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I. GENERAL INFORMATION

Area Description:  

Master Agreements (MAs):

Partner Information:  

Project Type: 

Montecito-Yanonali Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements 

City of Santa Barbara 3,442,000.00

433,000.00

Jessica Grant, Project Planner 
JGrant@SantaBarbaraCA.gov   (805)564-5338

0.00

3,875,000.00

PO Box 1990 
Santa Barbara, CA 93102 Santa Barbara County

District 5 2 5

Other

SBCAG

Small Urban (Pop =or<200,000 but > than 5,000)

05-5007R
00167S

not applicable



I. GENERAL INFORMATION-continued

Sub-Project Type

*Please see additional Recreational Trails instructions before proceeding

Montecito-Yanonali Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements

 Franklin Elementary School, 1111 East Mason Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93103 

Santa Barbara Unified School District, 720 Santa Barbara Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101

4269278-6045835 531 99.80

51.5% in October 2012 200 0.4 miles



PROJECT NAME: Montecito‐Yanonali Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements 

Additional School Information: 

26. SCHOOL NAME & ADDRESS:  

Cleveland Elementary School, 123 Alameda Padre Serra, Santa Barbara, CA 93103 

27. SCHOOL DISTRICT NAME & ADDRESS:  

Santa Barbara Unified School District, 720 Santa Barbara Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101 

28. County‐District‐School Code (CDS): 4269278‐6045827 

29. Total Student Enrollment: 419 students 

30. Percentage of students eligible for free or reduced meal programs:  99.8% 

31. Percentage of students that currently walk or bike to school:  42.4% 

32. Approximate # of students living along school route proposed for improvement: 200 

33. Project distance from primary or middle school: 0.4 miles 
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II. PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Location 

The Project is located in the Eastside neighborhood of the City of Santa Barbara, which has 

one of the highest concentrations of pedestrian activity, bicycle commuters, and transit  in the 

City. The Montecito‐Yanonali Bridge  is  located  just below  the Five Points Roundabout, where 

Montecito Street, Yanonali Street, Salinas Street, Alameda Padre Serra and Sycamore Canyon 

Road converge. 

2. Project Coordinates  Latitude 34.428879    Longitude ‐119.677302 

(Decimal degrees)     (Decimal degrees) 

3. Project Description  

The proposed project will construct a critical missing sidewalk link to an otherwise complete 

network  of  sidewalks.  It  will  also  construct  an  additional  road  shoulder  for  cyclists.  To 

accomplish this, an existing vehicular bridge will be reconstructed to  include a sidewalk along 

the east side  for pedestrians, and shoulders  for cyclists to use. The  intersection of Montecito 

and Yanonali Streets will be converted to an all‐way stop to improve pedestrian safety at a blind 

corner. Pedestrian scale lighting is also proposed to make the route to school safe and visible. 

4. Project Status 

The  Project  is  at  30%  design.  On  January  25,  2014,  City  Council  designated  $433,000 

towards the Project. Originally the Project involved keeping the existing bridge and constructing 

a cantilevered sidewalk. Upon further investigation with hydrologists, structural engineers and 

City’s Flood Plain Coordinator, there is a concern that the cantilevered sidewalk and bridge rail 

could  cause  a  rise  in  the  floodway  of  Sycamore  Creek,  which  could    result  in  the  loss  of 

residents’ ability to have flood insurance in the City. The alternative is to construct a new bridge 



   

   

that would have a  larger span and thus, not result  in a rise to the floodway. The Public Works 

Department is moving forward with a preliminary hydrology and structural engineering analysis 

to scope the size of the bridge.  

   



   

   

III. SCREENING CRITERIA 

1. Demonstrated Needs of the Applicant 

At Issue 

The  Montecito‐Yanonali  Bridge  (Bridge)  is  very  difficult  to  navigate  as  a  pedestrian. 

Currently, pedestrians walk on a sub‐standard vehicle travel lane to cross the Bridge. There is a 

blind corner feeding into the Bridge, and vehicles do not have good visibility of pedestrians till 

they  are  at  the  Bridge.  The  bridge  is  shaded  by  large  sycamore  trees  in  the  creek, making 

objects on the bridge difficult to see when approaching from the sunny west side of the bridge. 

The Metropolitan Transit District’s  (MTD)  Line 2  crosses  this bridge every 15 minutes on  the 

side desired  for  the sidewalk,  for a  total of 65  times per day.  In 2010, City staff conducted a 

safety  assessment with Cleveland’s  School Principal,  Safe Routes  to  School  Staff  and  several 

parents. This location was called out as dangerous since there is no pedestrian access from the 

neighborhood over the creek. Parents, especially with young children and strollers, pointed out 

how  difficult  and  unsafe  they  felt  walking  in  the  vehicle  lane.  According  to  the  Eastside 

elementary  school  enrollments  and  walking  tallies  from  the  Coalition  of  Sustainable 

Transportation  (COAST)  below,  the  walking  percentages  are  high  in  this  low  income 

neighborhood,  which  affirms  why  so  many  Eastside  residents  are  requesting  a  pedestrian 

facility to cross this bridge. As a safe route to school, a sidewalk along this bridge will primarily 

serve Cleveland School, which has two access points. For many families this is the closest, most 

direct route to school. The alternate route to access the other pedestrian entrance is 0.6 miles 

further away. Two blocks west of the bridge is the Franklin Community Center, which includes a 

community health clinic, and the Eastside Library. 



   

   

1.  Cleveland  Elementary  Enrollment:  419  students  and  walking  tallies 

Sept 2012: 42.4% 

2. Adelante Charter School Enrollment: 225 students and walking  tallies 

Nov 2012: 32.1% 

3. Franklin Elementary Enrollment: 531  students and walking  tallies Oct 

2012: 47.2% 

Another  issue  is  that  the  current  Bridge  is  located  over  Sycamore  Creek  in  a  floodway. 

According to Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) a regulatory floodway means the 

channel of a river or other watercourse and the adjacent  land areas that must be reserved  in 

order to discharge the base flood without cumulatively  increasing the water surface elevation 

more than a designated height. Communities must regulate development in these floodways to 

ensure that there are no  increases  in upstream  flood elevations. Causing a rise  in a  floodway 

may result in the loss of residents’ ability to have flood insurance in the City. Unfortunately, this 

bridge  does  not meet  the  Federal  criteria  under  the  Highway  Bridge  Program  for  a  bridge 

replacement because the existing bridge is too narrow. 

The Solution 

Constructing  a  new  bridge  with  a  sidewalk  allows  a  predictable  and  visible  space  for 

pedestrians. Pedestrian scale  lighting and  the additional proposed  sidewalk  infill approaching 

the bridge are also necessary to make this safe route to school complete. The bridge will also be 

constructed per FEMA flood regulations. 

   



   

   

Request 

This Project is an excellent candidate for Active Transportation Funding because it provides an 

attractive and safe  facility encouraging walking  to school  in a  low  income neighborhood  that 

depends on alternative transportation.  

2. Consistency with Regional Transportation Plan (100 words or less) 

Yes,  the Project  is consistent with  the Santa Barbara County Association of Governments’ 

2040 Regional  Transportation  Plan &  Sustainable Communities  Strategy, which was  adopted 

August  15,  2013.  The  Project  encourages  alternative modes  of  transportation  by  providing 

attractive  and  safe  facilities  along  school  routes  in  a  densely  populated  low  income 

neighborhood.  

The Project is also consistent with the City’s Circulation Element and Pedestrian Master 

Plan, and is an identified need in the City’s Six Year Capital Improvement Plan Fiscal Year 2014‐

2019. 

   



   

   

IV. NARRATIVE QUESTIONS 

1. POTENTIAL  FOR  INCREASED  WALKING  AND  BICYCLING,  ESPECIALLY  AMONG  STUDENTS, 
INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, 
TRANSIT  FACILITIES,  COMMUNITY  CENTERS,  EMPLOYMENT  CENTERS,  AND  OTHER 
DESTINATIONS; AND  INCLUDING  INCREASING AND  IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY 
OF NON‐MOTORIZED USERS. (0‐30 POINTS) 

 
A. Describe  how  your  project  encourages  increased  walking  and  bicycling,  especially  among 

students. 

Yes, the Project encourages increased walking. According to the Eastside elementary school 

enrollments  and  walking  tallies  from  the  Coalition  of  Sustainable  Transportation  (COAST) 

below,  the walking percentages are high  (see  stats below)  in  this  low  income neighborhood, 

which affirms why so many Eastside residents are requesting a pedestrian facility to cross this 

bridge. Sidewalk along this bridge will primarily serve Cleveland School. The bridge serves one 

of two primary walking access points for Cleveland School. For many families this is the closest, 

most direct route to school. To access the other pedestrian entrance requires an over one‐half 

mile detour. 

1.  Cleveland  Elementary  Enrollment:  419  students  and  walking  tallies 

Sept 2012: 42.4% 

2. Adelante Charter School Enrollment: 225 students and walking  tallies 

Nov 2012: 32.1% 

3. Franklin Elementary Enrollment: 531  students and walking  tallies Oct 

2012: 47.2% 

The Project provides a predictable and visible space  for pedestrians, where  in the current 

bridge configuration there is none.  



   

   

The Project would also provide a connection for residents that live east of the creek to the 

Franklin Community Center, which includes a community health clinic, the Eastside Library, and 

the Eastside Neighborhood Park.  

B. Describe  the  number  and  type  of  possible  users  and  their  destinations,  and  the  anticipated 
percentage  increase  in users upon completion of your project. Data collection methods should 
be described.  

The Project is expected to increase walking to Cleveland School by 10% to 20%, or 40 to 80 

students. Other walking  increases  by  Eastside  families  and  transit  users  is more  difficult  to 

estimate, but could range from 50 to 100 people per day.  

In  addition  to  the  three elementary  schools near  the Project  site,  the  following uses  are 

within a quarter mile  radius of  the Project  site: 289  single  family  residences; 1 mobile home 

park;  103  residential  income  units  containing  2‐4  units;  21  residential  condos;  3  apartment 

buildings  containing  5  or  more  units;  Eastside  Neighborhood  Park;  Franklin  Neighborhood 

Center; and Eastside Library. There is also a bus stop just east of the bridge and a roundabout 

providing a walk/transit connection. Given all these uses, pedestrians can use this connection to 

school, transit, home, utilitarian, and recreational trips.  

The City will coordinate with COAST to conduct another commute survey six months after 

completion  of  this  Project  to  determine  if  the  number  of  families  walking  to  school  has 

increased.  

C. Describe how this project improves walking and bicycling routes to and from, connects to, or is 
part of a school or school facility, transit facility, community center, employment center, state or 
national trail system, points of interest, and/or park. 

The Project provides a predictable and visible space for pedestrians. The Project location is 

right  on  the  service  boundary  line  for  Cleveland  and  Franklin  Elementary  Schools  (Adelante 

Charter School  is next to Franklin School Campus) and  is the same distance to both schools at 



   

   

0.4 miles. There is also one bus stop just east of the bridge and roundabout along Salinas Street 

(about 200 feet away) providing a walk/transit connection. Franklin Neighborhood Center and 

Eastside Library are 0.2 miles from the bridge and Eastside Neighborhood Park is 0.1 mile away. 

D. Describe how this project increases and/or improves connectivity, removes a barrier to mobility 

and/or closes a gap in a non‐motorized facility. 

The barrier to mobility on the Bridge  is that there  is no pedestrian facility on  it, making  it 

very difficult  to navigate as a pedestrian. There  is a blind corner  feeding  into  the Bridge and 

vehicles do not have good visibility of pedestrians till they are at the bridge. The Metropolitan 

Transit District’s (MTD) Line 2 crosses this bridge every 15 minutes on the side desired for the 

sidewalk,  for  a  total  of  65  times  a  day.  Providing  a  pedestrian  facility  allows  a  safe  and 

predictable  space  for  Eastside  families  to  use,  thus  improving  their  commute  to  and  from 

school. 

2. POTENTIAL  FOR  REDUCING  THE  NUMBER  AND/OR  RATE  OF  PEDESTRIAN  AND  BICYCLIST 
FATALITIES  AND  INJURIES,  INCLUDING  THE  IDENTIFICATION  OF  SAFETY  HAZARDS  FOR 
PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS. (0‐25 POINTS) 

A. Describe the potential of the project to reduce pedestrian and/or bicycle injuries or fatalities. 

Currently,  few  pedestrians  use  this  bridge,  likely  due  to  perceived  danger  involved with 

crossing  this  bridge  by  foot.  Those  that  do  cross  the  bridge  are  at  increased  risk  for  being 

involved in a collision due to lack of space for pedestrians, and poor sight lines approaching the 

bridge. Providing an exclusive space for pedestrians will remove this barrier. 

While the potential for reducing the number of pedestrian and bicyclist involved collisions is 

small because current use  is almost non‐existent, there  is great opportunity to remove safety 

hazards and introduce new users to this area. 

B. Describe if/how your project will achieve any or all of the following:  
o Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles 



   

   

o Improves sight distance and visibility 
o Improves compliance with local traffic laws 
o Eliminates behaviors that lead to collisions 
o Addresses inadequate traffic control devices 
o Addresses inadequate bicycle facilities, crosswalks or sidewalks 

The  proposed  Project  will  reduce  vehicle  speeds  on  the  bridge.  The  intersection 

immediately  west  of  the  bridge  (Montecito  and  Yanonali  Streets)  will  be  realigned  and 

converted to an all way stop, so vehicles will be approaching the bridge from a stopped position 

instead of the current free‐flow approach. 

The  realigned  intersection  and  all  way  stop  conversion  will  improve  sight  lines  on  the 

bridge. Currently,  the  sight  lines  for  the eastbound  approach  are  the most  restricted. While 

there have been no recent pedestrian involved collisions (likely due to lack of pedestrian use), 

there is a history of single vehicle collisions on the bridge that involve vehicles hitting the bridge 

rail. The realigned intersection will also improve safety for vehicles. 

Also  included  in  the  project  is  improved  safety  lighting  for  streets  and  sidewalks 

approaching the bridge. Currently, lighting in the neighborhood is sparse. Lighting will improve 

visibility of pedestrians and cyclists at night.  

C. Describe  the  location’s history of events and  the source(s) of data used  (e.g. collision  reports, 
community observation, surveys, audits)  if data  is not available  include a description of safety 
hazard(s) and photos. 

