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1 INTRODUCTION
The Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG), in partnership with
the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians, has undertaken the Santa Ynez Valley
Traffic Circulation and Safety Study to comprehensively assess and identify needed
current and forecasted future circulation and safety improvements for the multimodal
transportation of the Santa Ynez Valley. This study is made possible through a
Caltrans Sustainable Communities Planning grant, as well as funding from the Santa
Ynez Band of Chumash Indians and the Santa Barbara County Association of
Governments. This report provides both a quantitative and qualitative assessment of
current travel conditions on the network, as well as potential short and long-term
improvements to support growing travel demand, improved safety, increased
connectivity, and increased quality of life and sustainability for residents.
Local residents, those that rely on the Santa Ynez Valley’s transportation network on a
daily basis, are keenly aware of numerous traffic safety and circulation concerns. Often,
these concerns have been relayed to the Valley’s elected representatives. This study
sought to gain an understanding of those concerns, assess potential improvements,
and position the Valley for a future of improved mobility. With the knowledge gained
through this work, the elected representatives and public agency staffs can begin the
process of delivering real-world improvements. The traffic safety and circulation issues
in the Valley did not develop overnight, nor will they be solved overnight, but this study
provides the foundation from which to make improvements into the future.
Mobility is defined as the movement of people and goods and not by a particular mode
of travel. One person’s priority may be crossing the road by foot while another’s may be
driving across the Valley in a personal car – both are equally important. The needs of
all must be considered to ensure the Valley provides safe and convenient mobility
options. Favoring mobility by one mode of travel results in an abundance of people
traveling solely by that mode. A balanced approach is needed to ensure the quality of
life that residents of the Valley demand, is provided.
This project involved a robust public process, described in the next section and further
captured in Appendix A, as well as active participation by numerous public agencies,
including: Caltrans District 5, County of Santa Barbara, City of Buellton, City of
Solvang, California Highway Patrol – Buellton Command, as well as the Santa Ynez
Band of Chumash Indians. The input provided by the public laid the foundation for the
analyses included in this study.
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It is important to recognize the contributions of the Santa Ynez Band of
Chumash Indians. In addition to providing a cash contribution for this
project, the Tribe donated meeting space for public meetings and the use
of a Tribe-owned bus for the bus tour that occurred early in the study
process. Without those contributions the depth of analysis undertaken for
this study would not have been possible.

1.1. Public Outreach
Public input is a key component of identifying issues and concerns
related to transportation and safety in the area. The project team has
engaged residents and a range of stakeholders (i.e. local government
agencies, community-based organizations (CBOs), businesses and
business associations, and other interested parties) to gain additional
insights into the opportunities, recommendations, and challenges
associated with unique traffic circulation. Community input and feedback
is essential to developing an effective plan that will create meaningful
change in the community.

documented and observed issues. Frequently mentioned issues or
comments include bike/pedestrian safety, bottlenecks at intersections
along SR-246, issues with signal timing, optimization/coordination, traffic
speeds, and sight distance at intersections.
In September 2019, the project team held a Community Meeting at the
Hotel Corque in Solvang. The purpose of the meeting was to provide an
overview of the study and the process as well as the technical analysis
and its findings related to existing conditions. An estimated 85 people
attended the interactive, open house style meeting, and offering
feedback on areas of concern and discussing ideas for needed
improvements to enhance circulation and address safety issues.
From the public outreach efforts, some recurring concerns and ideas that
were mentioned include the following:
 Seasonal variability in traffic patterns, with a feeling that traffic
congestion in the Solvang area is largely attributed to tourist activity;
 High vehicle speeds along SR-154 in Los Olivos lead to unsafe
conditions;
 High vehicle speeds along SR-246 in western Buellton lead to unsafe
conditions; and
 Consideration installing roundabouts at multiple intersections along
SR-246 and SR-154 in order to improve safety and access.

1.2. Planning Context
This report incorporates other recent, relevant multimodal transportation
planning efforts within the Santa Ynez Valley area. These efforts include:

The project team, in collaboration with the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash
Indians, conducted a Bus Tour in February 2019 to collect input from
community members. Forty-three persons participated, including elected
officials, members of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and
Chumash tribal leaders. The itinerary included stops or visits to twelve
focus areas, which were pre-selected by the project team based on

 Santa Ynez Valley Bicycle Master Plan – With the needs of four
jurisdictions to consider (Cities of Solvang and Buellton, County of
Santa Barbara, and Chumash Nation), as well as Caltrans, the plan
presents a cohesive vision for the future of bicycle mobility in the
Santa Ynez Valley. The plan includes an evaluation of current
conditions, noting constraints and issues, as well as implementation.
The highest priority project within the plan is the Santa Ynez River
Trail, which would provide a cross-valley trail connecting Buellton to
Solvang. The trail would be completely separated from SR-246,
though an exact alignment has not yet been determined.
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 Avenue of Flags Specific Plan – Within the City of Buellton, Avenue
of Flags runs parallel to and west of US-101. The specific plan
provides the framework to guide the transformation of the Avenue of
Flags corridor into a vibrant downtown serving the community. In
addition to land use development standards, the plan includes traffic
calming and safety measures to facilitate multiple modes of
transportation, consistent with the vision of converting the corridor
into a major destination rather than a pass-through roadway.
In addition to these particular planning documents, to better understand
the recent history of planning efforts in the region, several other studies
were reviewed. These include studies prepared by SBCAG, the County of
Santa Barbara, Caltrans District 5, the Cities of Solvang and Buellton, and
the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians. Key takeaways and
conclusions were noted for each, are documented within Appendix A.
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2 ANALYSIS STUDY AREA
The Santa Ynez Valley is located in the northern portion of Santa Barbara County,
between the Santa Ynez Range to the south and the San Rafael Mountains to the
north. The Santa Ynez Valley is mainly rural in nature and consists of roughly 20,000
residents mostly living in the incorporated cities of Buellton and Solvang, the small
unincorporated communities of Los Olivos, Santa Ynez, and Ballard, and the Santa
Ynez Band of Chumash Indians Reservation. The three state routes within the study
area, US-101, SR-154 and SR-246, in addition to serving as the Valley’s major
circulation and access roads, also provide regional connectivity between the north and
west of the County to the south and east of the County, leading to significant passthrough trips including long-distance commuters and heavy duty truck trips. The
transportation network also consists of bike and pedestrian trails, inter-and intraregional bus service, and the Santa Ynez Airport.
In addition to residential land use, the Valley has many attractions including the
Chumash Casino Resort in Santa Ynez, which alone attracts up to 9,000 daily visitors
and tourists on weekends, especially in the summer, as well as numerous local
wineries. These tourist attractions are also primary job centers in the study area. There
are also special events throughout the year, which attract large numbers of visitors
including the Solvang Century and Taste of Solvang in March, and the Los Olivos Olive
and Jazz Festival in June, among many others.
Figure 1 shows the study area. In conjunction with SBCAG, the Santa Ynez Band of
Chumash Indians, and the Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC), twenty-four (24)
intersections were selected for analysis. The 24 intersections, which include both
signalized and stop-controlled locations, represent locations that may potentially be
impacted by existing and future traffic conditions. The study intersections are listed in
Table 1.
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Table 1: Study Intersections
Intersection
1
US-101 SB Ramps/SR-154
2
US-101 NB Ramps/SR-154
3
Sycamore Dr/SR-246
4
Ave of Flags/SR-246
5
US-101 SB Ramps/SR-246
6
US-101 NB Ramps/SR-246
7
McMurray Road/SR-246
8
Freear Dr/SR-246
9
Fifth St/SR-246 (Mission Dr)
10 Atterdag Road/SR-246 (Mission Dr)
11 Alisal Rd/SR-246 (Mission Dr)
12 Alamo Pintado Rd/SR-246 (Mission Dr)
13 Refugio Rd/SR-246
14 Via Juana Rd/SR-246
15 Edison St/SR-246
16 SR-154/SR-246 Armour Ranch Rd
17 SR-154/Armour Ranch Rd
18 Alamo Pintado Rd/Baseline Ave
19 Refugio Rd/Baseline Ave
20 SR-154/Edison St
21 SR-154/Roblar Ave
22 Grand Ave/SR-154
23 Foxen Canyon Rd/SR-154
24 Skytt Mesa Dr/SR-246

Jurisdiction
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
Caltrans (within Buellton)
Caltrans (within Buellton)
Caltrans (within Buellton)
Caltrans (within Buellton)
Caltrans (within Buellton)
Caltrans (within Buellton)
Caltrans (within Solvang)
Caltrans (within Solvang)
Caltrans (within Solvang)
Caltrans (within Solvang)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
County (Ballard)
County (Ballard)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
Caltrans (within Solvang)

Traffic Control Type
All-Way Stop
1-Way Stop (NB)
2-Way Stop (NB/SB)
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
1-Way Stop (NB)
Signalized
Roundabout (4-Way Yield)
1-Way Stop (WB)
All-Way Stop
All-Way Stop
All-Way Stop
2-Way Stop (EB/WB)
2-Way Stop (NB/SB)
2-Way Stop (NB/SB)
2-Way Stop (NB/SB)

