of engineers and general contractors, I
know that timelines and phasing can be changed if it is deemed important. Many of us believe the
points in the attached letter are very important.
 
SAFETY: After five evacuations this year and having been (water) flooded in my home here in 1995
and 1998, the inter-related subjects of bridges, culverts, and roundabouts needs a significantly more
thorough vetting by all interested parties. After my five meetings from last summer, it is obvious that
no entity has addressed these subjects; but all express an urgency to “pour concrete now”.
 
Again, thank you for any consideration you make. My SBCAG wife tells me that the Measure A
Oversight Committee is the only legal entity that SBCAG and CalTrans feel they need to answer to.
 



Hi all,

Since I live 600 feet from the above intersection and see the traffic every single day and at various
times each day, I thought I would share a small snapshot of recent experiences this week at the
intersection.
I trust you will find this interesting, but if you  desire to no longer receive any more information on
this subject from me, please send me an email asking that I remove you from future observations.
David, please  share this with members of the MPC since I do not have their email addresses.

This week has been a duplicate of a number of other weeks of observations about the SYR/N.
Jameson intersection. In other words, the experience I have observed this week has been repeated
dozens of times this past year.

1. August 21, Monday, 4:00pm: intersection has 3-5 cars total for all directions.
2. August 22, Tuesday, 4:00pm: intersection shows 3-5 cars total for all directions.
3. August 23, Wednesday, 4:00pm : intersection has 3-5 cars total for all directions.
4. Today, August 24, Thursday, 4:00pm: intersection has 3 or fewer cars in every direction

except for N. Jameson which was backed up with 20 cars (all rushing to get to
Carpinteria, Ventura, or points south) all the way to the Montecito Creek bridge.

I raise this recurring observation for a few reasons:
1. The life observations of many of us who live in the Hedgerow does  not match the traffic

counts and other flow statistics cited in the various reports (e.g. Kittelson & Associates,
etc.) and expressed by County, Caltrans, and SBCAG in various public meetings. I do not
know why this happens with some regularity, but happen it does. This past Monday,
Tuesday, and Wednesday there was  very little southbound traffic on 101 at 4:00pm (in
addition, my wife left her office in Goleta at 5:00pm and sailed through the 101 at 65
mph on Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday, but not  today, Thursday). I drove the 101
yesterday and Tuesday at 4:00pm and sailed along at 65mph.  WHY? I have not heard an
explanation  even after asking Caltrans and SBCAG. Until we have a better handle as to
the ‘why’, ‘when’, etc. should we not wait? In other words, there are certain days and
certain hours when there are measurable traffic delays at SYR/N. Jameson intersection,
but it does not necessarily occur every workday from 3:30pm to 6:30pm. Perhaps a
detailed time log with confirming pictures recorded over a period of months , after the
Miramar has been opened, etc., then we would be able to have intelligent answers to
these seemingly contradictory observations and measures. If we can see beautiful
images captured in nature films (using IPhone video) through time-lapse photography,
why can’t we have s daily time-lapse photography of this intersection for five afternoons
per week?

2. To me, these reoccurring observations reinforce the points made at the MPC meeting



last week about not moving forward until we can get some accurate  counts. Accurate
traffic counts will impact your decisions. Following a Pareto analysis of the intersection,
one can see there are approximately 15 to 20 hours per week , Monday through Friday
when traffic is sometimes backed up, primarily in one lane of N. Jameson heading west.
That represents a problem occupying 10-%-12% of the available intersection time (i.e.
168 hours) for that location. I know the cost number cited at the meeting for cost was $5
-10 million, but that does not include any of these MPC meetings nor any of the other
meetings, since 1992, on this subject. I dare say that this roundabout will have a true,
inclusive price tag of $10 to 15 million for a 10% problem. BTW, this problem was half of
wat it is today when we moved here 30 years ago. I again request that we consider a
Traffic Control Officer (currently in the $50 to $95 per hour range) for the next 3-4 years
while the 101 proceeds to add a lane and the southbound ramp at Cabrillo is opened.
My quick calculation shows that if we take the midpoint in the pay scale above, that in
two years we will have spent only $108,000, four years at $216,000. A bargain. And we
will also have moved the one stacked up lane (N. Jameson) through the clogged
intersection 2 to 4 times more quickly than at present (so our current level of service or
satisfaction will improve while we wait for accurate numbers). Seems like a win-win to
me.

3. In walking my dog yesterday across the bridge, I encountered:  a senior citizen moving
slowly with a cane, a mom pushing a double stroller with two children inside and a
couple of bags, seven bicyclists, myself and my dog and one other person walking their
dog, etc. This is not an unusual occurrence. I am agreeing with all of the Montecito
speakers at last week’s MPC meeting that not enough thought has gone into safety of all
non-car or non-truck traffic.

This anomaly mentioned above has been nagging at me since the start of my involvement in these
SYR/N. Jameson discussions, and I thought you should hear the observations and perspective of
someone who actually looks at, walks, and drives this intersection multiple times each day. I hope
this helps your decision process.

Thank you all,