There are no recent collisions involving pedestrians or cyclists on or near this bridge. Based 

on our discussions with the community and observations, pedestrians are generally  fearful of 

crossing this bridge. Consequently, pedestrian crossing activity is almost non‐existent. 

This bridge carries approximately 6,000 vehicles per day, and is a transit and truck delivery 

route. From bridge rail to bridge rail, there is only enough room for two traffic lanes. There is no 

sidewalk, and no shoulder. The eastbound approach to the bridge is around a blind curve. The 



   

   

bridge is shaded, and during daytime hours, objects on the bridge are difficult to see due to the 

contrast between sunny and shaded areas. See attached photos. 

Also  included  in  the  project  is  improved  safety  lighting  for  streets  and  sidewalks 

approaching the bridge. Currently,  lighting  in this neighborhood  is sparse. Improved  lighting  is 

one  of  the  top  requests  from  the  community.  Improved  lighting  on  street  approaches will 

benefit all users. Research  into  collision  records  found 50 nighttime  collisions  in  the past 10 

years in areas proposed for improved street lighting. 

This project will also  improve vehicle safety.  In  the past  ten years,  there have been eight 

single vehicle collisions on the bridge. All collisions  involved eastbound vehicles  losing control 

around the blind curve and crashing into the bridge rail. This type of collision demonstrates the 

traffic conditions that pedestrians are faced with trying to cross the bridge. 

3. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0‐15 POINTS) 

A. Describe  the  community  based  public  participation  process  that  culminated  in  the  project 

proposal or plan, such as noticed meetings/public hearings, consultation with stakeholders, etc.  

The  Public  Works  Department  conducted  a  bilingual  outreach  effort  on  the  Eastside 

Neighborhood in spring of 2013, to listen to resident’s transportation concerns, and developed 

action  steps  to  address  those  concerns.  The  Eastside  Neighborhood  Transportation 

Management  Plan  (Plan), which was  adopted  by  City  Council  in  July  2013,  summarizes  the 

process in which the neighborhood participated, the input they provided, and the plan of action 

they determined  to  address  its  concerns.  The Plan was developed by  a  representative  cross 

section of the neighborhood. 

The Eastside Neighborhood Transportation Management Planning effort was an innovative 

neighborhood engagement process with less “staff talk” and more hands‐on, “round‐the‐table” 



   

   

listening  to  resident  needs  for walking,  biking,  and  transit  improvements.  The  process was 

extensive and  included: a  survey, where Eastside  families were  the  focus groups;  two public 

workshops  that  were  held  at  Franklin  Elementary  School;  two  hearings  before  the  City’s 

Transportation  Circulation  Committee;  two  hearings  before  the  Neighborhood  Advisory 

Council; two hearings at City Council; and one hearing at a joint City Council and Santa Barbara 

School District meeting. There was also stakeholder outreach conducted with the Santa Barbara 

School  District  (Eastside  School  Principals/PTA/Information  distribution  in  student  Friday 

folders); the Coalition for Sustainable Transportation, COAST, who started the Eastside WALKS 

Program;  the  Santa  Barbara  Bicycle  Coalition; Milpas  Community  Association;  Our  Lady  of 

Guadalupe  (religious  institution);  and  Eastside  residents, with  a  targeted  focus  on  Eastside 

families.   

The proposed Project was one of  the needs  identified by  the community  to enhance  the 

walking experience along this bridge to and from school. In January 2014, City Council backed 

the neighborhood and community process by committing     $433,000 of general  fund monies 

toward the realization of this Project. 

B. Describe  the  local participation process  that  resulted  in  the  identification and prioritization of 
the project: 

The  local  participation  and  engagement  process  (described  above)  resulted  in  a  priority 

listing and Plan to  improve neighborhood  livability by addressing pedestrian and traffic safety 

issues. The Eastside Neighborhood’s feedback resulted in six main priority strategies to address 

pedestrian and traffic safety issues in the Eastside: 

1. Improve Street Lighting  
2. Enhance Walking Experience  
3. Reduce Vehicle Speeds  
4. Add Bicycle Amenities  
5. Increase Outreach on Rules of the Road (motorists, pedestrians, cyclists) 



   

   

6. Improve Bus Stops  

The  neighborhood’s  plan  has  twenty‐eight  (28)  tasks  recommended  to  accomplish  these 

strategies  and  the  tasks  consist  of  a  mix  of  engineering,  enforcement  and  educational 

approaches. Eighteen  (18) of  the  tasks  can be  accomplished within  approved  Streets Capital 

Budget  for  Fiscal  Year  2014.  The  remaining  ten  (10)  tasks  are  unfunded  or  partially  funded 

capital  improvements.  The  proposed  Project  was  one  of  the  neighborhood’s  capital 

infrastructure requests to enhance the walking experience along this bridge to and from school. 

In  January  2014,  City  Council  responded  to  the  neighborhood  by  committing  $433,000  ff 

general fund money for this Project. 

C. Is the project cost over $1 Million? Yes. 

If  Yes‐  is  the  project  Prioritized  in  an  adopted  city  or  county  bicycle  transportation  plan, 
pedestrian plan  (YES),  safe  routes  to  school plan  (YES), active  transportation plan,  trail plan, 
circulation element of a general plan(YES), or other publicly approved plan  that  incorporated 
elements of an active transportation plan (YES‐ Eastside Neighborhood Plan)? YES 

In addition to the proposed Project being identified in the Eastside Neighborhood 

Transportation Management Plan, the Project is also included in the following: 

 The City’s Six Year Capital Improvement Plan 2014‐2019 (listed as an unfunded need). 

 The City’s Sidewalk Infill Program, which is a component of the City’s Pedestrian Master 

Plan.  

 The Project is identified as a “Hot Spot” in the Safe Routes to School Plan 

 The  Project  is  also  alluded  to  in  the  Circulation  Element  of  the  General  Plan  for 

“elimination of walking barriers.” 

4. COST EFFECTIVENESS (0‐10 POINTS) 

A. Describe the alternatives that were considered. Discuss the relative costs and benefits of all the 
alternatives and explain why the nominated one was chosen. 



   

   

Three alternatives to a new bridge were considered: 

1.  Do nothing. This alternative is not desirable because it does not address the barrier to 

pedestrian mobility. 

2. Build a  cantilevered  sidewalk on  the existing bridge. This was originally  the preferred 

alternative,  as  the  sidewalk  can be built  for  approximately $400,000.  Santa Barbara’s 

City  Council  provided  $433,000  in  funding  for  this  project.  Once  the  project  was 

initiated,  it was  discovered  that  a  cantilevered  sidewalk  and  associated  railing would 

change water  flow  during  a  high  flow  event  and would  cause  a  rise  in  flood  levels. 

During high  flow events, water overtops  the bridge, and anything built on  top of  the 

bridge will  affect  the  flow  of  this  overtopping water.  This would  affect  the  ability  of 

adjacent residents to obtain flood insurance. 

3. Build a separated pedestrian bridge beside the existing vehicle bridge. Again, this bridge 

would  affect  flow  during  high  flow  events  and  consequently, would  have  to  be  built 

outside (higher than) the floodway. Building a bridge higher than the floodway will cut 

off driveway access at an adjacent  residential property, and also cause  lengthy bridge 

approaches for ADA purposes. For these reasons, and separated pedestrian bridge is not 

considered feasible. 

The nominated alternative was chosen because it addresses the barrier to pedestrian access 

and does not negatively  impact the  floodway. This alternative also provides vehicle safety 

benefits by realigning the adjacent intersection just west of the bridge. 

B. Calculate the ratio of the benefits of the Project relative to both the total Project cost and funds 

requested (i.e., 
  

 and 
  

). 

 
*Benefits must directly relate to the goals of the Active Transportation Program.  
 

The total benefit/project cost ratio is 1.14:1. 



   

   

 

 
  $4,416,787

   $3,875,440
 1.14: 1 

 
The total benefit/program funds requests ratio is 1.28:1. 

 
  $4,416,787

    $3,442,440
 1.28: 1 

 
The total project benefits are $6,001,337, including: 

 Safety benefit of $126,400 

o Indirect safety benefits of $1,584,550 (not included in calculations) 

 Active transportation benefit of $4,290,387 

Safety benefits were calculated using the same methodology used with HSIP grant 

applications.  In addition to safety benefits for cyclists and pedestrians, those vehicles that use 

these streets will benefit from the improved safety lighting. See attached calculation sheets. 

It was assumed that 712 pedestrians will use these new corridors each day.  This was based 

on counting parallel routes within the neighborhood, and assuming a similar usage will occur on 

this new corridor.  See attached sheets. 

The active transportation benefits were calculated by using typical values identified by the 

Victoria Transport Policy Institute in their publication Evaluating Active Transport Benefits and 

Costs. Pedestrian and cyclist volumes were estimated by counting parallel routes in the Eastside 

Neighborhood, and assuming that this new high quality route will attract similar volumes of 

pedestrians and cyclists. The facilities in this project are assumed to have a 20 year life. The 

benefits for each pedestrian and cyclist using the facilities over the next 20 years were 

calculated and added together. See the attached worksheet. 

   



   

   

5. IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0‐10 points) 

A. Describe how  the project will  improve public health,  i.e.  through  the  targeting of populations 

who have a high risk factor for obesity, physical inactivity, asthma, or other health issues. 

Yes, the Project will improve public health by constructing a facility that will create a culture 

that walks. According to Santa Barbara County Public Health Department’s Fitness Promotion 

and  Obesity  Prevention  Plan  dated  January  12,  2012,  the  following  alarming  statistics  are 

happening in Santa Barbara County: 

 Over  half  of  adults  (54.3%),  and  one‐third  of  teens  (34.4%)  in  Santa  Barbara  County 

were  overweight  or  obese  in  2009. Over  one‐third  (36.8%)  of  local  5th,  7th  and  9th 

graders were overweight or obese in 2010, slightly below the state average of 38%, but 

above rates in Ventura and SLO counties. 

 Obesity  rates  are  generally  higher  among  lower‐income  groups  and  Latinos.  For 

example, 73% of Latino adults were overweight or obese, compared to 49% of Whites. 

While  overweight  and  obesity  rates  have  been  stable  among Whites  for  the  past  10 

years, rates among Latinos have increased by 6% since 2001. Screening of lower income 

preschool  and  kindergarten  children  by  the  Santa  Barbara  County  Education  Office 

Health  Linkages program  found  a  combined overweight/obesity  rate of  43%  in  2010. 

One‐third (33.5%) of 2‐5 year olds served by the County’s Women Infants and Children 

(WIC)  nutrition  program  in  2010  were  overweight  or  obese.  The  national  Pediatric 

Nutrition  Surveillance  System  reported  that  45.5%  of  local  lower‐income  youth  aged 

5‐20 were overweight or obese in 2009. 

 Obesity is a contributing factor to several leading causes of death and disease. In 2008, 

heart  disease was  the  leading  cause  of  death  in  Santa  Barbara  County,  followed  by 



   

   

stroke. Type 2 diabetes was  the 8th  leading  cause of death.  In 2009, 5.6% of County 

adults  reported  they  had  been  diagnosed  with  diabetes.  Latinos  had  a  3.44  times 

greater age‐adjusted death rate due to diabetes than Whites in 2008. 

On February 4, 2014, Santa Barbara City Council adopted  the Healthy Eating Active Living 

(HEAL)  Resolution  (14‐004).  One  of  the  action  items  in  the  resolution  is  for  planners  and 

engineers to look for opportunities to plan and construct a built environment that encourages 

walking, biking, and other forms of physical activity.  

The  proposed  Project  is  located  in  the  Eastside  neighborhood  which  is  predominately 

Hispanic  or  Latino,  low‐to‐moderate  income  families.  94.2%  of  Adelante  Students,  97.9%  of 

Cleveland Students and 95.7% of Franklin students are Hispanic or Latino. 80.1% of Adelante 

Students, 99.8% of Cleveland Students and 99.8% of Franklin students are on free and reduced 

lunch plans. The Project  improves the walking experience along a school route by providing a 

sidewalk. 

6. BENEFIT TO DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0‐10 points)  

A. I. Is the project located in a disadvantaged community? Yes.  

II. Does the project significantly benefit a disadvantaged community? Yes 

a. Which criteria does the project meet? (Answer all that apply) 

o Median household income for the community benefited by the project: 

The Project  location straddles both Census Tracts 8.01 and 8.04. $43,056  is the 

median  household  given  from  the  American  Community  Survey  for  census  tract 

8.01. $43,056 is the median household given from the American Community Survey 

for census  tract 8.04. $64,585  is  the  statewide median household  income. 80% of 



   

   

$64,585  is $51,668, which means the median household  incomes  for census tracts 

8.01 and 8.04 are less than 80% of the statewide median. 

o California Communities Environmental Health Screen Tool  (CalEnvironScreen)  score 

for the community benefited by the project: 21.07  

The Project is located in zip code 93103. With the following statistics provided: 
Population: 20,249 
CalEnviroScreen Score: 21.07 
Percentile Range: 61 ‐ 70% 
 
Indicator Percentiles 
Ozone: 6 
PM: 37 
Diesel: 59 
Pesticides: 41 
TRI: 0 
Traffic: 51 
Cleanup Sites: 67 
Groundwater: 88 
Hazardous Waste: 58 
Impaired Water Bodies: 51 
Solid Waste: 96 
 
Age: 27 
Asthma: 13 
Low Birth Weight: 62 
Education: 69 
Linguistic Isolation: 59 
Poverty: 58 
 

o For projects  that benefit public school students, percentage of students eligible  for 

the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:  

80.1% of Adelante Students, 99.8% of Cleveland Students and 99.8% of Franklin 

students are on free and reduced lunch plans. 

b. Should the community benefitting from the project be considered disadvantaged based 
on  criteria not  specified  in  the  program  guidelines?  If  so, provide  data  for  all  criteria 
above  and  a  quantitative  assessment  of  why  the  community  should  be  considered 
disadvantaged. 



   

   

The City of Santa Barbara’s Low to Moderate Income (LMI) in 2013 for a household 

of  three  is  between  $35,850  and  $57,350  and  between  $38,880  and  $63,700  for  a 

household  of  four.  The  Project  location  straddles  both  Census  Tracts  8.01  and  8.04. 

According to the Department of Housing and Urban Development’s CPD Maps, the low‐ 

and moderate‐income persons make up 54 percent in Census Tract 8.01 and 52 percent 

in  Census  Tract  8.04.  These  census  tracts  are  eligible  census  tracts  for  Community 

Development Block Grant Funds. However, given the Project cost, there are not enough 

funds in that funding source on a yearly level to fund this Project. 