In addition to intersections, the following eleven (11) roadway segments are included as part of traffic count data collection. The study roadway segments are
listed in Table 2.
Table 2: Roadway Segments
Segment
1
SR-246 West of Sycamore Dr
2
SR-246 (Mission Dr) West of Skytt Mesa Dr
3
Alamo Pintado Rd North of SR-246 (Mission Dr)
4
SR-246 Between Alamo Pintado Rd & Refugio Rd
5
Refugio Rd North of SR-246
6
Edison St North of SR-246
7
SR-246 Between Edison St & SR-154
8
SR-154 South of SR-246
9
SR-154 Between Edison St & SR-246
10 Baseline Ave Between Refugio Rd & Edison St
11 SR-154 Between US-101 & Foxen Canyon Rd

Jurisdiction
Caltrans (within Buellton)
Caltrans (within Solvang)
Solvang
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
County (Santa Ynez)
County (Santa Ynez)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)
County (Ballard)
Caltrans (unincorporated County)

Classification
Highway
Highway
Arterial
Highway
Arterial
Arterial
Highway
Highway
Highway
Arterial
Highway

Number of Lanes
4
2
4
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2

The intersections and segments, shown in Figure 2 and Figure 3, respectively, were selected due to their significance in the roadway network within the
study area, and are locations that could be affected by adjustments to traffic patterns in the future. Figure 4 shows the current lane configurations of the
study intersections.
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3 EXISTING SETTING
This section presents an overview of the existing roadway and transportation network
within the study area and describes the methodology for developing existing traffic
volumes.

3.1. Roadway Descriptions
The following are descriptions of the key roadways that provide access to the study area:
 The U.S. Route 101 (US-101) is a major north-south freeway that traverses the
Valley and Santa Barbara County. It runs through the western portion of the study
area through Buellton. It is the main transportation link between the urban areas in
the County. The freeway consists of two lanes in each direction. This facility
accommodates approximately 20,000 vehicles per day in the study area.
 State Route 154 (SR-154) runs in a north-south orientation through the eastern
portion of the study area that runs from Los Olivos to Santa Barbara. It is
considered a scenic bypass alternative to US-101 for intra-regional travelers. The
highway spurs from US-101 in the northern portion of the study area, traverses
Los Olivos, passes east of Ballard and Santa Ynez, and goes through the east
end of SR 246. The highway has two lanes with some passing lanes and
accommodates approximately 13,000 vehicles per day. SR-154 provides an
approximately eight-mile distance savings between its two termini with US-101 as
compared to travel through on US-101, thereby encouraging long-distance traffic
to frequently favor SR-154 over US-101. This condition contributes to higher traffic
volumes on SR-154 than what would otherwise be destined for locations within
the Valley or used by the Valley's residents.
 State Route 246 (SR-246) runs in an east-west orientation through the southern
portion of the study area. The highway runs through the communities of Buellton,
Solvang, and Santa Ynez. In these three communities, SR-246 serves as a main
throughway, often without a viable alternative, and the roadway is named Mission
Drive with Solvang. West of the City of Buellton, SR-246 consists of two lanes in
each direction. In Buellton SR-246 consists of two lanes in each direction with a
center turn lane. East of Buellton the highway is one lane in each direction with
some passing lanes and center turn lane. The highway accommodates
approximately 21,000 vehicles per day.
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 Alamo Pintado Road/Santa Barbara Avenue runs in a north-south
orientation through the center of the study area. The road is named
Santa Barbara Avenue in the Los Olivos area and is named Alamo
Pintado south of Los Olivos. The arterial runs through Los Olivos,
Ballard and Solvang. It serves as an alternative to the area’s
highways for intra-community travel between the three communities.
The roadway forks, with one portion splitting into Santa Barbara
Avenue in west Los Olivos and the other becoming Grand Avenue
running through central Los Olivos (intersecting with SR-154). The
arterial is mostly two lanes..
 Refugio Road runs in a north-south orientation through the eastern
portion of the study area. The arterial runs through Santa Ynez and
just west of the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians Reservation,
terminating on the north end (in the study area) at Roblar Avenue. It
serves as an alternative to highways for intra-community travel. The
arterial mostly consists of one lane in each direction.
 Baseline Avenue runs in an east-west orientation through the
eastern portion of the study area. The two-lane undivided roadway
runs through the Ballard area, between Alamo Pintado Road on the
west and Edison Street on the east.
 Roblar Avenue runs in an east-west orientation through the
eastern portion of the study area. The two-lane undivided roadway
runs south of Los Olivos area and north of the Ballard area,
intersecting with SR-154.
 Alisal Road runs in a north-south orientation within the City of
Solvang, providing access to the Downtown area. On-street parking
is provided via both parallel and angled parking south of SR-246.
South of Solvang, the roadway continues through unincorporated
Santa Barbara County, terminating at Old Coast Highway near US101. North of SR-246, Alisal Road serves residential uses,
terminating on the north at Viborg Road. Alisal Road is identified as a
key regional/emergency access route to and from Solvang.

3.2. Traffic Volumes
Based on discussions with SBCAG, the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash
Indians, and the TAC, traffic data collection was focused on time periods
in which the study area experiences high traffic demand. As such,
existing traffic counts were conducted on Wednesday, May 29, 2019
(typical weekday) and Saturday, June 1, 2019 (typical weekend day) at

the study intersections. All counts were conducted during afternoon or
evening peak periods, which was 3:00 – 6:00 p.m. during the weekday
and 1:00 – 4:00 p.m. during the Saturday. Traffic counts at the Skytt
Mesa Drive/SR-246 intersection were collected in January 2020
(weekday p.m. peak period only), as this intersection was added to the
study later. The traffic analysis is based on the highest single hour of
traffic during each time period at each location.
Intersection count data shows that intersections in the study area with the
highest volume are in the City of Buellton. In particular, the US-101
Southbound Ramps/SR-246 and US-101 Northbound Ramps/SR-246
intersections have the highest peak hour traffic volumes during the
weekend and weekday. Intersection movement data shows many vehicles
heading east-west on SR-246. During the peak, vehicles pass through the
intersections traveling to destinations on the west side of Buellton or pass
through the region towards Lompoc. Nearly as many vehicles pass
through the intersections to travel east on SR-246 heading towards
Solvang and Santa Ynez. During the weekday p.m. peak, the Alamo
Pintado Road/SR-246 intersection in Solvang also experiences high traffic
volume. During the weekday, a high volume of traffic is observed turning
onto and from Alamo Pintado Road, likely reflecting commuters traveling to
residential locations. Figure 5 shows the existing weekday p.m. peak and
Saturday mid-day peak hour volumes at the study intersections.
In addition, 24-hour roadway segments counts were conducted on the
same days (Wednesday, May 29, 2019 and Saturday, June 1, 2019) and
on Saturday, July 27, 2019 to represent typical summer weekend traffic at
selected study area roadway segments. Non-summer traffic counts were
collected at eleven (11) locations while schools were still in session,
avoiding any holiday-related shifts in traffic patterns. Summer traffic counts
were collected at six (6) locations to capture shifts in traffic patterns and
volume due to summer tourism activity. Figure 6 shows the existing Spring
weekday and Saturday 24-hour volumes, as well as the summer Saturday
volumes at the roadway segments.
Roadway Average Daily Traffic (ADT) count data shows that weekend traffic
exceeds weekday traffic on SR-154, whereas weekday traffic exceeds
weekend traffic on most portions of SR-246. An exception is the portion of
SR-246 from Edison Street to SR-154 where weekend traffic exceeds
weekday traffic. The high weekend volumes on the SR-154 and in Santa
Ynez are likely due to tourist traffic to and from the Chumash Casino Resort.
Detailed traffic count data are included in Appendix B.
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3.3. Traffic Travel Time and Speeds
Existing traffic travel time and speeds were collected from the Iteris
ClearGuide transportation analytics platform. The ClearGuide platform
calculates performance measurements on roadways using third-party
probe data. Average travel times and speeds were measured for roadway
segments in the region for all one-hour time periods for weekday and
weekends in May 2019. Weekdays include all Tuesdays, Wednesdays,
and Thursdays and weekends include Saturdays and Sundays.
Travel time and speed data shows traffic flows close to free flow on many
of the study area’s roadway segments during the weekday p.m. peak and
weekend mid-day peak. Traffic congestion is most notable in and around
Solvang likely due to deteriorated operations at the intersections on SR246 and heavy tourist pedestrian traffic in downtown Solvang. For
example, the westbound traffic on SR-246 between Fifth Street and Alisal
Road travels on average at just 12.6 Miles Per Hour (MPH) during the
weekend mid-day peak (compared to the 25 mph speed limit).
Table 3 shows the existing weekday and weekend travel time and speeds
at select study roadway segments.
Table 3: Roadway Segment Weekday PM Peak and Weekend Mid-day Travel Time and Speed

Route

SR-246

SR-154

Avg.
Length Speed
Limit

Weekday
Weekend
NB/EB
SB/WB
NB/EB
SB/WB
Travel Speed Travel Speed Travel Speed Travel Speed
Time (mph) Time (mph) Time (mph) Time (mph)
(min)
(min)
(min)
(min)
1.25
47.4
1.18
50.3
1.19
49.7
1.13
52.3
0.71
39.3
0.97
32.0
0.66
41.6
0.79
36.7
0.75
35.6
0.82
34.3
0.74
36.2
0.80
34.3
3.98
34.7
4.07
33.8
4.34
32.3
3.95
35.0
2.18
15.4
1.69
16.8
2.42
13.7
2.23
12.6
1.32
26.9
1.71
21.8
1.28
27.6
1.66
22.4

Jurisdiction

Segment

Buellton
Buellton
Buellton
Buellton to Solvang
Solvang
Solvang
Solvang to Santa
Ynez area
Santa Ynez area
Santa Ynez area
Los Olivos area
Los Olivos area
Los Olivos to Santa
Ynez area
Santa Ynez area

City limits (Riverview Dr) to Avenue of Flags
Avenue of Flags to Freear Drive
Freear Drive to Ballard Canyon Road
Ballard Canyon Road to Fifth Street
Fifth Street to Alisal Road
Alisal Road to Alamo Pintado Road

0.98
0.46
0.44
2.35
0.48
0.58

39.2
35.0
35.0
45.5
25.0
28.4

Alamo Pintado Road to Refugio Road

1.88

47.4

2.68

42.2

3.45

34.5

2.56

44.3

2.74

41.3

Refugio Road to Edison Street
Edison Street to SR-154 roundabout
US-101 to Foxen Canyon Road
Foxen Canyon Road to Alamo Pintado Road

1.12
1.63
2.88
0.83

41.3
49.6
51.8
55.0

1.70
1.99
3.48
0.94

35.4
47.5
49.9
53.4

1.87
2.08
3.33
0.84

37.7
45.0
51.9
54.4

1.66
2.06
3.45
0.93

36.2
46.1
50.9
53.7

1.59
2.08
3.27
0.86

37.7
44.9
52.9
52.9

Alamo Pintado Road to Baseline Ave/Edison Ave

2.77

55.0

3.13

53.40

3.06

54.4

3.09

54.10

3.13

53.3

Baseline Ave/Edison Street to SR-246 Roundabout 2.22

55.0

2.58

51.90

2.52

52.8

2.59

51.70

2.60

51.2

Note: Peak hour is defined by count data
1 = The Average Speed Limit is a calculation of the varying speed limits across along a segment, weighted by the length of sub-segments.
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3.4. Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities
This section presents a description of the existing pedestrian and bicycle
facilities in the study area.

3.4.1. Bicycle Facilities
The existing bicycle network consists of bike routes and bike lanes in the
project study area. Recreational bicycling is popular. The following
includes facilities provided along the corridors of the study area:
Regional Facilities:
 Alamo Pintado Road/Grand Avenue from SR-246/Mission Drive to
SR-154 – Class II
 Refugio Road from SR-246/Mission Drive to Ontiveros Road – Class II
 Roblar Avenue from Alamo Pintado Road/Grand Avenue to Refugio
Road – Class II
 SR-246/Mission Drive (north side) between Alamo Pintado Road and
Refugio Road – Class I
City of Buellton:
 SR-246 within Buellton City limits – Class II
o Bicycle lanes are not continuous along SR-246 in Buellton.
West of Avenue of Flags bicycle lanes are present for both
directions. Between Avenue of Flags and McMurray Road,
through the US-101 interchange, there is no accommodation
for bicyclists. East of McMurray Road to the Buellton city limit
there is only a westbound bicycle lane.
 McMurray Road between Damassa Road and SR-246/Mission Drive
– Class II
 Avenue of Flags – Class II
 Shadow Mountain Drive between Six Flags Circle and Avenue of
Flags – Class III
 2nd Street between Riverview Drive and Avenue of Flags – Class III
City of Solvang:
 Alisal Road between Fjord Drive and Elverhoy Way – Class II
 Atterdag Road/Chalk Hill Road between Eucalyptus Drive and
Solvang Mesa Drive – Class II
 Fjord Drive between Alisal Road to the western City boundary –
Class II
 Viborg Road Class II

3.4.2. Pedestrian Facilities
In the City of Buellton most streets within the City have concrete sidewalks
along both sides, with a few exceptions. Along the Damasa Road
overcrossing above US-101, there are currently no sidewalks on both
sides and there is a need for a pedestrian railing on the structure. Similarly,
along the SR-246 overcrossing above US-101, there is a need for a
pedestrian railing. In addition, there are currently along the east side of
McMurray Road between Hampton Inn and Vineyard Village.
In the City of Solvang, there are sidewalks throughout the Village area for
high tourist-related pedestrian traffic. Many of the other streets in Solvang
do not have sidewalks to preserve the rural character of the City.
In addition, a new pedestrian bridge is currently being constructed in Los
Olivos (replacing the current structure), across the Alamo Pintado Creek,
parallel to and south of SR-154. Upon completion, the bridge will provide
the community with a key enhancement to pedestrian and bicycle mobility
between residential areas to the west (including Los Alamos) and the Los
Olivos commercial area to the east. This bridge is envisioned to one day
be part of a multimodal trail connecting Los Olivos with Los Alamos along
the former Pacific Coast Narrow Gauge Railroad.

3.4.3. Bicycle and Pedestrian Traffic Volumes
Existing bicycle and pedestrian traffic counts were conducted on
Wednesday, May 29, 2019 (typical weekday) and Saturday, June 1, 2019
(typical weekend day) at the following sub-set of intersections:









Sycamore Drive/SR-246;
Avenue of Flags/SR-246;
Fifth Street/SR-246;
Atterdag Road/SR-246;
Alisal Road/SR-246;
Alamo Pintado Road/SR-246;
Refugio Road/SR-246; and
Via Juana Road/SR-246.

All counts were conducted during afternoon or evening peak periods (similar
to the vehicle counts), which was 3:00 – 6:00 p.m. during the weekday and
1:00 – 4:00 p.m. during the Saturday in Spring. In addition to the Spring
counts, pedestrian data during a typical Summer Saturday was collected at
the Alisal Drive/SR-246 intersection during the same 1:00 – 4:00 p.m. period
as the Spring counts. The data is generally summarized as follows:
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 The highest pedestrian volume occurred at the Atterdag Road/SR246 intersection:
o Approximately 250 pedestrians during the weekday peak hour
o Approximately 660 pedestrians during the Saturday peak hour
 The second highest pedestrian volume occurred at the Alisal
Road/SR-246 intersection:
o Approximately 140 pedestrians during the weekday peak hour
o Approximately 400 pedestrians during the Saturday peak hour
(Spring)
o Approximately 540 pedestrians during the Summer Saturday
peak hour
 The third highest pedestrian volume occurred at the Fifth Street/SR246 intersection, with approximately 50 weekday and 150 Saturday
pedestrians.
 Pedestrian volumes on Saturday were roughly three times higher
than volumes on the weekday.
 Bike volumes on Saturday were roughly 40% higher than volumes on
the weekday:
o The highest hourly bike volume, 27 bicyclists, occurred at the
Alisal Drive/SR-246 intersection on Saturday.
o The second highest hourly bike volume, 21 bicyclists,
occurred at the Refugio Road/SR-246 intersection on the
weekday.
In addition, based on input provided by the TAC and members of the
public, there is bicycle and pedestrian traffic associated with the high
school, summarized as follows:

 SYVT Express Route – Route runs between Buellton, Solvang, and
Santa Ynez. The route runs from 6:30 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. with 30
minute headways. A general fare is $1.50.
 SYVT Los Olivos Loop – The Los Olivos Loop runs between
Solvang, Santa Ynez, and Los Olivos. The route runs from 7:00 a.m.
to 6:20 p.m. with one hour headways in the morning and up to two
hour headways in the afternoon. A general fare is $1.50.
 COLT Wine County Express – The Wine County Express runs
between Lompoc, Buellton, and Solvang. The route has three trips a
day in each direction in the morning, mid-day, and afternoon. A
general fare is $2.00.
 CAE Santa Ynez Valley to Goleta – Route runs from Goleta to
Buellton and Solvang. The route serves residents of the Valley
commuting to their jobs in Goleta. The route has one trip from
Solvang/Buellton to Goleta in the a.m. and one trip in the reverse
direction in the p.m. on weekdays. A general fare is $7.00.
 CAE Santa Ynez Valley to Santa Barbara – Route runs from Santa
Barbara to Buellton. The route serves residents of the Valley
commuting to their jobs in Santa Barbara. The route has one trip from
Buellton to Santa Barbara in the a.m. and one trip in the reverse
direction in the p.m. on weekdays. A general fare is $7.00.
 SMAT Breeze 200 Bus – Route runs from Santa Maria to Buellton
and Solvang.
SYVT also provides curb-to-curb dial-a-ride service for seniors and ADAcertified patrons.