B. Describe how the project demonstrates a clear benefit to a disadvantaged community and what 
percentage  of  the  project  funding will  benefit  that  community,  for  projects  using  the  school 
based criteria describe specifically the school students and community will benefit.  

The proposed Project is located in the Eastside neighborhood; a disadvantaged community 

that  is predominately Hispanic or Latino,  low‐to‐moderate  income families. 94.2% of Adelante 

Students, 97.9% of Cleveland Students and 95.7% of Franklin students are Hispanic or Latino. 

80.1% of Adelante Students, 99.8% of Cleveland Students and 99.8% of Franklin students are on 

free  and  reduced  lunch plans. Many  families depend on  alternative  transportation  to  get  to 

school  and work.  The Project will  increase walking by  constructing  a bridge  that will have  a 

sidewalk on it. 

7. USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION 
CORPS (0 to ‐5 points) 

The applicant must send the  following  information to the CCC and CALCC prior to application 
submittal to Caltrans: 
 

Project Description      Detailed Estimate       Project 
Schedule 
Project Map        Preliminary Plan 

 
The corps agencies can be contacted at:  
California Conservation Corps at: www.ccc.ca.gov 



   

   

Community Conservation Corps at: http://calocalcorps.org 

A.  The applicant has coordinated with the CCC to identify how a state conservation corps can 

be a partner of the project. Yes 

Virginia Clark,  virginia.clark@ccc.ca.gov,  (916) 341‐3147:   Contacted  via email on April 30, 

2014 (project information included in the email)  

B. The applicant has coordinated with a representative from the California Association of Local 

Conservation Corps (CALCC) to identify how a certified community conservation corps can be 

a partner of the project. Yes  

Paige Brokaw, paige@csgcalifornia.com,  (916) 669‐4797: Contacted  via email on April 

30, 2014 (project information included in the email)  

C. The applicant  intends to utilize the CCC or a certified community conservation corps on all 

items where participation is indicated?  Yes 

I have coordinated with a representative of the CCC; and the CCC does not support any 

of the project items to partner on. 

I have coordinated with a representative of the CALCC; and CALCC does not support any 

of the project items to partner on. 

8. APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST GRANTS ( 0 to ‐10 points)  

A. Describe any of  your agency’s ATP  type grant  failures during  the past 5  years, and what 

changes your agency will take in order to deliver this project. 

   During  the  past  5  years,  the  City  of  Santa  Barbara  has  completed  17  ATP  type 

(State/Federal  Funded Transportation  Improvements) projects with a  total grant  value of 

over  $25 million  and  has  not  had  any  failure  to  deliver  these  projects.   Other  federally 

funded  grants  the  Public  Works  Department  has  participated  in  are  Highway  Safety 

Improvement Program Grant (HSIP), Safe Routes to School, Bicycle Transportation Account, 



   

   

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act, and the Highway Bridge Program.  In addition to 

the completed projects, the City has 11 active grants projects administered through Caltrans 

with a total grant value of over $60 million.  The City of Santa Barbara remains on target to 

deliver these projects.  
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PS&E

Construction

N/A N/A

Right of Way

SBCAG

Project Title

Implementing Agency
City of Santa Barbara
City of Santa Barbara
City of Santa Barbara

bdamour@santabarbaraca.gov

Includes Bike/Ped ImprovementsIncludes ADA Improvements

Element

Project Study Report Approved

Component
PA&ED

07/10/15

02/23/18

07/09/15
06/10/15Draft Project Report

Route/Corridor

11/01/14
05/15/15

Proposed
10/31/14

Project Milestone

District

Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase

PM Ahd
05

Local

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

Date: 5/13/14

General Instructions

The Project is located on Montecito/Yanonali Street over Sycamore Creek the City of Santa Barbara.  The 
proposed Project will demolish the existing vehicular bridge and construct a new vehicular bridge with a 
sidewalk along the east side as the existing bridge has no sidewalks, and no shoulders for pedestrian use.  
The intersection of Montecito and Yanonali Streets will be converted to an all-way stop.  Additional sidewalk is 
proposed along Montecito and Salinas Streets.  Pedestrian scale lighting is also proposed to make the route to 
school safe and visible.

MPO

Location, Project Limits, Description, Scope of Work See page 2

Montecito Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements

Project Manager/Contact
Brian D'Amour

MPO ID TCRP No.

Phone
805-897-2661

PPNO

County Project Sponsor/Lead Agency
City of Santa Barbara

EA

PM Bk

Supports Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Goals Reduces Greenhouse Gas Emissions

City of Santa Barbara
Purpose and Need See page 2

Project Benefits See page 2
By providing a sidewalk for pedestrians and reducing speeds of vehicles (via the reconfigured T-intersection 
with all way stop control) as well as improving lighting, the project will increase walking and biking and will 
enhance the experience for those already using this important corridor.  The entire community will benefit as 
increased walking and biking will decrease traffic congestion and air pollution.

The Eastside neighborhood is a low-to-moderate income neighborhood and many families depend on 
alternative transportation.  Crossing Sycamore Creek at this location is uncomfortable as the existing lanes are 
narrow, there is no sidewalk or shoulder area for pedestrians, and sight lines are limited.  Due to the additional 
distance required to avoid this crossing, many families still choose to walk and bike across the existing bridge 
as it is the most convenient path to and from important neighborhood destinations including schools, parks, a 
community center and a library.  A new bridge is required to be constructed at this location in order to certify 
that the post project condition will not cause a rise in flood elevations.   

E-mail Address

End Construction Phase (Construction Contract Acceptance Milestone)

ND/CEDocument TypeCirculate Draft Environmental Document

ADA Notice

02/26/18
05/04/18

Begin Closeout Phase

End Right of Way Phase (Right of Way Certification Milestone)
Begin Construction Phase (Contract Award Milestone)

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For information call (916) 654-6410 or TDD 
(916) 654-3880 or write Records and Forms Management, 1120 N Street, MS-89, Sacramento, CA 95814

03/15/16
04/15/16
02/17/17

10/27/16

End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report)

End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone)
Begin Design (PS&E) Phase
End Design Phase (Ready to List for Advertisement Milestone)
Begin Right of Way Phase

New Project



ID Task Name Duration Start Finish

1 Administrative Tasks 1115 days Fri 3/21/14 Fri 6/29/18

2 ATP Call for Projects 0 days Fri 3/21/14 Fri 3/21/14

3 Submit ATP Grant Application 0 days Thu 5/15/14 Thu 5/15/14

4 ATP Grant Application Due Date 0 days Wed 5/21/14 Wed 5/21/14

5 CTC Staff Recommendations for Statewide & Rural/Small Urban Program 0 days Fri 8/8/14 Fri 8/8/14

6 CTC Adopts Statewide & Rural/Small Urban Program 0 days Wed 8/20/14 Wed 8/20/14

7 Receive PE Authorization (E-76) 0 days Wed 10/22/14 Wed 10/22/14

8 CTC Allocates CON Funding 0 days Thu 6/30/16 Thu 6/30/16

9 Receive CON Authorization (E-76) 0 days Mon 10/31/16 Mon 10/31/16

10 Final Report of Expenditures 0 days Fri 6/29/18 Fri 6/29/18

11

12 Design Phase Tasks 694 days Mon 3/3/14 Thu 10/27/16

13 Survey 20 days Mon 3/3/14 Fri 3/28/14

14 Preliminary Design (30%) 150 days Fri 8/8/14 Thu 3/5/15

15 Environmental Phase 240 days Fri 8/8/14 Thu 7/9/15

16 60% Design 120 days Fri 7/10/15 Thu 12/24/15

17 90% Design Plans, Specifications, and Estimate 120 days Fri 12/25/15 Thu 6/9/16

18 Final Plans, Specifications, and Estimate 100 days Fri 6/10/16 Thu 10/27/16

19

20 Construction Phase Tasks 370 days Mon 12/5/16 Fri 5/4/18

21 Advertise Project 30 days Mon 12/5/16 Fri 1/13/17

22 CAR 25 days Mon 1/16/17 Fri 2/17/17

23 Award Construction 0 days Fri 2/17/17 Fri 2/17/17

24 Construction 225 days Mon 4/17/17 Fri 2/23/18

25 Notice of Completion 0 days Fri 5/4/18 Fri 5/4/18
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Montecito-Yanonali Bridge Replacement
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Date: Wed 5/14/14



DTP-0001 (Revised May 2013)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST
General Instructions

Date: 5/14/14

District EA Project ID PPNO MPO ID TCRP No.

Project Title
Montecito Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements

Additional Information
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Goals:                                                                                                    
The project is inline with the goals of the Sustainable Communities Strategy by encouraging more people to 
walk or bicycle to their destinations rather than using a passenger vehicle.  Although Santa Barbara's 
passenger vehicle greenhouse gas reduction targets have been set at zero percent for 2020 and 2035, the 
SBCAG Board has established greenhouse gas emission reduction targets of 10 percent in 2020 and 15 
percent in 2035.  This project will help meet these goals.                                                                                        
The project will reduce greenhouse gas emissions.  Each mile walked or biked, rather than driven, reduces 
carbon dioxide emissions by approximately 423 grams.  Based on the assumed usage of the completed 
project, it is estimated that the completed project will reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 55 tons annually.  

ADA Notice For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For information call (916) 654-6410 or TDD 
(916) 654-3880 or write Records and Forms Management, 1120 N Street, MS-89, Sacramento, CA 95814

05 0 0 0 0 0

New Project



Montecito/Yanonali Street Pedestrian Facility
ATP Application

CO2 Reduction Calculations

CO2 Reduction Benfit

Expected peak hour ped use for Montecito bridge = 57.0 pedestrians
Assume .08 k value, daily volume = 712.5 pedestrians

Annual volume = 260,062.5 pedestrians
Average distance traveled per ped = 0.5 mile

Total miles travelled = 130,031.3 miles

Total Annual Vehicle Miles Reduced = 130,031 miles

CO2 Reduced Per Vehicle Mile (grams) =  423 g

Annual Reduction in CO2 (grams) = 55,003,219 grams/year

Annual Reduction in CO2 (tons) = 55.00 tons/year

5/13/2014



DTP-0001 (Revised July 2013) Date: 5/14/14

District EA
05

Project Title:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total

E&P (PA&ED) 147 147

PS&E 450 450

R/W SUP (CT)

CON SUP (CT)

R/W

CON 133 3,145 3,278

TOTAL 730 3,145 3,875

Fund No. 1:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total

E&P (PA&ED) 147 147

PS&E 450 450

R/W SUP (CT)

CON SUP (CT)

R/W

CON 2,845 2,845

TOTAL 597 2,845 3,442

Fund No. 2:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total

E&P (PA&ED)

PS&E

R/W SUP (CT)

CON SUP (CT)

R/W

CON 133 300 433

TOTAL 133 300 433

Fund No. 3:

Component Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 19/20+ Total

E&P (PA&ED)

PS&E

R/W SUP (CT)

CON SUP (CT)

R/W

CON

TOTAL

Funding Agency

Program Code
Proposed Funding ($1,000s)

Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s) Notes

Funding Agency

ATP Funds Program Code
Proposed Funding ($1,000s) 20.30.720

Funding Agency

City Discretionary Funds Program Code
Proposed Funding ($1,000s)

Montecito Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements

LocalSB

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ● DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Route TCRP No.

PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST

County Project ID PPNO



VI. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

FUNDING SUMMARY

ATP Funds being requested by Phase      Amount

Total for ALL Phases $

All Non-ATP fund types on this project*      Amount

ATP Work Specific Funding Breakdown      Amount

ALLOCATION/AUTHORIZATION REQUESTS SCHEDULE

      Proposed Allocation Date Proposed Authorization (E-76) Date

Project name: Montecito-Yanonali Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements

597,000
0

2,845,000
0

3,442,000

PE Phase (City Discretionary Funds - Voluntary Match) 133,000
Construction Phase - Infrastructure (City Voluntary Match) 300,000

3,875,000
Yes

0
3,442,000

0
0
0

08/20/2014 10/22/2014
08/20/2014 10/22/2014

06/30/2016 10/31/2016



VII. NON-INFRASTRUCTURE SCHEDULE INFORMATION

Start Date  End Date   Task/Deliverables

Project name: Montecito-Yanonali Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements
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VIII. ADDITIONAL APPLICATION ATTACHMENTS

Check all attachments included with this application.

Vicinity/Location Map- REQUIRED for all IF Projects
North Arrow
Label street names and highway route numbers
Scale

Photos and/or Video of Existing Location- REQUIRED for all IF Projects
Minimum of one labeled color photo of the existing project location
Minimum photo size 3 x 5 inches
Optional video and/or time-lapse

Preliminary Plans- REQUIRED for Construction phase only
Must include a north arrow
Label the scale of the drawing
Typical Cross sections where applicable with property or right-of-way lines
Label street names, highway route numbers and easements

Detailed Engineer’s Estimate- REQUIRED for Construction phase only
Estimate must be true and accurate. Applicant is responsible for verifying costs prior to  
submittal
Must show a breakdown of all bid items by unit and cost. Lump Sum may only be used per  
industry standards
Must identify all items that ATP will be funding
Contingency is limited to 10% of funds being requested
Evaluation required under the ATP guidelines is not a reimbursable item

Documentation of the partnering maintenance agreement- Required with the application if an entity,   
other than the applicant, is going to assume responsibility for the operation and maintenance of the  
facility  

  Documentation of the partnering implementation agreement-Required with the application if an
entity, other than the applicant, is going to implement the project.   

Letters of Support from Caltrans (Required for projects on the State Highway System(SHS))

Digital copy of or an online link to an approved plan (bicycle, pedestrian, safe routes to school,  
active transportation, general, recreation, trails, city/county or regional master plan(s), technical  
studies, and/or environmental studies (with environmental commitment record or list of mitigation  
measures), if applicable. Include/highlight portions that are applicable to the proposed project.

Documentation of the public participation process (required)

Letter of Support from impacted school- when the school isn’t the applicant or partner on the  
application (required)

Additional documentation, letters of support, etc (optional)

Project name:
Montecito-Yanonali Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements



 

City of Santa Barbara 
Montecito-Yanonali Bridge Replacement 
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Montecito‐Yanonali Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements 
In the News

Maria Delgado and other Eastside residents hold up signs Wednesday 
encouraging the City of Santa Barbara to fix the bridge at Montecito and 
Yanonali streets. (Lara Cooper / Noozhawk photo)



Montecito‐Yanonali Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements 
In the News



Montecito‐Yanonali Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements 
In the News

Paul Wellman, Santa Barbara Independent 
THREADING THE NEEDLE: Emily Rorden and son Jace make their way across the sidewalk‐free Yanonali Street bridge during 
morning rush hour. Neighbors have been asking City Hall for a sidewalk for nearly 15 years. Monday night, the City Council 
finally obliged.



Montecito‐Yanonali Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements
Street View Looking North



Montecito‐Yanonali Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements
Street View Looking South
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SHEET INDEX

SHEET #

SHEET

DESIGNATOR

TITLE DESCRIPTION

ABBREVIATION LEGENDSYMBOL LEGEND

VICINITY MAP

C2

C3

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

MONTECITO-YANONALI BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECT
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View of tenon from above.

Existing Concrete Pole

c/w a 4" O.D. x 9" lg.

Tenon (Pole Supplied

 by Others).

Lamp: As specified by Contract requirements. Default shall be LED type.

Optical System: (TH3F), I.E.S. type III hyper-extensive (asymmetrical).

Horizontal lamp position in a 15 degree angle.  Weather tightness IP66 rating.

This assembly is toolfree removable from the technical ring.

Ballast: Matching Ballast included with lamp.  Connected to 120 volts.

Assembled on a unitized removable tray with quick disconnect plug.

Access-Mechanism:   A die cast 360 aluminum technical ring with latch and

hinge complete with a cast-in reflector.  The mechanism shall offer toolfree

access to the inside of the luminaire.  An embedded memory-retentive gasket

shall ensure weatherproofing.

Central Tubing:  Made of aluminum tubing,  4

1

2

" outside diameter, slip fits over a

4" diameter by 9" long pole tenon, mechanically fastened by two levels of 3/8-16

UNC set-screws & a 

3

8

"Locking Bolt.

Photo Cell:  Twist lock type photocell, 120 volts, complete with an orientable

cover. (Optional)

Hardware:  All exposed screws will be in stainless steel.  All seals and sealing

devices are made and/or lined with EPDM and/or silicone.

Finish:  Lumec custom color PS311G128 Malaga Green  (SC1TX) or matching

RAL Classic System color RAL6005.

Description of Components:

Locking Bolt

(2x) Orifices

 7/16"

PH8/120 Photocell

      Option

Luminaire: See L-05.0 for luminaire selection details.

Post Top Arm: Standard - 6'

Optional  - 8', 10', 12'

POST TOP & ARM

Adapter:  Aluminum Clamps, mechanically fastened to pole by stainless

steel bolts and nuts.  For installation on octagonal tapered cement pole.

Octagonal

Tapered

cement pole

MID POLE BRACKET

NOTES:

1. Contact:  Prudential Lighting Products, (805) 598-3973, http:www.plpnorth.com

2. Order: Luminaire as specified by contract (default shall be LED type), and

request arm length as specified by contract.  Mid Pole Bracket, if required by

contract, is pole specific and includes arm.

3. Post Top, Arm, Mid Pole Bracket and installation hardware, including 

3

8

"

locking bolt, to be provided by manufacturer.

4.

7

16

" hole to be drilled in Post Top by Contractor.

5.

7

16

" bore hole thru pole tenon for locking bolt to be drilled by Contractor.

6. Post Top & Arm, and Mid Pole Bracket alignment typically perpendicular to

curbface, must be prior approved by Project Engineer.

7. Mid Pole Bracket location height on pole is set approximately at 14'.

Contractor will bore electrical access hole in pole.

8. Optical system to be aligned in field per Manufacturers Streetside direction

label identified in fixture.

9. A sticker indicating lamp wattage shall be placed on the underside of the arm

nearest the pole. For HPS lamps, the sticker shall be yellow with a black

number.

1
8
"
 
M

I
N

.

HANDHOLE

ATTACHMENT SCREWS

(2) 1/4"-20 S.S. DOOR

1
8
"
 
M

I
N

.

R=18"

2"MIN. CONDUITS LAID

AT BACK OF CURB, CONNECTIONG

PULLBOXES

*3" CONDUIT TO PULL BOX IF FEED

IS FROM SCE

3"

CONC. PULL BOX WITH BASE PER

DETAIL L-04.0, WITH LONG FACE 6"

FROM AND PARALLEL TO BACK OF

CURB. PLACED PER ENGINEER'S

SPECIFICATIONS

NON-SHRINK

GROUT

6
.
7
"

PULLBOX

1
4

'
-
0

"

7" DIA.

GROUND LINE

POLE TOP

(MOD-BM)

A
B

O
V

E
 
G

R
A

D
E

 
H

E
I
G

H
T

 
(
N

O
M

.
)

TAPERED

FLUTED SECTION

4"x6" CAST ALUMINUM

FRAME & COVER @ 0°

COVER IS TO BE

ATTACHED BY AMERON

PRIOR TO SHIPMENT

SPUN CAST, PRESTRESSED

FLUTED CONCRETE POLE

WITH FLARE BASE AND

ROUND 16" POLE TOP

EXTENSIION

ASTM A-82

STEEL WIRE AT 3" PITCH

#12 GA. SPIRAL

1-3/8" WALL (TYP.)

ASTM A-421

STEEL WIRES

COVER (TYP.)

1/2" CLEAR

(8) 7 MM PRESTRESSING

POLE SECTION

GROUNDWIRE

BARE COPPER

#8 GA. x 6"

FRAME

HAND HOLE

VIEW A

36°

POLE TOP DETAIL

2" DIA.

HOLE

#11 GA. LONGITUDINAL

ASTM A-82

WIRE CLAMP

TO SPIRAL WIRE 

STEEL WIRE WELDED

VICTORIAN FLUTED POLE (wt.  500LBS)

PROVIDE 

1

4

" EXPANSION JOINT

MATERIAL IF ADJACENT TO

CONCRETE

HOLES @ 90°

CIRCLE

16" BOLT

CONCRETE FOUNDATION: CLASS 560-C-3250

WITH (4) #5 VERTICIAL BARS 30" LONG ON A Ø18"

WITH #3 TIES AS SHOWN IN SETUP DETAIL

OPTION  1

FOUNDATION: 2'x 2'

    DEPTH:  3'

14" SQ.x 1" THICK

GALV. OR ZINC PRIME

COAT STEEL PLATE

A-36

OPTION  2

FOUNDATION: 2'DIA.

    DEPTH:  3'

ROUGH

FOUNDATION

LEVEL

FINISH

GRADE

(3) #3 TIES IN TOP 12" &

ONE BOTTOM

1" CONDUIT TO

PULL BOX

1) Install ground rod in pull box.

2) Maximum 2 conduits per fixture. 3 conduits require adjacent pull box.

3) Dissimilar metals separated dielectrically.

4) All bolts, nuts, washers, and hardware shall be galvanized steel.

NOTES:

(4) #5

VERTICAL

BARS

CUT CONDUIT AT OR BELOW

ACCESS DOOR OPENING, WIRE TO

EXTEND 18" INTO POLE

DIA. 5-1/8"

4"

3"

3
"

(4) 

3

4

"x 24"x 4"GALV.

STEEL ANCHOR J-BOLTS

W/2 GALV. HEX NUTS

PER ROD PROJECTING

3

1

2

" ABOVE ROUGH

FOUNDATI0N LEVEL

3
'

RECOMMENDED MOUNTING SETUP DETAIL

N.T.S.

NOTES:

1.  Contact: Pacific Lighting Sales Inc. 2366 Birtcher Drive, Suite

100 Lake Forest, CA 92630, (949) 597-1633,

http://www.pls-inc.com

2.  Order: Pole VBF04.7SPL, Victorian Fluted Pole, Pole Mix

(2P3S) Santa Barbara Black & White exposed

aggregate finish, with flat water sealer coating -

ASTM C-150 TYPE III gray cement.

3.  Specify Tamper Proof Door Screws.

4.  Baseplate is included.

5.  (4) 

3

4

"x24"x4" galvanized steel bolts & hardware included.

6.  MOD-BM: Plug down pole length to 14'-3" OAL.

DETAIL

SEE POLE TOP

min.

m
i
n

.

6
"
m

a
x
.

VIEW A

9" LG.

3-7/8" O.D.

5" DIA. CAST ALUMINUM TOP COLLAR

(STD MOD38 POLE TOP) (4)

3/8"-16UNC x 1-3/4" STEEL

COUPLINGS @ 90° APART ON A 3-1/2"

B.C. EACH WITH 3/8"-16UNC x 12"

ANCHOR BOLTS

(4) 3/8"-16UNC x 1-1/2" FLAT

HEAD MACHINE SCREWS

T378 MODIFIED CAST TENON

ALUMINUM ALLOY 356 WITH (4) R7/16" X

6" LG. VERTICAL GROOVES FOR

SCREW MOUNTING TENON TO BE

ATTACHED BY AMERON PRIOR TO

SHIPMENT

NOTE - Infield borings in pole may

only be in 90° increments in relation

to hand hole.

0°

POLE ORIENTATIONS

180°

HAND HOLE

90° 270°

C
u

r
b

f
a
c
e

2'

Locate Handhole in minimum 36"

clear space

GROUND ROD, LENGTH AT

ENGINEER'S DISCRETION

*5% or less desired, 8.33% max., but in no

case remove more than 12 ft. of existing

sidewalk to meet grade requirements

unless directed by engineer.

MATCH EXISTING

SIDEWALK

5
%

*

TAPER TO GRADE.  VARIABLE HEIGHT RETAINING

CURB TO BE BUILT ONLY IF DEEMED NECESSARY BY

CITY INSPECTOR

 12' MAX.

4' MINIMUM

LANDING

 VARIES

VARIABLE HEIGHT

RETAINING CURB,

TAPER TO GRADE.

8
.
3
3
%

 
M

A

X

.

2% MAX.

4' MINIMUM

LANDING

CURB HEIGHT AT LANDING

SHALL BE MINIMUM 2" AND

MAXIMUM 4"

 VARIES

8
.
3
3
%

 
M

A

X

.

RETAINING CURB, 6" AT

EDGE OF GUTTER.
1
%

 M
IN

.

2% MAX.

10% Typical

8
.
3
3
%

A

M
A

X
.

W

i

n

g

8.33%

MAX.

A

B

B

C

C

4'x4'

LANDING

MIN.

 VARIES

TAPER TO GRADE.  VARIABLE

HEIGHT RETAINING CURB TO

BE BUILT ONLY IF DEEMED

NECESSARY BY CITY

INSPECTOR.

5' MIN.
PLANTED

PARKWAY

(USE

CONCRETE

CURB)

R=3'

RETAINING CURB SHALL BE BUILT AS

FAR AS NECESSARY TO MAINTAIN

POSITIVE PARKWAY SLOPE.  SEE

SIDEWALK STANDARD DETAIL FOR

SIDEWALK SECTIONS.

5
'
 
M

I
N

.

R
A

M
P

 
W

I
D

T
H

INSTALL NON-GROUTED RED

BRICK PAVERS IN ISLAND.

MINIMUM AREA OF PAVERS

SHALL BE 10 SQUARE FEET.

WHEN APPROPRIATE, CURB

RADIUS MAY BE ADJUSTED TO

MEET THIS REQUIREMENT.

12' MAX.

EXIST. SIDEWALK

CONCRETE PARKWAY

(USE FLARED WING)

5' MIN.

FLARE WIDTH

MATCH CURB HEIGHT

AND EXISTING GUTTER

WIDTH, TYP.

R=1', TYP.

1.5 INCH DEEP CONTRACTION JOINTS

R=1',

TYP.

D
R

A
F

T

3
0
 
%

M
O

N
T

E
C

I
T

O
-
Y

A
N

O
N

A
L
I
 
B

R
I
D

G
E

 
R

E
P

L
A

C
E

M
E

N
T

D
E

T
A

I
L
S

 
1

 

2014-XXXX

XXXX

C-1-XXXX

5 6

C4

Know what's

R

SECTION A-A

N.T.S.

SECTION B-B

N.T.S.

SECTION C-C

N.T.S.

Directional curb ramps shall match
the width and alignment of adjoining

sidewalk.



2% MAX. SLOPE

5' MIN. VAR.

4"

CRUSHED AGGREGATE BASE

COMPACTED NATIVE SOIL

4"

8"

SEE PMP** FOR

APPROPRIATE WIDTH

A

WX X

SIDEWALK

PARKWAY

BROOM DIRECTION

CONTINUE SIDEWALK

SCORE PATTERN

THROUGH DRIVEWAY

CURB AND GUTTER GRADE BREAK

VARIES. SEE NOTE 7

(TYPICALLY 3-4 FEET)

GRADE BREAK

ALTERNATIVE OPTION

TO MATCH EXISTING

VAR.

4"

2% MAX. SLOPE

CRUSHED AGGREGATE BASE

COMPACTED NATIVE SOIL

4"

8"

5' MIN.

SEE PMP** FOR

APPROPRIATE WIDTH

5' MIN.

4"

2% MAX. SLOPE

EXPANSION JOINT

IF REQUIRED

CRUSHED AGGREGATE BASE

COMPACTED NATIVE SOIL

4"

8"

SEE PMP** FOR APPROPRIATE WIDTH
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6" MIN.

SEE TYPICAL DETAIL
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2% MAX.

VAR. 4' MIN.

6"

BACK OF S/W

OR PROPERTY

LINE

VAR. 5' MIN.

3/4"

TYP.

4" STEEL

TROWEL FINISH

R= 1/2"
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NOTES:

1. Type "A" sidewalk shall be used in residential areas.

2. Type "B" sidewalk may be used during reconstruction

as an alternate to Type "A" in residential areas, when

approved by the City Engineer or designee.

3. Type "C" sidewalk shall be used in commercial areas.

4. Sidewalk width shall be as shown, unless otherwise

specified on the plans

5. Provide 1.5 inch deep score joints @ 10 feet (30 feet if

trees present), and 0.25 inch scoremarks at 5 foot

spacing, and isolation joints at all adjacent structures,

or match existing score pattern.

6. Exposed edges, joints and score marks shall be

round-finish with an approved tool.

7. All survey monuments shall be identified, protected,

and reset by a licensed land surveyor.  (See General

Note 9 on Standard Detail H-01.0).