 High school students residing on the Chumash Reservation connect
to the school by walking or bicycling along the shoulder of SR-246
where there is no formal accommodation for either mode.
 High school students frequently visit El Rancho Market south of SR246. The current pedestrian crossing facilities at Refugio Road are
not conveniently located to satisfy this demand and result in
significant walking detours.

3.5. Transit
The transit system serving the study area is comprised of bus services
provided by Santa Ynez Valley Transit (SYVT), City of Lompoc Transit
(COLT), and Clean Air Express (CAE). Transit routes serving the study
area are described as follows:
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4 TRAFFIC OPERATIONS ANALYSIS
This section describes the traffic analysis tools, methodology, evaluation criteria, and
the current traffic operations of the study intersections in the area.

4.1. Analysis Tools
Iteris, in consultation with SBCAG staff, proposed evaluating traffic conditions in the study
area via a microsimulation traffic model. The VISSIM 11 traffic software, provided by PTV
Group, was concluded to be the most suitable for this project. VISSIM is a powerful
microsimulation software well-known within the traffic engineering industry and is well
suited for the type of detailed analysis necessary for this type of study, which entails
assessing existing conditions across a wide area with unique traffic conditions and testing
various improvements to the roadway and circulation network in the area.
The study area of interest is large in nature, with each “side” of the triangular perimeter
highways forming around 10 miles of freeway or arterial roadway. In order to properly
input, calibrate, and run that size of microsimulation model, major model development
time and extensive data collection would be required. For the sake of more efficiently
modeling the large study area, Iteris modeled the study area via a “hybrid” model
(using VISSIM). The hybrid modeling approach is done by modeling only select areas
via full microsimulation and via a simplified mesosimulation for the remaining areas,
which are mostly rural and uncongested portions of the study area, all within the same
model file. This hybrid combination model allow for locations where congestion and
safety are of top concern to still be modeled in full detail, while more efficiently
processing the large network size.

4.2. Evaluation Methodology
Analysis of existing traffic operations was conducted according to the traffic impact
analysis guidelines used by SBCAG. SBCAG utilizes the Highway Capacity Manual
(HCM) methodology, which uses vehicular delay criteria to determine Levels of Service
(LOS). Table 4 presents a brief description of each level of service letter grade, as well
as the range of HCM average intersection delay associated with each grade for
signalized intersections. It should be noted that LOS focuses on one mode of travel –
automobiles. In fact, areas with high volumes of pedestrians or bicyclists may
negatively impact the LOS result. As mobility and quality of life are not defined solely by
the flow of automobile traffic, LOS is only one aspect of assessing improvements.
Careful consideration of the relationship between all modes of travel must be part of
any traffic analysis.
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Table 4: Intersection Level of Service Definitions – HCM Methodology
LOS
A
B
C
D
E
F

Description

Signalized Intersection Delay
(seconds per vehicle)

Unsignalized Intersection Delay
(seconds per vehicle)

< 10

< 10

>10 and < 20

>10 and < 15

>20 and < 35

>15 and < 25

>35 and < 55

>25 and < 35

>55 and < 80

>35 and < 50

> 80

> 50

Excellent operation. All approaches to the intersection appear quite open, turning movements
are easily made, and nearly all drivers find freedom of operation.
Very good operation. Many drivers begin to feel somewhat restricted within platoons of
vehicles. This represents stable flow. An approach to an intersection may occasionally be fully
utilized and traffic queues start to form.
Good operation. Occasionally drivers may have to wait more than 60 seconds, and back-ups
may develop behind turning vehicles. Most drivers feel somewhat restricted.
Fair operation. Cars are sometimes required to wait more than 60 seconds during short peaks.
There are no long-standing traffic queues.
Poor operation. Some long-standing vehicular queues develop on critical approaches to
intersections. Delays may be up to several minutes.
Forced flow. Represents jammed conditions. Backups form locations downstream or on the
cross street may restrict or prevent movement of vehicles out of the intersection approach
lanes; therefore, volumes carried are not predictable. Potential for stop and go type traffic flow.

Source: Highway Capacity Manual, Sixth Edition, Transportation Research Board, Washington, D.C., 2016

4.3. Intersection Traffic Analysis
This section summarizes the existing intersection LOS during a typical weekday p.m. and Saturday mid-day peak hour utilizing the existing traffic volumes
described earlier. The intersection analysis utilized both the VISSIM 11 and Synchro 10 software packages, depending on the intersection location. Table 5
summarizes the existing weekday p.m. and Saturday mid-day peak hour traffic operating conditions at the study intersections. Detailed LOS calculation
sheets are provided in Appendix C.
Table 5: Existing Intersection LOS/Delay
Intersection
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14

US-101 SB Ramps/SR-154^
US-101 NB Ramps/SR-154^
Sycamore Dr/SR-246
Ave of Flags/SR-246
US-101 SB Ramps/SR-246
US-101 NB Ramps/SR-246
McMurray Road/SR-246
Freear Dr/SR-246
Fifth St/SR-246 (Mission Dr)
Atterdag Road/SR-246 (Mission Dr)
Alisal Rd/SR-246 (Mission Dr)
Alamo Pintado Rd/SR-246 (Mission Dr)
Refugio Road/SR-246
Via Juana Rd/SR-246

Traffic Control
Stop-control
Stop-control
Stop-control
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Signalized
Stop-control

Weekday PM Peak Hour
Avg. Vehicle
Volume
LOS
Delay (s)
547
11.5
B
1,214
12.1 (NB)
B
1,286
12.9 (NB)
B
1,987
17.3
B
1,989
7.7
A
2,294
12.8
B
2,477
22.2
C
2,066
8.1
A
1,764
36.7
D
1,363
15.7
B
1,889
52.3
D
2,143
24.3
C
1,727
16.5
B
1,251
11.0 (NB)
B

Saturday Mid-day Peak Hour
Avg. Vehicle
Volume
LOS
Delay (s)
559
12.4
B
1,164
12.8 (NB)
B
986
12.9 (NB)
B
1,825
15.4
B
1,868
11.7
B
2,188
15.4
B
2,402
31.6
C
1,923
8.8
A
1,718
27.8
C
1,272
13.1
B
1,727
21.7
C
1,892
18.2
B
1,588
13.5
B
1,208
11.8 (NB)
B
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15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

Intersection

Traffic Control

Edison St/SR-246
SR-154/SR-246 Armour Ranch Rd
SR-154/Armour Ranch Rd^
Alamo Pintado Rd/Baseline Ave^
Refugio Rd/Baseline Ave^
SR-154/Edison St
SR-154/Roblar Ave
Grand Ave/SR-154
Foxen Canyon Rd/SR-154
Skytt Mesa Dr/SR-246

Signalized
Yield**
Stop-control
All-way Stop-control
All-way Stop-control
All-way Stop-control
Stop-control
Stop-control
Stop-control
Stop-control

Weekday PM Peak Hour
Avg. Vehicle
Volume
LOS
Delay (s)
1,157
15.2
B
1,088
4.7 (WB)
A
1,001
19.0 (WB)
C
705
10.5
B
506
8.7
A
1,080
19.0
B
58.6 (WB)
F
1,106
1,123
49.8 (NB)
D
60.6 (NB)
F
1,242
99.9 (NB)
F
1,811

Notes:
Unsignalized Intersection; ** Roundabout; ^ Analyzed using HCM 6TH Edition Methodology in Synchro
LOS = Level of Service; Delay = Average Vehicle Delay (Seconds)

Saturday Mid-day Peak Hour
Avg. Vehicle
Volume
LOS
Delay (s)
1,376
16.5
B
1,512
7.3 (SEB)
A
1,390
24.9 (WB)
C
531
9.2
A
444
8.4
A
1,123
23.1
C
1,181
34.9 (WB)
C
>100 (NB)
F
1,275
1,228
39.4 (SB)
D
N/A
N/A
N/A

Stop-controlled intersections show highest approach delay and LOS.
LOS E and F conditions are highlighted in BOLD.