8. Where necessary to replace existing sidewalk, cold

joint shall be made at existing joint, or min. 1.5 inch

sawcut at nearest score mark.

9. In special districts of the City, sidewalk shall match

scoring and color of existing decorative sidewalk.  (i.e.,

State Street, Carrillo Street, Chapala Street).

10. All utility boxes shall be placed at the back of curb.

11.Minimum of 4' clear space shall be provided around all

tree wells, utility boxes/poles, benches, and other

obstructions (5' preferred).

*R/W = Right of Way

**PMP = Pedestrian Master Plan

NOTES:

1. This driveway is to be used in residential areas, when plans showing

such use are approved by the City Engineer, or designee, and for

replacement of driveway only.

2. Driveway width (W) shall be 10 feet minimum and 16 feet maximum.

Any driveway or combination of driveways which exceed the maximum

width must be approved by the City Transportation Planning Manager,

City Engineer, or designee.

3. Where driveway width exceeds 12 feet, provide a 1.5 inch deep

contraction joint in center.

4. The driveway slab shall be 6 inches thick.  The sidewalk within the

driveway width shall be 6 inches thick (see note 5 for exceptions).

5. Driveway with 8 inch slab thickness shall be used when serving three

or more residences, or when plans showing such use are approved by

the City Engineer or designee.

6. Gutter width shall match adjacent gutter.

7. Flare width (X) shall be 1 foot for each 2 inches of curb height.

8. Driveway flares, slabs and gutters shall be placed monolithically.

9. Where existing gutter has been overlaid, and a new driveway is being

installed, the new gutter shall be installed to match existing gutter.

Asphalt concrete shall be placed over the new gutter to the grade of

the existing pavement.

10. Driveway approach consists of gutter, ramp, and sidewalk portions,

placed monolithically.

11. See detail H-06.1 for sidewalk.

12. Where existing gutter exceed 3 feet, and concrete is in good condition,

an 18" cut into existing gutter may be made if approved by City

inspector.

13. Provide a minimum 5' wide sidewalk across driveway at 2% slope.

PLAN VIEW

SECTION A-A

TYPICAL DETAIL



Unit Price Item Total

C-1 MOBILIZATION 1 LS $36,000.00 $36,000.00 
C-2 TRAFFIC CONTROL 1 LS $24,000.00 $24,000.00 
C-3 CLEARING & GRUBBING 1 LS $12,000.00 $12,000.00 
C-4 SWPPP 1 LS $12,000.00 $12,000.00 
C-5 HARDSCAPE REMOVAL 6000 SQFT $3.60 $21,600.00 
C-6 STRUCTURE EXCAVATION AND ROUGH GRADING 1 LS $36,000.00 $36,000.00 
C-7 REMOVE EXISTING BRIDGE 1 LS $60,000.00 $60,000.00 
C-8 CIDH PILE 24" DIAMETER 2000 LF $180.00 $360,000.00 
C-9 REINFORCED CONCRETE GRADE BEAM ABUTMENT 2 EA $24,000.00 $48,000.00 
C-10 WING WALLS 100 LF $480.00 $48,000.00 
C-11 BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION 1 LS $600,000.00 $600,000.00 
C-12 BRIDGE APPROACH SLAB 160 SQFT $60.00 $9,600.00 
C-13 CRUSHED AGGREGATE BASE (4” OR 6” DEEP UNDER ALL PCC AND AC) 180 TN $60.00 $10,800.00 
C-14 4" THICK PCC SIDEWALK 7000 SQFT $18.00 $126,000.00 
C-15 8" PCC CURB & GUTTER 1200 LF $60.00 $72,000.00 
C-16 8" THICK PCC RESIDENTIAL DRIVEWAY 900 SQFT $24.00 $21,600.00 
C-17 SIDEWALK ACCESS RAMP 11 EA $18,000.00 $198,000.00 
C-18 CONCRETE BLOCK RETAINING WALL (TALL) 200 LF $600.00 $120,000.00 
C-19 CONCRETE BLOCK RETAINING WALL (SHORT) 85 LF $480.00 $40,800.00 
C-20 ASPHALT CONCRETE PAVEMENT (4” DEEP) 60 TN $360.00 $21,600.00 
C-21 REMOVE/RELOCATE DRAINAGE STRUCTURES 1 LS $18,000.00 $18,000.00 
C-22 RELOCATE SEWER LINE 1 LS $9,000.00 $9,000.00 
C-23 SIGNAGE AND STRIPING 1 LS $3,000.00 $3,000.00 
C-24 FURNISH & INSTALL PULL BOXES 80 EA $600.00 $48,000.00 
C-25 FURNISH & INSTALL CONDUITS 3250 LF $36.00 $117,000.00 
C-26 FURNISH & INSTALL METER PEDESTAL 3 EA $3,000.00 $9,000.00 
C-27 FURNISH & INSTALL BRIDGE LIGHTING SYSTEM 1 LS $6,000.00 $6,000.00 
C-28 FURNISH & INSTALL TYPE B LIGHT POLE WITH FIXTURE 24 EA $15,000.00 $360,000.00 
C-29 TRASH RECEPTACLES 2 EA $1,200.00 $2,400.00 

$2,450,400.00 
$245,040.00 

$2,695,000.00 

Total Project Cost
$500,000.00
$150,000.00
$15,000.00
$65,000.00

$730,000.00
$2,695,000.00

$400,000.00
$50,000.00

$3,145,000.00
$3,875,000.00Total Project Cost

D
es

ig
n

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n

Design Contract
Engineering Staff Time
Surveying
Environmental 
Design Total
Contract
Construction Management
Material Testing
Construction Total

10% Contingency
TOTAL CIVIL CONTRACT AMOUNT (Rounded to nearest $1,000)

Quantity Unit of Measure
Engineer's Estimate

Item Description

Montecito Street Bridge Pedestrian Improvements

Estimate Date: 05/12/2014

Bid List Total

Item #

DETAILED ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE



Documentation of Approved Plans/Public Participation Process 
Montecito Street Bridge Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements 

 
Note:  All of these Programs and Plans have gone through extension public participation 
process and have been adopted by City Council. 

 
1. 2014-2019 Capital Improvement Program (March 2013):  

a. Project Description on Page A-89 
b. Online Link: 

http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/SBdocuments/Advisory_Groups/Budget/Archiv
e_2014/05_Six-Year_Capital_Improvement_Program_for_Fiscal_Years_2014_-
_2019/2013-06-18_Six-Year_CIP_-_Appendix_A_-_Projects_by_Department.pdf 

2. City of Santa Barbara Pedestrian Master Plan 
a. Chapter 06: Goal 2 - Establishing and enhancing Safe Routes to School 

i. Safe Routes to School Maps for Franklin, Cleveland and Adelante Elementary 
Schools attached.  Adelante is referenced as Cesar Chavez School. 

b. Online Link: 
http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/gov/depts/pw/transpark/master_plans/pedestr
ian_master_plan.asp 

3. Eastside Neighborhood Transportation Management Plan (July 2013) 
a. Pages: 22-23 (Enhance Walking Experience), 26-27 (Add Bicycle Amenities), 33 

(Unfunded Capital Projects) (Attached) 
b. Online Link: 

http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/civicax/filebank/blobdload.aspx?blobid=34375 
c. The process was extensive and included the following for public participation: a 

survey, where Eastside families were the focus groups; two public workshops 
that were held at Franklin Elementary School; two hearings before the City’s 
Transportation Circulation Committee; two hearings before the Neighborhood 
Advisory Council; two hearings at City Council; and one hearing at a joint City 
Council and Santa Barbara School District meeting. There was also stakeholder 
outreach conducted with the Santa Barbara School District (Eastside School 
Principals/PTA/Information distribution in student Friday folders); the Coalition 
for Sustainable Transportation, COAST, who started the Eastside WALKS 
Program; the Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition; Milpas Community Association; 
Our Lady of Guadalupe (religious institution); and Eastside residents, with a 
targeted focus on Eastside families.   
 

 
 
 

 

http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/SBdocuments/Advisory_Groups/Budget/Archive_2014/05_Six-Year_Capital_Improvement_Program_for_Fiscal_Years_2014_-_2019/2013-06-18_Six-Year_CIP_-_Appendix_A_-_Projects_by_Department.pdf
http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/SBdocuments/Advisory_Groups/Budget/Archive_2014/05_Six-Year_Capital_Improvement_Program_for_Fiscal_Years_2014_-_2019/2013-06-18_Six-Year_CIP_-_Appendix_A_-_Projects_by_Department.pdf
http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/SBdocuments/Advisory_Groups/Budget/Archive_2014/05_Six-Year_Capital_Improvement_Program_for_Fiscal_Years_2014_-_2019/2013-06-18_Six-Year_CIP_-_Appendix_A_-_Projects_by_Department.pdf
http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/civica/filebank/blobdload.asp?BlobID=16531
http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/gov/depts/pw/transpark/master_plans/pedestrian_master_plan.asp
http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/gov/depts/pw/transpark/master_plans/pedestrian_master_plan.asp
http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/civicax/filebank/blobdload.aspx?blobid=34375


Pedestrian Bridge over Sycamore Creek along Montecito Street
Description:
Place new single span pedestrian/bike bridge over Sycamore Creek along East Yanonali Street/Montecito
Streets.

Specific Plans or Policies Relating to this Project:
The project was identified by the Neighborhood Improvement Task Force, Neighborhood Advisory Council and Coalition of Sustainable Transportation (COAST).Circulation Element and Pedestrian Master Plan goal to increase walking within neighborhoods via pedestrian connections. This bridge would connect the Lower Rivieraand Upper Riviera neighborhoods and provide a safe route to school link to Cleveland Elementary School.
Status:
The pedestrian bridge would require right of way acquisition. The project is in the flood zone and would not be eligible for CDBG funding. The project has notcommenced due to lack of funding. Grant opportunities will continue to be explored.

Capital Costs:
Prior Yr. Current Yr. Six Year ProjectFunding Sources Funded Expense Budget 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017 2017-2018 2018-2019 12W 12W

Grant I 0 0 281,000 720,000 0 0 0 0 $1,001,000 $1,001,000

Total . 0 0 281,000 720,000 0 0 0 0 $1,001,000 $1,001,000
Estimated Operating Impact:

New Facility Facility Replacement L Facilit, Expansion

Reduce 0.0 Maintain 0.0 -- Increase 0.0

Neighborhood Improvement Taskforce

Capital Program FY 2013-2014...FY 2018-2019 A-89



 

City of Santa Barbara 
Montecito-Yanonali Street Bridge 

Replacement & Pedestrian Improvements 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Project Map 
 

Project Location 

©2001 Compass Maps, Inc. 
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Enhance Walking Experience
The Eastside is a neighborhood that walks. The Eastside already benefits from a vast amount of existing sidewalk infrastructure and access ramps due to targeted City
efforts to identify and prioritize funding for improvements. Despite the amount of infrastructure in place, there are still missing sidewalk links and access ramps. The
Eastside residents highlighted locations needing sidewalk infill and access ramps installed (see map). The Eastside residents’ recommendations were similar to the City’s
adopted method for sidewalk and access ramp prioritization. City staff has been successful in obtaining grant funding for the installation of 83 access ramps and installing
about seven blocks of sidewalk over the past decade. The access ramps recently constructed last year and the locations that are currently under design are noted on the
map. The cost of one access ramp is approximately $17,500 (design and construction) or just under $500,000 for the Eastside priority ramp installations. The Eastside
prioritized missing sidewalk links would cost approximately $1.6 million.

The Eastside residents also expressed concerns about the difficulty of crossing various streets in the Eastside. The map indicates the intersections where crossing is a
concern for residents. Crossing at these locations is a concern primarily because motorists are not stopping at stop signs or are failing to give right of way to pedestrians.
The intersection controls at these locations are a mix of two way stops, all way stops and traffic lights. Fortunately, some of the concerned intersections are currently under
design for intersection improvements, such as the intersection of Salinas and Cacique Streets. Other intersections will benefit from pedestrian refuge islands that are
scheduled to be installed near Franklin and Adelante Schools in 2014.

There are three recommended treatments for the remaining intersections: 1) Extending the red curb at intersections to increase visibility sight lines, 2) Installing pedestrian
refuge islands, and/or 3) Installing curb extensions. Extending the red curb at the intersections, which is the least expensive treatment, would significantly help with
visibility of the intersections but it would result in the loss of four to eight parking spaces per intersection. The Eastside residents have expressed that on street parking is
very important. The Supervising Transportation Engineer is recommending that the red striping be extended at the intersection of Carpinteria and Alisos. Installing
pedestrian refuge islands helps to increase motorist awareness of crossing and create a center refuge for pedestrians. Like extending the red curb, pedestrian islands can
result in the loss of approximately four to eight parking spaces and cost approximately $49,000 per intersection (design and construction). Installation of curb extensions
increases the potential motorist yielding by more visibly positioning pedestrians and decreases crossing distance for pedestrians. Curb extensions do not result in the loss of
parking but are the most expensive treatment to install at approximately $203,000 per intersection (design and construction). At the Approach Workshop, Eastside
residents supported the concept of enhanced pedestrian crossing treatments of pedestrian refuge islands and curb extensions . The Supervising Transportation Engineer is
recommending the installation of curb extensions at the intersection of Carpinteria and Voluntario . The remaining Eastside concerned intersections will be handled on a
case by case basis as funding becomes available.

The majority of the City’s streets capital revenue goes towards maintaining existing City streets. Any funding for access ramps, sidewalk infill or enhanced pedestrian
crossings will directly compete for road maintenance funding unless non-road maintenance grants can be identified. Currently, the City’s available funding is $2 million
annually on pavement maintenance efforts. Based on the current Pavement Condition Index, maintaining the pavement condition at a standard level of care is estimated to
cost approximately $7 million annually. That said, securing grant funding will be a major focus enhancing the walking experience in the Eastside.

The City Police Department has been given the list of intersections the Eastside residents are concerned about. In April 2013, approximately 22 citations were issued to
motorists failing to stop at stop signs. One citation was issued for motorist failure to yield to a pedestrian. Another focused enforcement is scheduled when school begins in
late August 2013.

II,.,
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Eastside Neighborhood Transportation Management Plan — Unfunded Capital Projects

Strategy T Responsible Department/Division Cost
Neighborhood LED lighting study and design.
Neighborhood LED lighting installation ($70,000 per intersection and $150,000 per block). Assumed @45 intersections and 52
blocks over Eastside resident requested corridors.
Install curb extensions at the intersection of Carpinteria and Voluntario for better visibility of motorist and pedestrian sight
lines. [TRAFFIC SAFETY IMPROVEMENT]

Enhanced pedestrian crossing features (pedestrian refuge islands and curb extensions) at Eastside concerned intersections
(16 remaining intersections). $49,000 per intersection for pedestrian refuge islands and $203,000 per intersection for curb
extensions for design and construction.
Sidewalk infill (6 areas).
Access ramp installation (27 ramps at $17,500 per ramp for design and constniction).
Replace Cacique Bridge over Sycamore Creek (includes bridge demolition & bridge replacement, creek bank repair and
restoration, lighting, environmental review, design and construction).

8 Include following suggestions for future consideration with the upcoming City’s Bicycle Master Plan Update: Public Works - Transportation/Engineering $653,000
Construct bike lanes Construct bicycle boulevards
($7,000/block of bike lane for design & construction): ($125,000 per corridor for design & construction)
1. Mason 1. Alisos
2. Montecito 2. Soledad4_

3._Cacique
9 Install modified bus shelters at Milpas @ Mason and Milpas @ Yarionali (3 modified shelters, including solar lighting and Public Works - Trans/Streets and MTD $62,000

concrete pad & footings).
10 Install trash receptacles at all bus stops )@ $450 per trash receptacle; assume installation of 10 receptacles). Public Works - Trans/Streets and MTD $4,500

Improve Street
Lighting

1

2

3

4
Enhance Walking

Experience

Public Works - Facilities/Engineering
Public Works - Facilities/Engineering

$120,000
$10,950,000

Public Works - Engineering

Public Works - Transportation/Engineering

Public Works - Transportation/Engineering
Public Works - Transportation/Engineering
Public Works - Transportation/Engineering

$203,000

$784,000-

$3,248,000

$1,600,000

$472,500

$1,700,000

$16,549,000-

$19,013,000Total ranges from:



Cleveland Elementary Schoot
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Aim: Office 4Act*e Trsnspa€tioi aq Sped.’ P,ogtrnrs
P.O. Box 942574
Sacramento. CA 94274-0001

SUBJECT: Active Transportation Grant: Montecito Street Bridge Repac.msnI and Pedestrian
lmprcveriients Project

‘To Whom It May Concern:

We understand that he City 0’ Santa Barbara is submitting an Active Transporlalicti Grant Applicflor,
for the Montecito Strnt Bridge Ra.cement and Psdesth.n Improvement Pmjeci (Project). The
Moilecto Steel Bwidge over Sycanicre Cra, 5 crcssE’g Qe 0 boTh Cjeje’and Frankq
E.me.,ty Sd,oos. We spon this roject b ause the flaw b.-idg. w .Ouvqodaie a dewiPx
wd peoest7an scale ç,tr that —. pcovde a sat. route to sciaci for u.s students sid £ail s
wctg to aid ton’ idool.

Ctnerdy, the brdge does not friave a sidew °arenIs, e’peosly v.Th yni ctid’ai ar-: sfl.r,
have parted ott i r sd’ad sMety hazrd assosr,.nIs qc, thTiojK and unsafe they ‘eq WakIig On
0a nxrnw brdge vdi no s.patan ftc- “c cal aic .rge nes. Xr sd.ools serve a rçe k’.
nn’a population that depers on alternative tranporlaon. Providing a pedesirian facirity on this

b,idge is a necessity.

We are grateful for (he Dpportunity that CaFirans is providing with this grant, and we strongly
,,co,nrnend the awarding Dithis grant to the City of Senta Barbara.

.,Shccrely,

‘Or:Cyn(hia Miite Casie Kiligore
CJevelaic EITeirnry ScJiccl P&fl,a Frnkh, Emerxy ScnooJ PncM

— —

• t SCHOOL

I I
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12 Ma 2014

Cairn
0 Ass s!aa MS

k-- DEco ol Actyc T-rs ce’ ao Scec F-cgriis
3. Box 9’2874

Sora-reraa CA 9Z27LOr

SUBJECT. Actve Transpenalicn Grant Froects

Tc When, It May Ooncor’

0 bent of re Sw-ta Bata-a FMftox tafI Tasi: C st-a
icr c odcw crccs

1 Caciate 3 Solecad Feces:’ aa’SicrJe Rde€ a Sodcr
‘rrcvnerts Pcec.

2, Aorec’, S:ree 3rge Re,aecner anc Peesr.ac, lcprcensnts
Project

3 La Curnbre Road SidwaIk and Pedestrian Corridor Enhancements
Project: and

4. Lower Milpas Pedestrian Impro&merit Project

Not onJy are these great Sfe Roules to School projects, but they are also safe
routes to transit projects. All 01 theSe projects are located in close proximity to
transit stops. Public transit is a vital part of Santa Barbara’s local infrastruc(ur.
Santa Barbara is one 01 only ID Urbanized Areas with a population under
200,000 in the United States (out at 325), that meets or exceeds all six ofthe
Federal Transit Administrations criteria for Small Transit Intensive Communities
or Fiscal Year 2013. Projects 1, 2, and 4 are located within low-income
neighborhoods where alternative transportation is a necessity. These projects
provide sidewalk and pedestrian lighting along corridors to improve ease of travel
to school and transit.

We are grateful for the opportunity that Caltrans is providing with this grariL and
we strongly recommend the awarding of these grants to the City of Santa
Barbara.

Sincerely,

S,rie ‘shr
Ges. Maraça’
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May 8. 2014

C a] T ra Ii S
Division of Local Assistance. MS 1
Mn: Office of AcIive Trarisportafion and Special Programs
P.O. Box 942874
Saamento, CA 94274-0001

SUBJECT: Active Transportalton Grant Projects

To Whom It May Concern: -

behalf of The Coalitthn or Sustahable Transportation (COAST). ofFer our support for
the olIowing projects:

1. CadqtJe & Soodad PodestriarVBicycleBrices and Corridor Improvements Project;
2. Montecito Street Badge Reptac.rnent and Pedesfrian Improvements Project;
3. La Ct,rnbro Road Sidewalk and Pedesujan CorTidorErihancemerits Project;
4. Lower Milpas Pedesifian Impcovement Proje end
5. Las Positas Multipurpose Pathway Projed

COAST coonlinates the South Coast’s Safe Routes to Sthool SR2S) Program. The
pqognm aims to increase the number of chIldren walking and biking to athool by the
tellowing fcor app.oaohes: 1) erineedng iprovements in the school zone; 2) enforcement
of frafflo laws; 3) edlJcatico; and 4) encouragement. Projects #1-4 xovide engineering
irnp.oven’ents to faciltote walking and bikin9 to and from school. These projects resent
coetmtior between COAST, Santa Rarbara unified and Hope School Districts, students
and thr families, arid City of Santa Barbara.

COAST also supports Project #5 as it proi?idee a dedicoted and protected space fci
tqwdista mnners and pedestrians of all ages an4 ablittes along this high speed Las
Ptas corridor. The Multiuse Path eliminates risk and fear of collisions frcq vehicles, it
also is a key connection from the Cross-town Sicyde Route and neighborhoods adiacent to
the path to beathes. parks, and the Coastal Bicyde Route.

We e thartful for the opçortunity that Calwans is providing with this grant, and we strongly
reoouriend the awardIng of these p411es to the City of Santa arbara.

Sale Rates to School Coordinator
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SUBJECT: Ac*ve Transporlalion Grant Projects ii the Santa Barbara Eastside
Addendum to previous lefler)
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On behalf of he Coalition for Sustainable Transportation COASFI and or numerous
Eastside residents we want to state our special support for he following projects.

1. Cacique & Soledad Pedestrian/Sicycle Rridces and Corridor Improvements Project:
2. Montecito Street Bridge Reolacemerir and Pedestrian Improvements Project,
3. Lower Milpas Pedestrian Improvement Pro1ect.

COAST has been working with the City of Santa Barbara and residents or the Santa
Barbara Easiside for over three year to improve pedest,ian satety in the neighborhood The
Eastside is densely populated with many immigrant fanhilies from Mexico and Central
America. There is much walking activity for all daily needs at all hours of the day All three
projects would improve the safety or heavily used walking routes that are also routes to
school. We see a particular need for the Montecito Street bridge replacement. This bridge
carries heavy traffic inciLiding buses and trucks, yet it is very narrow and provides absolutely
no space for pedestrians and bicyclists It is within 500 yards or Oieveland Elementary
School. The neighborhood has been waiting for over ten years for a sidewalk on his bridge.

We are thankful for the opportunity rhat Caltrans is providing with this grant, and we strongly
recommend the awarding of these projects to the City or Santa Barbara.

COAST Board of Directors

Si ncee[y.
/

.

Eva Inbar, Rebecca Waid Project Director

Ana Rico, COAST organizer, Eastside rtident and . ‘other of three . -.
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1 - Area = 4 blocks, Count = 50.  12.5 per block
2 - Area = 4 blocks, Count = 32.  8 per block
3 - Area = 3 blocks, Count = 23.  7.66 per block
4 - Area = 4 blocks, Count = 18.  4.5 per block
Average of Counts = 8.2 per block
5 - Area = 7 blocks.  Estimated use = 57 per hour

1

2

3

4

Montecito St Bridge
Estimated Ped Use PM Peak Hour
Based on capture area

5





Montecito/Yanonali Street Pedestrian Facility

ATP Application

Benefit to Cost Calcuations

Vehicle Cost Savings Avoided Chauferring Congestion Reduction Roadway Cost Savings Energy Conservation Pollution Reduction

$0.225 $0.580 $0.060 $0.042 $0.030 $0.044 $0.500

0 2015 $31,038.78 $80,011.09 $8,277.01 $5,793.91 $4,138.50 $6,069.81 $68,975.08 $204,304.18 $204,304.18 $204,304.18

1 2016 $31,969.95 $82,411.42 $8,525.32 $5,967.72 $4,262.66 $6,251.90 $71,044.33 $210,433.30 $204,304.18 $190,938.48

2 2017 $32,929.05 $84,883.76 $8,781.08 $6,146.76 $4,390.54 $6,439.46 $73,175.66 $216,746.30 $204,304.18 $178,447.18

3 2018 $33,916.92 $87,430.28 $9,044.51 $6,331.16 $4,522.26 $6,632.64 $75,370.93 $223,248.69 $204,304.18 $166,773.07

4 2019 $34,934.43 $90,053.19 $9,315.85 $6,521.09 $4,657.92 $6,831.62 $77,632.06 $229,946.15 $204,304.18 $155,862.68

5 2020 $35,982.46 $92,754.78 $9,595.32 $6,716.73 $4,797.66 $7,036.57 $79,961.02 $236,844.54 $204,304.18 $145,666.05

6 2021 $37,061.93 $95,537.42 $9,883.18 $6,918.23 $4,941.59 $7,247.67 $82,359.85 $243,949.87 $204,304.18 $136,136.50

7 2022 $38,173.79 $98,403.55 $10,179.68 $7,125.77 $5,089.84 $7,465.10 $84,830.64 $251,268.37 $204,304.18 $127,230.37

8 2023 $39,319.00 $101,355.65 $10,485.07 $7,339.55 $5,242.53 $7,689.05 $87,375.56 $258,806.42 $204,304.18 $118,906.89

9 2024 $40,498.57 $104,396.32 $10,799.62 $7,559.73 $5,399.81 $7,919.72 $89,996.83 $266,570.61 $204,304.18 $111,127.94

10 2025 $41,713.53 $107,528.21 $11,123.61 $7,786.53 $5,561.80 $8,157.31 $92,696.74 $274,567.73 $204,304.18 $103,857.88

11 2026 $42,964.94 $110,754.06 $11,457.32 $8,020.12 $5,728.66 $8,402.03 $95,477.64 $282,804.76 $204,304.18 $97,063.44

12 2027 $44,253.88 $114,076.68 $11,801.04 $8,260.73 $5,900.52 $8,654.09 $98,341.97 $291,288.90 $204,304.18 $90,713.50

13 2028 $45,581.50 $117,498.98 $12,155.07 $8,508.55 $6,077.53 $8,913.72 $101,292.23 $300,027.57 $204,304.18 $84,778.97

14 2029 $46,948.95 $121,023.95 $12,519.72 $8,763.80 $6,259.86 $9,181.13 $104,330.99 $309,028.40 $204,304.18 $79,232.68

15 2030 $48,357.41 $124,654.67 $12,895.31 $9,026.72 $6,447.66 $9,456.56 $107,460.92 $318,299.25 $204,304.18 $74,049.24

16 2031 $49,808.14 $128,394.31 $13,282.17 $9,297.52 $6,641.08 $9,740.26 $110,684.75 $327,848.23 $204,304.18 $69,204.89

17 2032 $51,302.38 $132,246.14 $13,680.64 $9,576.44 $6,840.32 $10,032.47 $114,005.29 $337,683.67 $204,304.18 $64,677.47

18 2033 $52,841.45 $136,213.52 $14,091.05 $9,863.74 $7,045.53 $10,333.44 $117,425.45 $347,814.19 $204,304.18 $60,446.23

19 2034 $54,426.70 $140,299.93 $14,513.79 $10,159.65 $7,256.89 $10,643.44 $120,948.21 $358,248.61 $204,304.18 $56,491.81

20 2035 $56,059.50 $144,508.93 $14,949.20 $10,464.44 $7,474.60 $10,962.75 $124,576.66 $368,996.07 $204,304.18 $52,796.08

Total $4,290,387.71 $2,368,705.54

Expected peak hour ped use for Montecito bridge = 57 <= from demand worksheet.  See attached.