As shown in Table 5, 20 out of 24 of the study intersections are currently
operating at satisfactory levels (LOS D or better), while four intersections
are currently operating at LOS F. Three of the study intersections located
along the SR-154 corridor (SR-154/Roblar Avenue; Grand Avenue/SR154; and Foxen Canyon Road/SR-154) operate at LOS F during either the
weekday p.m. peak or Saturday mid-day peak. Note that all four of the
intersections are stop-controlled. Thus, the deficient vehicle delays are
experienced by minor street vehicles (as opposed to vehicles traveling on
SR-154 or SR-246) and in turn have the tendency to be more detrimental
to local residents and visitors. Figure 7 and Figure 8 show the weekday
p.m. and Saturday mid-day LOS results, respectively.
As a background consideration, note that Caltrans is currently in the process
of planning improvements at the SR-154/Edison Street intersection, through
the construction of a roundabout. The current configuration consists of two
closely spaced all-way stop-controlled intersections. The construction capital
cost of the roundabout is approximately $6.8 million, and is anticipated for
construction bidding in 2021.
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Figure 7
Existing Weekday PM Peak Hour Intersection LOS
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Figure 8
Existing Saturday Mid-day Peak Hour Intersection LOS
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4.4. Roadway Segment Evaluation
As mentioned, roadway segment ADT counts were collected on a typical weekday in May/June 2019 at the eleven locations selected within the study area
(shown in Figure 3). Table 6 provides a summary of the weekday ADT volumes (total of both directions) and Table 7 provides a summary of the weekend
ADT volumes, noting the highest a.m. and p.m. hour of traffic during the count day.
Table 6: Existing Weekday ADT Volume
Number of Lanes
(Both Directions)
SR-246 west of Sycamore Dr
4
SR-246 west of Skytt Mesa Dr
2
Alamo Pintado Rd north of SR-246
4
SR-246 between Alamo Pintado Rd & Refugio Rd
2
Refugio Rd north of SR-246
2
Edison St north of SR-246
2
SR-246 between Edison St & SR-154
2
SR-154 south of SR-246
2
SR-154 between Edison St & SR-246
2
Baseline Ave between Refugio Rd & Edison St
2
SR-154 between US-101 & Foxen Canyon Rd
2

Segment
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11

Classification
Highway
Highway
Arterial
Highway
Arterial
Arterial
Highway
Highway
Highway
Arterial
Highway

Average Daily
Traffic (ADT)
13,146
21,387
9,018
18,509
6,366
6,965
7,802
11,946
6,552
2,189
13,157

AM Peak
Hour
7:30 AM
7:30 AM
11:45 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
11:45 AM
11:45 AM
11:30 AM
11:15 AM
7:30 AM
7:45 AM

AM Peak
Volume
1,069
1,553
788
1,343
565
578
533
799
466
185
831

PM Peak
Hour
3:30 PM
3:15 PM
3:15 PM
3:45 PM
12:00 PM
12:00 PM
4:00 PM
4:45 PM
3:15 PM
3:15 PM
4:30 PM

PM Peak
Volume
1,176
1,719
833
1,525
588
605
617
978
550
204
1,195

As shown in Table 6, the p.m. peak hour volumes along the roadway segments are higher than the a.m. peak hour during a typical weekday.
Table 7: Existing Saturday ADT Volume
Segment
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11

SR-246 west of Sycamore Dr
SR-246 west of Skytt Mesa Dr
Alamo Pintado Rd north of SR-246
SR-246 between Alamo Pintado Rd & Refugio Rd
Refugio Rd north of SR-246
Edison St north of SR-246
SR-246 between Edison St & SR-154
SR-154 south of SR-246
SR-154 between Edison St & SR-246
Baseline Ave between Refugio Rd & Edison St
SR-154 between US-101 & Foxen Canyon Rd

Number of Lanes

Classification

4
2
4
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2

Highway
Highway
Arterial
Highway
Arterial
Arterial
Highway
Highway
Highway
Arterial
Highway

Average Daily
Traffic (ADT)
11,110
20,896
6,703
17,582
5,122
7,094
10,413
14,532
7,668
2,004
13,679

AM Peak
Hour
11:00 AM
11:45 AM
11:45 AM
11:45 AM
11:30 AM
11:45 AM
11:15 AM
11:15 AM
11:15 AM
11:15 AM
11:30 AM

AM Peak
Volume
800
1,626
610
1,319
461
523
698
1,121
700
191
1,025

PM Peak
Hour
3:00 PM
3:00 PM
12:30 PM
2:00 PM
3:15 PM
1:30 PM
2:15 PM
2:15 PM
12:00 PM
3:15 PM
12:45 PM

PM Peak
Volume
876
1,644
635
1,330
427
553
922
1,322
691
181
1,090

As shown in Table 7, during a typical Saturday, the a.m. and p.m. peak hours are both closer to the middle of the day, reflecting tourist activity during the day.
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4.5. Future Year Traffic Conditions
Iteris reviewed the SBCAG Regional Travel Demand model as a means of
developing future year traffic forecasts as well as regional travel patterns
and trips to, from, and through the Santa Ynez Valley. The SBCAG model
uses the TransCAD software to run trip generation, trip distribution, and
mode split for each of the trip purposes and from there develops vehicle
and transit trip tables. Vehicular trips are all developed separately for
automobiles and trucks.
It was concluded that the projected growth in volumes between base and
future years would be minimal (below 5%). In addition, per United States
Census Data, Santa Barbara County’s population is growing by
approximately 0.2% per year. Based on this review and the results of the
existing conditions traffic analysis, it was determined that a separate future
year 2040 traffic analysis scenario would not be necessary, as the results
would be nearly identical to existing. The existing conditions results, along
with community feedback, are sufficient in developing and evaluating
improvement measure options throughout the Santa Ynez Valley.
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5 COLLISION DATA
This section presents a description traffic collision data within the study area from CHP
SWITRS (California Highway Patrol Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System) from
2006-2016. In 2016, over 50 traffic crashes resulting in fatalities, major injuries or minor
injuries were reported on Valley roadways. Fortunately, over 86 percent of those
crashes resulted in only minor injuries. However between 2008 and 2016 on average,
three (3) fatalities occurred and eight (8) people suffered serious injuries every year on
Valley highways, arterials and local streets. While vehicle technology advancements
should help reduce the number of collisions in the coming years, enhancing the safety
of our existing roads to save more lives remains a key transportation priority.
The collision data also includes details on incidents involving pedestrians and
bicyclists. Over the 10-year period, 2 pedestrian fatalities resulted along roadways
within the Santa Ynez Valley study area. No bicyclist fatalities occurred within the study
area.
Figure 9 shows the location of traffic collisions from 2008 to 2016 in the study area.
Note that while data for 2017 and 2018 is available, it is considered preliminary and
subject to change/deletion. Thus, it is excluded from the figure in this report. This is
considered a standard practice when using SWITRS data.
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6 IMPROVEMENT OPTIONS ANALYSIS
This section presents an analysis of concepts to inform decision makers on
opportunities for improved safety and mobility within the study area. The measures
were developed through a combination of traffic data analysis and community
outreach. The measures range from low-cost, short-term improvements to long-range
measures that could require significant costs in order to implement.
Note that for intersection-level options within Caltrans’ jurisdiction, implementation will
require adherence to Caltrans’ Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) process. The
purpose of this process, during the planning phase, is to contemplate the addition,
expansion, or full control of intersections. This may involve the use of signal, stop, or
yield control at major intersection movements. When considering these modified traffic
control options, a warrant study/analysis consistent with the California Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Design (MUTCD) is typically incorporated.
The majority of the study locations are along Caltrans-operated facilities. At locations,
within the Cities of Solvang and Buellton, the Cities could explore the possibility of
relinquishment. Relinquishment would allow the Cities to have full control of
intersections and roadways, allowing them to implement improvement measures that
are consistent with City goals and standards.

6.1. Focus Areas
The improvements are broken up into four focus areas within the larger study area.
Figures 10a and 10b show the four improvement focus areas within the study area,
noting the location of potential improvement measures described in this section.

6.1.1. Focus Area 1 – Los Olivos Area
In the northern portion of the study area, Los Olivos includes the SR-154 intersections
of Foxen Canyon and Grand Avenue. The following improvement options are
considered in this area:
1.

At the Foxen Canyon Road/SR-154 intersection, consider the installation of a
roundabout to replace the current two-way stop-controlled operation. This
improvement type is aimed at providing safety benefits through reductions in
speed along SR-154, as typical speeds within a roundabout are between 15
and 20 MPH. The feasibility of designing a roundabout at this location would
need to consider the close proximity of Ballard Canyon Road/Steele Street to
the south.
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2.

3.

Similarly, at the Grand Avenue/SR-154 intersection approximately
0.45 miles to the east, the installation of either a roundabout, traffic
signal, or all-way stop-control is considered as an option to replace
the current two-way stop-controlled operation.
Consistent with the Santa Ynez Valley Bicycle Master Plan, consider
a multimodal trail between Los Olivos and Los Alamos to provide
recreational and mobility options for the area's residents and visitors.
The trail would begin in the vicinity of Mattie's Tavern and include
the pedestrian bridge alongside SR-154 which is in the early stages
of being replaced by Caltrans.

6.

7.

8.

6.1.2. Focus Area 2 – Santa Ynez/Ballard Area
In the eastern portion of the study area, Santa Ynez and Ballard include
intersections along SR-154 and SR-246. The following improvement
options are considered in this area:
4.

5.