Assume .08 k value, daily volume = 712.5 Safety Benefit $126,400.00

Annual volume = 260062.5

Average distance traveled per ped = 0.5 Total $4,416,787.71

Total miles travelled = 130031.25

Annual CPI Assumption = 3% Total Cost $3,875,440

Vehicle Cost Savings from table 18 Benefit/Cost Ratio (Total Project) 1.14
Avoided Chauferring from table 18

Congestion Reduction from table 18 Planned City Contribution 433,000

Roadway Cost Savings from table 18

Energy Conservation from table 18 Total Amount Requested 3,442,440

Health Benefits from table 17

Pollution reductions from table 18 Benefit/Cost Ratio (Requested Amount) 1.28

Benefits - Montecito St Bridge

Year

Per Mile Benefit or Cost (2013)

Health Benefits

Commute Trip Reduction

Total NPV @ 3% NPV @ 7%

5/12/2014



Montecito Street Collision Data

CASE ID STREET 1 STREET 2 DATE TIME DISTANCE DAY DIR FROM INT INTERSECT SEVERITY KILL INJURY VIOL CAT HIT RUN COLL TYPE INVOLVED WITH PED ACTION ROAD SURF WEATHER LIGHTING CONTROLS VEH 1 AGE VEH 2 AGE VEH 3 AGE VEH 1 SOBER VEH 2 SOBER VEH 1 DRUG VEH 2 DRUG VEH 1 DIR VEH 2 DIR VEH 1 VIOL VEH 2 VIOL VEH 1 MOV VEH 2 MOV VEH 1 TYPE VEH 2 TYPE

1.01191E+12 MONTECITO ST SALINAS ST 1/19/2001 9:57 33 Friday West Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Other than driver Hit run misdemeanor Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Cloudy Daylight None 0 0 0 IU (H&R) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Not stated Right turn Not stated Truck with trailer Not stated

1.07312E+12 CANADA ST MONTECITO ST 7/31/2001 19:39 24 Tuesday North Not at intersection Complaint of pain 0 3 Wrong side of road Not hit run Head on Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 18 49 0 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated SOUTH Not stated Not stated Left turn Slowing - stopping Car Pickup

1.08072E+12 YANONALI ST MONTECITO ST 8/7/2001 20:30 48 Tuesday West Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Unsafe start/back Hit run misdemeanor Other CollType Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- no lights None 0 0 0 IU (H&R) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Not stated Backing Parked Car Car

1.08252E+12 SOLEDAD ST MONTECITO ST 8/25/2001 23:20 215 Saturday North Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 DUI Not hit run Side swipe Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights Functioning 23 20 0 HBD (UI) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated SOUTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Other unsafe turn Stopped Car Car

1.10212E+12 SOLEDAD ST MONTECITO ST 10/21/2001 19:19 240 Sunday North Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 DUI Hit run misdemeanor Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Cloudy Dark- street lights None 0 0 0 HBD (IU) Not stated Not stated Not stated NORTH Not stated Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Pickup Car

118703 MONTECITO ST YANONALI ST 4/8/2002 17:20 20 Monday East Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Improper turning Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Cloudy Daylight None 43 0 0 HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Not stated Straight Not stated Car Not stated

393142 SALINAS ST MONTECITO ST 9/9/2002 8:00 42 Monday South Not at intersection Other visible injury 0 1 Ped right-of-way Not hit run Auto-ped with Pedestrian No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 23 11 0 HNBD (not) N/A Not stated Sleepy SOUTH EAST Not stated Not stated Straight Other VehMov Car Pedestrian

536290 SALINAS ST MONTECITO ST 12/3/2002 9:12 0 Tuesday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Improper turning Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 48 0 0 HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated SOUTH Not stated Not stated Not stated Other VehMov Not stated Car Not stated

713025 MONTECITO ST SOLEDAD ST 3/21/2003 12:40 80 Friday West Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 DUI Hit run misdemeanor Side swipe Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 39 0 0 HBD (UI) N/A Not stated Sleepy WEST WEST Improper turning (veh) Not stated Straight Parked Pickup Not stated

827538 MONTECITO ST SOLEDAD ST 5/21/2003 17:09 0 Wednesday Not stated At intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 Ped right-of-way Not hit run Auto-ped with Pedestrian In x-walk at int Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 59 4 0 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated WEST NORTH Not stated Not stated Stopped Stopped Car Pedestrian

847523 MONTECITO ST SOLEDAD ST 6/15/2003 21:05 40 Sunday East Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Hit run misdemeanor Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights Functioning 0 25 0 IU (H&R) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Stopped Stopped Car Car

887233 MONTECITO ST YANONALI ST 6/30/2003 17:30 0 Monday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Improper turning Not hit run Side swipe Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 54 39 0 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated WEST EAST Not stated Not stated Left turn Straight Pickup Pickup

1184996 SOLEDAD ST MONTECITO ST 12/23/2003 23:03 135 Tuesday South Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Not stated Hit run misdemeanor Head on Parked vehicle No ped involved Wet Clear Dark- street lights None 0 0 0 HBD (IU) N/A Not stated Sleepy Not stated Not stated Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Not stated Not stated

1221887 MONTECITO ST SOLEDAD ST 1/2/2004 9:33 84 Friday West Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Not stated Not hit run Side swipe Other vehicle No ped involved Wet Raining Daylight None 20 29 0 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated WEST Not stated Not stated Backing Straight Car Car

1986938 SOLEDAD ST MONTECITO ST 4/17/2005 15:06 163 Sunday North Not at intersection Other visible injury 0 1 Ped violation Not hit run Auto-ped with Pedestrian Not in x-walk Dry Clear Daylight None 0 4 0 IU (H&R) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH WEST Not stated Not stated Straight Entering traffic Not stated Pedestrian

2492639 SOLEDAD ST MONTECITO ST 2/21/2006 7:37 0 Tuesday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Head on with Bicycle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 28 20 0 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated SOUTH NORTH Not stated Not stated Straight Left turn Not stated Bicycle

3046537 MONTECITO ST YANONALI ST 2/24/2007 1:44 18 Saturday East Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 DUI Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights None 29 0 0 HBD (UI) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Unsafe speed (veh) Not stated Ran off road Not stated Not stated Not stated

3126040 MONTECITO ST SALINAS ST 3/31/2007 11:45 0 Saturday Not stated At intersection Severe injury 0 1 Unsafe speed Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 26 0 0 HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated SOUTH Not stated Brakes (veh) Not stated Merging Not stated Bicycle Not stated

4008999 MONTECITO ST SALINAS ST 11/26/2008 :42 100 Wednesday West Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Unsafe speed Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Wet Raining Dark- street lights None 35 0 0 HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Not stated Left turn Not stated Not stated Not stated

4214206 MONTECITO ST SOLEDAD ST 4/8/2009 21:24 15 Wednesday East Not at intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 Not stated Hit run felony Rear end Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights Functioning 0 57 0 IU (H&R) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated WEST Not stated Not stated Straight Stopped Not stated Not stated

4211731 MONTECITO ST MELLIFONT AVE 4/15/2009 12:49 27 Wednesday East Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Other hazardous Not hit run Side swipe Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Cloudy Daylight Functioning 22 42 0 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated EAST EAST Not stated Not stated Parked Straight Not stated Not stated

4247108 MONTECITO ST MELLIFONT AVE 5/10/2009 19:55 6 Sunday West Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dusk-dawn None 17 49 0 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH EAST Not stated Not stated Entering traffic Straight Not stated Not stated

4678510 MONTECITO ST SALINAS ST 4/13/2010 19:27 105 Tuesday West Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Improper turning Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 81 0 0 HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Not stated Straight Not stated Not stated Not stated

5023649 SALINAS ST MONTECITO ST 12/20/2010 9:15 220 Monday South Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Improper turning Not hit run Side swipe Parked vehicle No ped involved Wet Raining Daylight None 45 0 0 Not stated N/A Not stated Sleepy SOUTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Pickup Car

6185411 SALINAS ST MONTECITO ST 7/19/2013 18:48 0 Friday Not stated At intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 Not stated Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 57 80 0 HNBD (not) IU (H&R) Not stated Not stated NORTH EAST Not stated Not stated Straight Straight Not stated Not stated

=benefit from street lighting (indirect benefit) 10 year 2002-2011 property damage only 3

=benefit from improved bike/ped facilities complaint of pain 1

=Benefit from AWS @ Yano/Montecito (indirect benefit) other visible injury 0

10 year 2002-2011 property damage only 0

complaint of pain 0

other visible injury 1

10 year 2002-2011 property damage only 2

complaint of pain 0

other visible injury 0

5/12/2014



Salinas St Collision Data

CASE ID STREET 1 STREET 2 DATE TIME DISTANCE DAY DIR FROM INT INTERSECT SEVERITY KILL INJURY VIOL CAT HIT RUN COLL TYPE INVOLVED WITH PED ACTION ROAD SURF WEATHER LIGHTING CONTROLS VEH 1 AGE VEH 2 AGE VEH 1 SOBER VEH 2 SOBER VEH 1 DRUG VEH 2 DRUG VEH 1 DIR VEH 2 DIR VEH 1 VIOL VEH 2 VIOL VEH 1 MOV VEH 2 MOV VEH 1 TYPE VEH 2 TYPE

20301582736 ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA SALINAS ST 2/3/2000 1:58 30 Thursday East Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Not stated Hit run misdemeanor Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights Functioning 0 0 IU (H&R) Not stated Not stated Not stated NORTH Not stated Not stated Not stated Right turn Not stated Car Not stated

22312509433 SALINAS ST MASON ST 2/23/2000 12:50 237 Wednesday North Not at intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 Not stated Hit run felony Rear end Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 0 66 IU (H&R) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated SOUTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Stopped Car Car

61618105080 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 6/16/2000 18:10 72 Friday South Not at intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 Unsafe speed Not hit run Rear end Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Cloudy Daylight Functioning 16 49 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated SOUTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Stopped Car Car

72415508162 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 7/24/2000 15:50 30 Monday North Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Unsafe speed Not hit run Rear end Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 30 40 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated SOUTH SOUTH Not stated Automobile right of way Straight Entering traffic Motor cycle Car

1.00917E+11 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 10/9/2000 17:00 0 Monday Not stated At intersection Other visible injury 0 1 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Cloudy Daylight None 86 18 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated EAST SOUTH Not stated Unsafe speed (veh) Straight Straight Car Car

1.10517E+11 SALINAS ST ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA 11/5/2000 16:54 0 Sunday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Not stated Hit run misdemeanor Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 0 0 IU (H&R) Not stated Not stated Not stated NORTH Not stated Not stated Not stated Ran off road Not stated Truck with trailer Not stated

1.20801E+11 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 12/8/2000 1:37 75 Friday South Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 DUI Hit run misdemeanor Rear end Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry Cloudy Dark- street lights Functioning 0 0 HBD (UI) Not stated Not stated Not stated NORTH Not stated Not stated Not stated Changing lanes Parked Car Car

1.01081E+12 SALINAS ST MASON ST 1/8/2001 8:00 270 Monday North Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Side swipe Other vehicle No ped involved Wet Cloudy Daylight None 26 58 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated WEST NORTH Not stated Not stated Right turn Straight Car Car

1.01191E+12 MONTECITO ST SALINAS ST 1/19/2001 9:57 33 Friday West Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Other than driver Hit run misdemeanor Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Cloudy Daylight None 0 0 IU (H&R) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Not stated Right turn Not stated Truck with trailer Not stated

124471 SALINAS ST MASON ST 2/7/2002 17:10 0 Thursday Not stated At intersection Severe injury 0 2 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Not stated Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 26 72 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH NORTH Not stated Not stated Left turn Straight Car Car

86964 SALINAS ST MASON ST 2/26/2002 20:08 0 Tuesday Not stated At intersection Complaint of pain 0 2 Auto right-of-way Hit run felony Head on Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights Functioning 0 42 HBD (IU) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Left turn Straight Car Car

154609 SALINAS ST ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA 4/23/2002 17:35 10 Tuesday North Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Other hazardous Hit run misdemeanor Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Not stated 0 75 IU (H&R) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Right turn Left turn Pickup Car

339093 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 8/6/2002 8:22 0 Tuesday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 28 58 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated EAST SOUTH Not stated Not stated Left turn Straight Car Car

362487 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 8/16/2002 20:15 0 Friday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights None 46 21 Not stated Not stated Not stated Not stated NORTH SOUTH Improper turning (veh) Not stated Left turn Straight Car Car

393142 SALINAS ST MONTECITO ST 9/9/2002 8:00 42 Monday South Not at intersection Other visible injury 0 1 Ped right-of-way Not hit run Auto-ped with Pedestrian No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 23 11 HNBD (not) N/A Not stated Sleepy SOUTH EAST Not stated Not stated Straight Other VehMov Car Pedestrian

519122 SALINAS ST MASON ST 11/27/2002 14:27 24 Wednesday South Not at intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 Following too close Not hit run Rear end Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 53 46 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH NORTH Not stated Not stated Straight Not stated Pickup Car

536290 SALINAS ST MONTECITO ST 12/3/2002 9:12 0 Tuesday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Improper turning Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 48 0 HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated SOUTH Not stated Not stated Not stated Other VehMov Not stated Car Not stated

594542 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 12/16/2002 17:43 0 Monday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Wet Cloudy Dark- street lights None 29 34 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated EAST NORTH Not stated Other non moving violation Straight Straight Car Car

607729 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 1/11/2003 19:20 96 Saturday North Not at intersection Other visible injury 0 1 Wrong side of road Not hit run Side swipe Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights Functioning 87 0 HNBD (not) N/A Not stated Sleepy NORTH Not stated Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Car Car

712960 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 3/14/2003 12:12 0 Friday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 19 59 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated EAST SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Straight Car Car

750788 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 4/9/2003 17:50 0 Wednesday Not stated At intersection Other visible injury 0 1 Improper turning Not hit run Over-turned Fixed object No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 16 76 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH EAST Not stated Not stated Straight Other VehMov Car Car

845367 SALINAS ST MASON ST 6/9/2003 12:06 182 Monday North Not at intersection Other visible injury 0 1 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Broadside with Bicycle No ped involved Dry Cloudy Daylight None 34 22 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated WEST NORTH Not stated Not stated Right turn Straight Bicycle Car

1092007 SALINAS ST MASON ST 10/29/2003 7:30 63 Wednesday North Not at intersection Other visible injury 0 1 Wrong side of road Not hit run Broadside with Bicycle No ped involved Dry Cloudy Daylight None 18 22 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH EAST Not stated Not stated Straight Straight Bicycle Car

1185020 SALINAS ST MASON ST 12/24/2003 23:50 0 Wednesday Not stated At intersection Other visible injury 0 2 DUI Not hit run Rear end Other vehicle No ped involved Wet Cloudy Dark- street lights None 19 45 HBD (UI) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH NORTH Unsafe speed (veh) Not stated Straight Stopped Car Car

1326419 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 3/12/2004 22:22 0 Friday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Unsafe speed Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Fog Dark- street lights None 46 0 HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Not stated Straight Not stated Not stated Not stated

1378411 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 4/5/2004 8:20 0 Monday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Head on Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Cloudy Daylight Functioning 56 23 Not stated Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Straight Not stated Not stated

1358713 SALINAS ST MASON ST 4/7/2004 21:30 198 Wednesday South Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Unsafe start/back Hit run misdemeanor Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights None 28 17 HBD (UI) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated EAST SOUTH Driving under influence Not stated Backing Straight Not stated Not stated

1378423 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 4/11/2004 15:30 0 Sunday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Not stated Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 0 17 IU (H&R) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated NORTH Not stated Not stated Entering traffic Straight Not stated Not stated

1453081 SALINAS ST MONTECITO ST 6/5/2004 16:16 360 Saturday South Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Improper turning Not hit run Not stated Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 56 0 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated SOUTH Not stated Not stated Not stated Parking maneuver Parked Other bus Car

1463128 SALINAS ST MASON ST 6/13/2004 16:11 284 Sunday North Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 DUI Hit run misdemeanor Rear end Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 32 0 HBD (UI) N/A Not stated Sleepy SOUTH Not stated Improper turning (veh) Not stated Straight Parked Not stated Not stated

1530992 SALINAS ST SYCAMORE CANYON RD 7/4/2004 19:00 0 Sunday Not stated At intersection Severe injury 0 1 Not stated Not hit run Other CollType Not stated No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 33 0 HBD (IU) Not stated Not stated Not stated SOUTH Not stated Not stated Not stated Other VehMov Not stated Bicycle Not stated

1598638 SALINAS ST MASON ST 8/20/2004 21:00 101 Friday North Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Not stated Hit run misdemeanor Side swipe Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Other Weather Dark- street lights None 0 0 IU (H&R) N/A Not stated Sleepy SOUTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Not stated Not stated

1612845 SALINAS ST MASON ST 9/3/2004 16:50 0 Friday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Unsafe speed Not hit run Rear end Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 26 55 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH WEST Not stated Not stated Straight Stopped Not stated Not stated

1892199 SALINAS ST MASON ST 2/20/2005 20:14 180 Sunday South Not at intersection Other visible injury 0 7 Unsafe speed Not hit run Side swipe Parked vehicle No ped involved Wet Raining Dark- street lights None 35 0 HNBD (not) N/A Not stated Sleepy NORTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Not stated Not stated

1914119 SALINAS ST MASON ST 3/6/2005 19:38 165 Sunday South Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 DUI Hit run misdemeanor Side swipe Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Not stated None 71 0 HBD (UI) N/A Not stated Sleepy SOUTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Not stated Not stated

2224016 SALINAS ST MASON ST 9/7/2005 12:52 0 Wednesday Not stated At intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Head on Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 21 20 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Left turn Straight Not stated Not stated

2200134 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 10/30/2005 1:20 105 Sunday North Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 DUI Not hit run Rear end Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights Functioning 40 0 HBD (UI) N/A Not stated Sleepy SOUTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Not stated Not stated

2316842 MASON ST SALINAS ST 11/4/2005 6:47 0 Friday Not stated At intersection Other visible injury 0 1 Improper turning Not hit run Rear end Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 30 0 HNBD (not) N/A Not stated Sleepy Not stated Not stated Not stated Not stated Left turn Parked Not stated Not stated

2404629 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 12/28/2005 17:23 0 Wednesday Not stated At intersection Other visible injury 0 2 Not stated Hit run felony Head on Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Cloudy Dark- street lights Functioning 22 21 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated SOUTH NORTH Not stated Not stated Passing vehicle Straight Not stated Not stated

2452798 SALINAS ST MONTECITO ST 1/19/2006 16:58 300 Thursday South Not at intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 Not stated Not hit run Broadside with Bicycle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 43 17 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated SOUTH EAST Brakes (veh) Not stated Straight Backing Bicycle Not stated

2546613 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 3/16/2006 13:02 0 Thursday Not stated At intersection Other visible injury 0 1 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Head on Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Cloudy Daylight Functioning 52 16 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Left turn Straight Not stated Not stated

2563901 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 3/29/2006 13:52 0 Wednesday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Wet Cloudy Daylight Functioning 39 22 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated EAST SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Straight Not stated Not stated

2686759 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 6/25/2006 19:47 150 Sunday South Not at intersection Other visible injury 0 1 DUI Not hit run Head on Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 23 0 HBD (UI) N/A Not stated Sleepy NORTH Not stated Wrong side Not stated Straight Parked Not stated Not stated

3044190 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 2/12/2007 15:45 0 Monday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 24 66 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated WEST SOUTH Not stated Not stated Stopped Straight Not stated Not stated

3126040 MONTECITO ST SALINAS ST 3/31/2007 11:45 0 Saturday Not stated At intersection Severe injury 0 1 Unsafe speed Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 26 0 HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated SOUTH Not stated Brakes (veh) Not stated Merging Not stated Bicycle Not stated

3270764 SALINAS ST MASON ST 7/15/2007 :40 208 Sunday North Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 DUI Not hit run Side swipe Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights None 21 0 HBD (UI) N/A Not stated Sleepy SOUTH Not stated Improper turning (veh) Not stated Straight Parked Not stated Not stated

3629190 MASON ST SALINAS ST 2/19/2008 13:49 0 Tuesday Not stated At intersection Complaint of pain 0 2 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Head on Vehicle on other road No ped involved Dry Cloudy Daylight None 21 59 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Left turn Straight Not stated Not stated

3686464 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 3/22/2008 11:59 53 Saturday South Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Unsafe speed Not hit run Rear end Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 55 78 Not stated Not stated Not stated Not stated SOUTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Stopped Not stated Not stated

3686432 SALINAS ST ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA 3/26/2008 15:59 21 Wednesday South Not at intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 25 48 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH Not stated Not stated Not stated Entering traffic Straight Not stated Not stated

4008999 MONTECITO ST SALINAS ST 11/26/2008 :42 100 Wednesday West Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Unsafe speed Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Wet Raining Dark- street lights None 35 0 HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Not stated Left turn Not stated Not stated Not stated

3992208 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 12/9/2008 19:28 0 Tuesday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 DUI Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- no lights Functioning 31 39 HBD (UI) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated EAST SOUTH Fail to heed stop sign Not stated Straight Straight Not stated Not stated

4206569 SALINAS ST ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA 4/18/2009 25:00:00 230 Saturday South Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Not stated Hit run misdemeanor Rear end Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights None 0 0 N/A N/A VehDrug n/a Sleepy WEST Not stated Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Not stated Not stated

4474741 SALINAS ST ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA 10/29/2009 16:27 0 Thursday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Rear end Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 75 17 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH EAST Not stated Not stated Entering traffic Straight Car Car

4599712 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 1/12/2010 14:20 0 Tuesday Not stated At intersection Severe injury 0 1 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 68 47 HBD (IU) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated EAST NORTH Other hazardous movement Not stated U turn Straight Not stated Emergency vehicle

4657169 SALINAS ST CLIFTON ST 3/23/2010 16:07 0 Tuesday Not stated At intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 86 31 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated EAST SOUTH Not stated Not stated Entering traffic Straight Not stated Not stated

4676762 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 4/7/2010 14:31 0 Wednesday Not stated At intersection Other visible injury 0 6 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Head on Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 18 28 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated WEST SOUTH Not stated Not stated Left turn Straight Not stated Not stated

4678510 MONTECITO ST SALINAS ST 4/13/2010 19:27 105 Tuesday West Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Improper turning Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 81 0 HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Not stated Straight Not stated Not stated Not stated

4979469 SALINAS ST ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA 11/6/2010 16:58 0 Saturday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Not stated Hit run misdemeanor Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 0 61 IU (H&R) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH EAST Not stated Not stated Right turn Left turn Not stated Not stated

5023649 SALINAS ST MONTECITO ST 12/20/2010 9:15 220 Monday South Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Improper turning Not hit run Side swipe Parked vehicle No ped involved Wet Raining Daylight None 45 0 Not stated N/A Not stated Sleepy SOUTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Pickup Car

5293000 SALINAS ST ALAMEDA PADRE SERRA 6/27/2011 2:11 80 Monday South Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Not stated Hit run misdemeanor Rear end Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- no lights Functioning 0 20 IU (H&R) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated SOUTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Backing Stopped Not stated Not stated

5334613 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 9/6/2011 17:30 0 Tuesday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Auto right-of-way Not hit run Head on Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 60 64 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Left turn Straight Not stated Not stated

5320720 SALINAS ST MASON ST 9/12/2011 19:50 234 Monday North Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Not stated Hit run misdemeanor Side swipe Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dusk-dawn None 0 0 IU (H&R) N/A Not stated Sleepy Not stated SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Not stated Not stated

5675755 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 6/30/2012 23:35 105 Saturday South Not at intersection Other visible injury 0 1 DUI Hit run felony Other CollType with Bicycle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- no lights None 31 24 IU (H&R) HBD (UI) Not stated Not stated NORTH NORTH Not stated Driving under influence Straight Straight Car Bicycle

5831803 SALINAS ST MASON ST 9/9/2012 16:15 27 Sunday South Not at intersection Complaint of pain 0 2 Unsafe speed Not hit run Rear end Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 17 19 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH NORTH Not stated Not stated Straight Stopped Not stated Not stated

5813918 SALINAS ST MASON ST 9/15/2012 11:32 114 Saturday North Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Not stated Hit run misdemeanor Side swipe Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 0 0 IU (H&R) N/A Not stated Sleepy SOUTH SOUTH Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Not stated Not stated

6044682 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 4/21/2013 1:56 0 Sunday Not stated At intersection Other visible injury 0 3 Not stated Hit run misdemeanor Head on Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Dark- street lights Functioning 0 35 IU (H&R) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH SOUTH Improper turning (veh) Not stated Left turn Straight Not stated Not stated

6155962 SALINAS ST SALINAS PL 7/17/2013 8:13 0 Wednesday Not stated At intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 Other hazardous Not hit run Side swipe Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight None 42 25 HBD (NOT UI) HBD (NOT UI) Not stated Not stated NORTH NORTH Not stated Not stated Stopped Straight Not stated Not stated

6185411 SALINAS ST MONTECITO ST 7/19/2013 18:48 0 Friday Not stated At intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 Not stated Not hit run Broadside Other vehicle No ped involved Dry Clear Daylight Functioning 57 80 HNBD (not) IU (H&R) Not stated Not stated NORTH EAST Not stated Not stated Straight Straight Not stated Not stated

Five Points to Clifton direct indirect

=benefit from street lighting (direct and indirect) 10 year 2002-2011 property damage only 0 10

=benefit from improved bike/ped facilities complaint of pain 0 2

other visible injury 0 15

10 year 2002-2011 property damage only 0

complaint of pain 0

other visible injury 0

5/12/2014



Yanonali Street Collision Data

CASE ID STREET 1 STREET 2 DATE TIME DISTANCE DAY DIR FROM INT INTERSECT SEVERITY KILL INJURY VIOL CAT HIT RUN COLL TYPE INVOLVED WITH PED ACTION ROAD SURF ROAD COND WEATHER LIGHTING CONTROLS VEH 1 AGE VEH 2 AGE VEH 1 SOBER VEH 2 SOBER VEH 1 DRUG VEH 2 DRUG VEH 1 DIR VEH 2 DIR VEH 1 VIOL VEH 2 VIOL VEH 1 MOV VEH 2 MOV VEH 1 TYPE VEH 2 TYPE

1.08072E+12 YANONALI ST MONTECITO ST 8/7/2001 20:30 48 Tuesday West Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Unsafe start/back Hit run misdemeanor Other CollType Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry No unusual Clear Dark- no lights None 0 0 IU (H&R) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Not stated Backing Parked Car Car

118703 MONTECITO ST YANONALI ST 4/8/2002 17:20 20 Monday East Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Improper turning Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry No unusual Cloudy Daylight None 43 0 HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Not stated Not stated Straight Not stated Car Not stated

887233 MONTECITO ST YANONALI ST 6/30/2003 17:30 0 Monday Not stated At intersection Property damage only 0 0 Improper turning Not hit run Side swipe Other vehicle No ped involved Dry No unusual Clear Daylight None 54 39 HNBD (not) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated WEST EAST Not stated Not stated Left turn Straight Pickup Pickup

3046537 MONTECITO ST YANONALI ST 2/24/2007 1:44 18 Saturday East Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 DUI Not hit run Hit object Fixed object No ped involved Dry No unusual Clear Dark- street lights None 29 0 HBD (UI) Not stated Not stated Not stated EAST Not stated Unsafe speed (veh) Not stated Ran off road Not stated Not stated Not stated

1.11512E+11 YANONALI ST SOLEDAD ST 11/15/2000 12:07 180 Wednesday East Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Not stated Hit run misdemeanor Head on Other vehicle No ped involved Dry No unusual Clear Daylight None 0 18 IU (H&R) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated WEST Not stated Not stated Not stated Straight Straight Car Car

374668 YANONALI ST SOLEDAD ST 8/31/2002 :45 0 Saturday Not stated At intersection Complaint of pain 0 1 DUI Hit run felony Side swipe Other vehicle No ped involved Dry No unusual Clear Dark- street lights Functioning 19 0 HBD (UI) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated SOUTH Not stated Improper turning (veh) Not stated Straight Parked Car Car

3186777 SOLEDAD ST YANONALI ST 5/19/2007 17:14 84 Saturday North Not at intersection Property damage only 0 0 Improper turning Hit run misdemeanor Rear end Parked vehicle No ped involved Dry No unusual Clear Daylight None 15 0 IU (H&R) HNBD (not) Not stated Not stated NORTH NORTH Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Not stated Not stated

5023625 SOLEDAD ST YANONALI ST 12/14/2010 14:43 205 Tuesday South Not at intersection Other visible injury 0 1 Not stated Not hit run Auto-ped with Pedestrian Not in x-walk Dry No unusual Cloudy Daylight None 8 41 N/A HNBD (not) VehDrug n/a Not stated EAST SOUTH Not stated Not stated Other VehMov Straight Pedestrian Not stated

4752516 YANONALI ST SOLEDAD ST 3/30/2011 13:12 84 Wednesday East Not at intersection Other visible injury 0 1 Improper turning Not hit run Head on with Bicycle No ped involved Dry No unusual Clear Daylight None 44 0 HBD (NOT UI) N/A Not stated Sleepy WEST EAST Not stated Not stated Straight Parked Bicycle Not stated

=benefit from street lighting (indirect benefit) 10 year 2002-2011 property damage only 1

=benefit from improved bike/ped facilities (direct benefit) complaint of pain 1

other visible injury 0

10 year 2002-2011 property damage only 0

complaint of pain 0

other visible injury 0

5/12/2014
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