At the Roblar Avenue/SR-154 intersection, consider the installation
of either a roundabout, traffic signal, or all-way stop-control to
replace the current two-way stop-controlled operation. Another
option would be to close off this intersection, resulting in traffic being
rerouted south to Baseline Avenue/Edison Street.
Along SR-154, consider installation of speed feedback signs to
enhance drivers' awareness of the posted speed limit and
encourage drivers to comply with the law. By displaying both the

posted speed limit and their actual traveling speed, motorists are
reminded how far above the speed limit they are traveling.
At the Via Juana Road/SR-246 intersection, consider the installation
of a left-turn refuge/acceleration lane, which is an auxiliary lane that
allows for left-turning vehicles off a minor street to accelerate along
a major street before merging into the through lane. As a related
project, in response to pedestrian movements between Via Juana
and Refugio Road (at the high school), the Santa Ynez Valley
Bicycle Master Plan includes a trail project along the north side of
SR-246 between Edison Street and the high school).
At the El Rancho Market driveway (approximately 700 feet west of
Refugio Road), consider installing either a traffic signal or signalized
crosswalk. The signalized intersection would include the High
School parking lot driveway (as the southbound approach) which is
slightly offset with the El Rancho Market driveway. This option would
facilitate improved/protected left-turn movements out of the El
Rancho Market and the High School driveway, as well as provide
another pedestrian crossing option between the market and the high
school. Through community feedback, it is understood that unsafe
pedestrian crossings occur in this vicinity as opposed to crossings at
the signalized Refugio Road intersection. Note that any proposed
crosswalks would be subject to an engineering evaluation report to
determine need and deficiency per the MUTCD.
The Santa Ynez Valley Bicycle Master Plan identified the need for a
multimodal trail to connect the Chumash Reservation and the Village
of Santa Ynez with Refugio Road. The trail would be aligned
alongside SR-246 and extend between Refugio Road and Edison
Street. In addition to providing an unmet connection between the
two end points, it would connect to the existing Class 1 facility that
extends to Alamo Pintado Road. This would be one segment of a
future multimodal trail extending from the Village of Santa Ynez to
the City of Buellton.
In addition to the Via Juana Road location, a similar one-way stopcontrolled “T-intersection” condition occurs to the east along SR246 at Amber Farms Road. The installation of a left-turn
refuge/acceleration lane at this location could be considered as a
safety improvement for the southbound left-turn movement onto
eastbound SR-246. Unlike Via Juana Road, though, there is
currently not a painted median along SR-246 adjacent to Amber
Farms Road. Thus, given the current width of the roadway, further
analysis would be required to determine feasibility.
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At Edison Street/SR-246, a consideration noted through public
outreach was the potential re-striping of the southbound Edison
Street approach to add a dedicated right-turn lane. This new rightturn pocket option could alleviate delay experienced by rightturning motorists that have to wait behind left-turning or through
movement motorists during the red phase of the signal. Caltrans
had previously reviewed this consideration and determined that
adequate right-of-way was not available for an inexpensive restriping only improvement. The traffic signal pole would need to be
relocated and the hill would need to be cut back in order to
accommodate a wider Edison Street. Further analysis would be
required to evaluate the costs and associated benefits to improve
this intersection.

pedestrian crossing distances (if bike lanes are not implemented).
11. At the First Street/SR-246 (Mission Drive) intersection, consider
installing Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFB) at the
current northbound-southbound crosswalk (for pedestrians crossing
SR-246). Note that due to the proximity of this location to a current

Another consideration within this area is the installation of
advanced warning signage along northbound SR-154 approaching
the SR-154/SR-246 roundabout intersection. The signage would
inform motorists, many of whom are traveling at high speeds, that
a roundabout intersection is approaching, and that they should be
prepared to reduce speeds and yield. Given the fact that a
roundabout is more of an atypical configuration, especially for
tourists not familiar with the area, the warning signage would serve
as a measure to improve driver awareness.

6.1.3. Focus Area 3 – Solvang Area
In the southern portion of the study area, the City of Solvang includes
intersections along SR-246. The following improvement options are
considered in this area:
At the Alamo Pintado Road/SR-246 (Mission Drive) intersection,
consider the installation of a roundabout to replace the current
signalized operation.
10. At the Alisal Drive/SR-246 (Mission Drive) intersection, consider
adding a pedestrian scramble crosswalk operation. A pedestrian
scramble is a type of pedestrian signal timing in which vehicle traffic
is stopped in all directions, allowing pedestrians to cross in all
directions (including diagonally) within an exclusive phase. In
addition, consider construction of curb extensions to reduce

12.

9.

13.

14.

15.

crossing with RRFB operations along SR-246 (approximately 230
feet west), it is unlikely that Caltrans would favor this option.
At the Atterdag Drive/SR-246 (Mission Drive) intersection, consider
adding a pedestrian scramble crosswalk operation. In addition,
consider adding protected plus permitted signal phasing along the
eastbound and westbound SR-246 movements in order to reduce
vehicle-pedestrian conflicts that occur when left-turning vehicle
movements occur simultaneously with pedestrian crosswalk
movements.
At the Fifth Street/SR-246 (Mission Drive) intersection, consider
adding a pedestrian scramble crosswalk operation. In addition,
consider construction of curb extensions to reduce pedestrian
crossing distances (if bike lanes are not implemented).
Along SR-246 within the Downtown area, consider providing
coordinated pedestrian crossing of SR-246 at signalized crossings.
In addition consider the removal of on-street parking along both
sides of SR-246 in order to enhance bicycle mobility and safety with
the reduction in roadway "friction".
At the Skytt Mesa Drive/SR-246 (Mission Drive) intersection, consider
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the installation of either a roundabout, traffic signal, or all-way stopcontrol to replace the current two-way stop-controlled operation.
16. The Santa Ynez Valley Bicycle Master Plan identified a multimodal
trail connecting Solvang and Buellton as the highest priority
multimodal improvement. Currently, only SR-246 provides a
connection between the two cities and there is no accommodation for
bicyclists or pedestrians other than highway shoulders. Additionally,
the posted speed limit is as high as 55 MPH thereby being an
impediment to all but the more fearless pedestrians and bicyclists.
Curb extensions were discussed as a potential safety improvement
option along SR-246. This measure would reduce the pedestrian
crossing distance at an intersection, though would result in reduced
curb-to-curb widths. The Solvang City Council had previously noted
that the reduced widths present potential conflicts with fire truck and
delivery truck maneuverability. Thus, this design feature may not be
feasible.
Another consideration at the Fifth Street/SR-246 intersection is the
addition of protected plus permitted signal phasing along the
northbound and southbound Fifth Street movements, in order to
reduce conflicts between left-turning vehicles and pedestrians within
the crosswalk. This measure would require re-striping or potentially
widening in order to delineate dedicated left-turn pockets along the
approaches. These left-turn pockets would likely have storage for up
to approximately two to three vehicles in a queue. Further analysis
would be required to evaluate whether additional right-of-way would
be required in order to provide this lane at one of both of the
approaches, along with the adequate vehicle storage to act as an
effective left-turn lane.

6.1.4. Focus Area 4 – Buellton Area
In the western portion of the study area, the City of Buellton includes
intersections along SR-246 and US-101. The following improvement
options are considered in this area:
17. Along SR-246, between McMurray Road and Freear Drive, consider
access management strategies to consolidate and/or eliminate
driveways that may result in conflicting left-turn movements into and
out of commercial properties, or consider constructing a raised
median along this segment.
18. Along SR-246, at the western Buellton City limit, consider
reconfiguration of the roadway from two travel lanes in each direction
to one lane in each direction. The reconfiguration would allow for a
potential re-study of an appropriate speed limit along SR-246. As part
of the reconfiguration, features such as a raised median, widened
sidewalks, and adjacent parkways can be incorporated.
19. Pedestrian and bicycle connections across US-101 are currently
limited to two locations and neither provide a desirable option. The
multimodal trail discussed in Focus Area 3 is considered in order to
provide a connection along the Santa Ynez River and under US-101
providing an option for pedestrians and bicyclists that is free from
automobile traffic.
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6.2. Improvement Measures Evaluation
Table 8 presents a matrix summarizing the improvement measures, noting the metric by which their potential effect on circulation and safety is measured and
rough order of magnitude cost estimates for implementation. The cost estimates are presented for the purposes of project prioritization. In addition, the matrix
describes the trade-offs of each option (benefits and disadvantages) as they relate to transportation and safety.
Table 8: Improvement Measures Matrix
Area

Los
Olivos

Metric to
evaluate

Benefit

1 Foxen Cyn Rd/SR-154 Roundabout

Vehicle delay

Safety (speed reduction), Local street access SR-154 travel time

Improvement
Cost Estimate
Range
$6.5 - $7.5 mil

Roundabout

Vehicle delay

Safety (speed reduction), Local street access SR-154 travel time

$6.5 - $7.5 mil

Traffic Signal

Vehicle delay

Safety (speed reduction), Local street access SR-154 travel time

$350 - $450k

All-way stop

Vehicle delay

Safety (speed reduction), Local street access SR-154 travel time

$50k - $100k

Multimodal Trail

Qualitative

Bike and Ped Circulation

$5 mil+*

Roundabout

Vehicle delay

Safety (speed reduction), Local street access SR-154 travel time

$6.5 - $7.5 mil

Traffic Signal

Vehicle delay

Safety (speed reduction), Local street access SR-154 travel time

$350 - $450k

All-way stop

Vehicle delay

Safety (speed reduction), Local street access SR-154 travel time

$50k - $100k

5 SR-154

Speed feedback

Qualitative

Safety (speed reduction)

Loses effectiveness $10k - $15k

6 Via Juana Rd/SR-246

Left-turn refuge lane

Qualitative

Safety, Access

Negligible

$20k - $50k

Vehicle delay

Safety, local street/land use access

SR-246 travel time

$350 - $450k

Qualitative

Ped Safety

SR-246 travel time

$100k - $150k

Multimodal Trail

Qualitative

Bike and Ped Circulation

Negligible

$5 mil+*

Roundabout

Vehicle delay

Safety, Queuing, Access from Alamo Pintado SR-246 travel time

$6.5 - $7.5 mil

Curb extensions at SW corner

Qualitative

Ped Safety (shorter crossing distances)

Vehicle delay

$50k - $70k

Pedestrian scramble (with curb
Vehicle delay
extensions)

Ped Safety

Vehicle delay

$70k - $100k

11 First St/SR-246

RRFB for north-south crosswalk Qualitative

Ped Safety

Vehicle delay

$50k - $70k

Pedestrian scramble

Vehicle delay

Ped Safety, ped delay

Vehicle delay

$70k - $100k

12 Atterdag Dr/SR-246

Protected + Permitted
Left-turn Phasing

Vehicle delay

Ped Safety

Vehicle delay

$70k - $100k

Location

2 Grand Ave/SR-154

Between Los Olivos
3
and Los Alamos

4 Roblar Ave/SR-154

Santa
Ynez /
Ballard

7

Traffic Signal
SR-246 West of
Refugio Rd (El Rancho)
Signalized ped Crossing

8
9

Description

Alamo Pintado Rd/
SR-246

10 Alisal Dr/SR-246
Solvang

Disadvantage

Negligible
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Area

Location

13 Fifth St/SR-246

SR-246 from Alisal Dr
14
to Fifth St

Description

Metric to
evaluate

Benefit

Disadvantage

Improvement
Cost Estimate
Range

Curb extensions at SW corner

Qualitative

Ped Safety (shorter crossing distances)

Vehicle delay

$50k - $70k

Pedestrian scramble (with curb
Vehicle delay
extensions)

Ped Safety

Vehicle delay

$70k - $100k

Coordinated ped crossing

Qualitative

Vehicle delay, coordinated vehicle flow

SR-246 travel time

$250k - $500k

Removal of on-street parking

Qualitative

Vehicle flow

Parking availability
adjacent to local
businesses

$50k - $100k

Traffic Signal

Vehicle delay

Roundabout

Vehicle delay

Multimodal Trail

Qualitative

Bike and Ped Circulation

Negligible

$5 mil+*

Lane reduction (4 lanes to 2
lanes)

Travel time

Safety (speed reduction)

SR-246 travel time

$150 - $200k

Driveway access consolidation
Qualitative
or raised median

Safety (reducing vehicle conflicts)

Vehicle delay

$750k - $1.5
mil**

Multimodal Trail

Bike and Ped Circulation

Negligible

$5 mil+*

15 Skytt Mesa Dr/SR-246

16 Solvang to Buellton
SR-246 from west City
17 border to Avenue of
Flags
SR-246 between
Buellton
18 McMurray Rd and
Freear Dr
19 US-101 Crossing

Qualitative

Local street access, Vehicle safety (protected
SR-246 travel time
left-turns, removes sight distance issues)
Local street access, Vehicle safety (removes
SR-246 travel time
sight distance issues)

$350-$450k
$6.5 - $7.5 mil

* Exact alignment not yet determined
** Costs could vary significantly depending on type of design implemented

As shown in Table 8, roundabouts and traffic signals are the higher cost items of the potential options, while short-term options such as speed feedback
signage and curb extensions are lower in costs and would be easier to implement as a result.
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6.2.1. Quantitative Evaluation
The quantitative evaluation of improvement options was conducted using the VISSIM model to determine their potential effects on the circulation network
during peak conditions. Table 9 summarizes the intersection-level delay and LOS at affected locations incorporating the improvement options, during the
weekday p.m. peak hour. As previously noted, LOS evaluation only considers the effect to automobile traffic and must be balanced by considering the needs
of all road users.
Table 9: Intersection LOS/Delay with Improvement Measures – Weekday PM Peak Hour
Existing Conditions
Intersection

With Improvement Measures

Avg. Vehicle Delay (s)

LOS

Measure

Avg. Vehicle Delay (s)

LOS

13.7 (NB)
36.7

B
D

16.6 (NB)
57.2

B
E

10 Atterdag Road/SR-246 (Mission Dr)

15.7

B

24.5
19.6

C
B

11 Alisal Rd/SR-246 (Mission Dr)
12 Alamo Pintado Rd/SR-246 (Mission Dr)

52.3
24.3

D
C

21 SR-154/Roblar Ave

58.6 (WB)

F

22 Grand Ave/SR-154

49.8 (NB)

D

23 Foxen Canyon Rd/SR-154

60.6 (NB)

F

24 Skytt Mesa Dr/SR-246

99.9 (NB)

F

Lane reduction (road diet)
Pedestrian Scramble1
Pedestrian Scramble
Protected + Permitted
left-turn phasing
Pedestrian Scramble1
Roundabout
Roundabout
Traffic Signal
All-way Stop
Roundabout
Traffic Signal
All-way Stop
Roundabout
Roundabout
Traffic Signal

56.1
24.2
3.4
10.2
4.0
4.2
9.3
36.2
5.1
6.4
6.3

E
C
A
A
A
A
A
D
A
A
A

3
9

Sycamore Dr/SR-246
Fifth St/SR-246 (Mission Dr)

Notes:
1= Evaluated in combination with curb extension improvements
LOS = Level of Service; Delay = Average Vehicle Delay (Seconds)

Stop-controlled intersections show highest approach delay and LOS.
LOS E and F conditions are highlighted in BOLD.

As shown in Table 9, within the Los Olivos area, implementation of roundabouts could significantly reduce vehicle delay experienced by minor street traffic.
However, at the signalized Alamo Pintado/SR-246 intersection, implementing a roundabout is forecast to result in a minimal delay reduction for the overall
intersection. Within Solvang, implementing pedestrian scramble crosswalks is forecast to increase the average vehicle delay as longer pedestrian crossing
times are required. However, when coupled with curb extension improvements, the longer minimum required pedestrian crossing times for a scramble
crosswalk can be reduced to limit the extent of vehicle delay.
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Table 10 summarizes the intersection-level delay and LOS at affected locations incorporating the improvement options, during the Saturday mid-day peak hour.
Table 10: Intersection LOS/Delay with Improvement Measures – Saturday Mid-day Peak Hour
Intersection

Existing Conditions

With Improvement Measures

Avg. Vehicle Delay (s)
12.9 (NB)
27.8

LOS
B
C

Atterdag Road/SR-246 (Mission Dr)

13.1

B

11
12

Alisal Rd/SR-246 (Mission Dr)
Alamo Pintado Rd/SR-246 (Mission Dr)

21.7
18.2

C
B

21

SR-154/Roblar Ave

34.9 (WB)

C

22

Grand Ave/SR-154

>100 (NB)

F

23

Foxen Canyon Rd/SR-154

39.4 (SB)

D

3
9

Sycamore Dr/SR-246
Fifth St/SR-246 (Mission Dr)

10

Notes:
1= Evaluated in combination with curb extension improvements
LOS = Level of Service; Delay = Average Vehicle Delay (Seconds)

Measure
Lane reduction (road diet)
Pedestrian Scramble1
Pedestrian Scramble
Protected + Permitted
left-turn phasing
Pedestrian Scramble1
Roundabout
Roundabout
Traffic Signal
All-way Stop
Roundabout
Traffic Signal
All-way Stop
Roundabout

Avg. Vehicle Delay (s)
15.6 (NB)
79.2

LOS
B
E

44.6
18.9

D
B

40.5
12.1
3.7
9.8
3.7
4.2
10.5
60.9
4.3

D
B
A
A
A
A
A
E
A

Stop-controlled intersections show highest approach delay and LOS.
LOS E and F conditions are highlighted in BOLD.

As shown in Table 10, during the Saturday mid-day peak hour condition, implementation of roundabouts could significantly reduce vehicle delay experienced
by minor street traffic at the Los Olivos intersections. At the Grand Avenue/SR-154 intersection, the all-way stop-controlled option is not forecast to provide the
vehicle delay benefits that the other options would. In addition to the effects at the intersection level, the increases to corridor travel times with these options
was evaluated, as the options are geared towards traffic calming which is intended to reduce vehicle speeds.
Table 11 summarizes the high-level travel time effects of incorporating the improvement options along the SR-154 and SR-246 corridors, using the VISSIM
model, for the weekday p.m. peak hour.
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Table 11: Travel Time Summary – Weekday PM Peak Hour
Existing Average
Travel Time
(min:sec)

Corridor

EB from US-101 to SR-246

10:10

WB from SR-246 to US-101

9:50

EB from Fifth St to Alamo Pintado Rd (Solvang)
WB from Alamo Pintado Rd to Fifth St (Solvang)
EB from Buellton west city limit to Ballard Cyn Rd
WB from Ballard Cyn Rd to Buellton west city limit

3:30
3:20
2:40
2:50

SR-154

SR-246
SR-246

Percent Change in Travel
Time with Measures

Measure

+10-15%
<+5%
+5-10%
+10-15%
<+5%
+10-15%
+20-25%
+50-55%
+5-10%
+5-10%

Roundabouts
Traffic Signals
All-way Stops
Pedestrian Scrambles +
Roundabout
Lane reduction (road diet)

Approximate Change in
Travel Time with
Measures (min:sec)
+1:20
< +0:30
+0:50
+1:15
< +0:30
+1:15
+0:50
+1:45
+0:15
+0:15

As shown in Table 11, the largest travel time effects are forecast to occur as a result of implementing the set of pedestrian scrambles along SR-246 within the
Downtown Solvang area.
Table 12 summarizes the high-level travel time effects of incorporating the improvement measures along the SR-154 and SR-246 corridors, using the VISSIM
model, for the Saturday mid-day peak hour.
Table 12: Travel Time Summary – Saturday Mid-day Peak Hour
Corridor

Existing Average
Travel Time
(min:sec)

EB from US-101 to SR-246

10:10

WB from SR-246 to US-101

10:00

EB from Fifth St to Alamo Pintado Rd (Solvang)
WB from Alamo Pintado Rd to Fifth St (Solvang)
EB from Buellton west city limit to Ballard Cyn Rd
WB from Ballard Cyn Rd to Buellton west city limit

3:40
4:00
2:40
2:50

SR-154

SR-246
SR-246

Percent Change in Travel
Time with Measures

Measure

Roundabouts
Traffic Signals
All-way Stops
Pedestrian Scrambles +
Roundabout
Lane reduction (road diet)

+10-15%
<+5%
+10-15%
+10-15%
<+5%
+5-10%
+20-25%
+65-70%
+5-10%
+5-10%

Approximate Change in
Travel Time with
Measures (min:sec)
+1:20
< +0:30
+0:50
+1:15
< +0:30
+0:45
+0:50
+2:45
+0:15
+0:15

As shown in Table 12, similar to the weekday conditions, the largest travel time effects are forecast to occur as a result of implementing the set of pedestrian
scrambles along SR-246 within the Downtown Solvang area.
The roundabout option is considered at multiple locations, primarily for safety benefits. As an example of the safety benefits of a roundabout, detailed SWITRS
data at the SR-246/SR-154 intersection was reviewed over the ten-year period of 2008 to 2018. The data showed that the installation of a roundabout in 2013
resulted in an overall reduction in total collisions by approximately 60%, but more importantly a significant reduction in severe injury collisions was found.
Within the data period, there were two collisions resulting in a fatality and two collisions resulting in severe injury before the roundabout was installed. After the
roundabout was installed, no fatal or severe injury collisions occurred, as all collisions resulted in only minor injuries.

SANTA YNEZ VALLEY TRAFFIC CIRCULATION & SAFETY STUDY

| 35

41
6.2.2. Qualitative Evaluation
For improvement measures that are not evaluated using technical metrics,
a qualitative assessment of potential effects is presented. These measures
are discussed as they relate to safety and quality of life. The following
discussion describes the qualitative analysis of these measures:
 SR-246 West of Refugio Road (El Rancho Market) - As an option
to installing a full traffic signal at this location, the addition of a High
intensity Activated Crosswalk (HAWK) pedestrian crossing beacon
across SR-246 would provide enhanced safety for pedestrians
accessing the market, particularly from Santa Ynez Valley Union High
School. The HAWK crossing is a preferred method to support safe
pedestrian crossings of multi-lane highways with high traffic volumes.
The signal would operate with a push-button at the pedestrian
crossing. In comparison to a full traffic signal, the HAWK beacon
would result in less delay to SR-246 through traffic.
 SR-154 between US-101 and SR-246 - The installation of speed
feedback signs with the Santa Ynez/Ballard area, along roadways
where vehicles typically travel at higher speeds, can result in drivers
slowing down, particularly in the immediate timespan following
installation. Speed feedback signs can enhance drivers' awareness of
the posted speed limit and encourage drivers to comply with the law.
By displaying both the posted speed limit and their actual traveling
speed, motorists are reminded how far above the speed limit they are
traveling. There are various types of solar and/or battery-powered
signs available.
 Alisal Drive/SR-246 - The construction of a curb extension (or
"bulb-out") at an intersection results in the extension of the sidewalk
or curb line into the street or parking lane, thus reducing the street
width and improving sight distance between the driver and
pedestrian. An extension at the southwest corner of the Alisal
Drive/SR-246 intersection, along the south leg intersection
departure, could reduce the south leg crossing distance from
approximately 78-80 feet to 61-63 feet.
 First Street/SR-246 - The option to install an RRFB along SR-246
would provide traffic calming benefits. RRFBs are user-actuated
amber LEDs that can be manually activated by pedestrians using a
push button. In conjunction with this option, re-striping to include a
high-visibility crosswalk design such as the continental design at
intersection's south leg should be implemented. The high-visibility

crosswalk is considered to be easier for an approaching motorist to
see than the traditional parallel lines.
 Fifth Street/SR-246 - As an option to the pedestrian scramble, the
construction of curb extensions at the southwest and southeast
corners of the intersection would reduce crossing distances of 7678 feet across SR-246 to approximately 63-65 feet, enhancing
safety through the improved visibility of pedestrians. At the
southeast corner of the intersection, to accommodate the curb
extension within the intersection's departure, one on-street parking
space may need to be eliminated.
 SR-246 from Alisal Drive to Fifth Street (Downtown Solvang) Within the Downtown area, the following options are evaluated:
o

o

Providing coordinated pedestrian crossing of the SR-246
signalized crossings within Downtown Solvang would
enhance vehicle flow, similar to how coordinating traffic signal
phases at closely-spaced intersections would. This could be
accomplished with Hybrid Beacons. While the option has the
potential to improve vehicle flow and pedestrian crossing
efficiency, it could limit the pedestrian crossing opportunities
compared to current conditions.
Removing on-street parking along both sides of SR-246 would
result in enhanced bicycle mobility and safety with the
reduction in roadway "friction" that results when vehicles enter
and exit parking spaces along a two-lane roadway. The
reduced friction would enhance vehicle flow as well, though
would result in increased turning movement volumes into and
out of designated public parking lots off SR-246.

 SR-246 between McMurray Road and Freear Drive –
Consolidating shopping center driveway access points along SR-246
in Buellton would reduce opposing left-turn vehicle conflicts that occur
within the two-way left-turn median along SR-246. An option to
consolidating driveways is the construction of a raised median in
place of the two-way left-turn lane. The raised median would divert
left-turning movements to specific driveways and result in minor
driveways converting to a right-in/right-out operation.
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6.2.3. Acknowledging Tradeoffs
Caltrans considers safety benefits to be the highest priority when
considering infrastructure modifications. The options described in this
planning study are anticipated to provide enhanced safety throughout the
area. Caltrans considers the next highest priority to be improvements that
benefit multiple modes of transportation, as opposed to solely benefitting
vehicle traffic. These priorities are consistent with addressing safety,
connectivity, and quality of life concerns raised by the community.
Given these priorities, though, this report acknowledges that certain
tradeoffs are involved, should these measures be implemented. These
tradeoffs would be adverse effects to the delay and congestion
experienced by motorists. For example, modifying a free-flowing traffic
movement (i.e., the major movement) along an SR-154 or SR-246
intersection to allow for improved access from minor streets will result in
increased delay for the major movement of traffic, as well as increased
travel times for those same movements. Additional examples of adverse
vehicle congestion in the study area include:
 Average vehicle delay increase of approximately 50 seconds at the
Fifth Street/SR-246 intersection with the implementation of a
pedestrian scramble crosswalk.
 Estimated 65-70% travel time increase along westbound SR-246
from Alamo Pintado Road to Fifth Street with implementation of a
roundabout in conjunction with pedestrian scramble crosswalks in
Downtown Solvang
Tradeoffs should not be confused as always being negative. For instance,
public input overwhelmingly supported decreasing travel times along SR154 for the benefit of safer conditions and improved mobility among
intersecting county roads.
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7 CONCLUSIONS
The Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG), in partnership with
the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians, has undertaken the Santa Ynez Valley
Traffic Circulation and Safety Study to comprehensively assess and identify needed
current and forecasted future circulation and safety improvements for the multimodal
transportation of the Santa Ynez Valley.
Traffic data collection was focused on time periods in which the study area experiences
high traffic demand. As such, existing traffic counts were conducted on a typical
weekday p.m. period and Saturday mid-day period at the study intersections. In
addition, roadway segment ADT counts were conducted on the same days. The count
data shows that weekend traffic exceeds weekday traffic on SR-154, whereas weekday
traffic exceeds weekend traffic on most portions of SR-246. An exception is the portion
of SR-246 from Edison Street to SR-154 where weekend traffic exceeds weekday
traffic. The high weekend volumes on the SR-154 and in Santa Ynez are likely due to
tourist traffic to and from the Chumash Casino Resort.
Based on the count data, intersection analysis was performed utilizing both the VISSIM
11 and Synchro 10 software packages, depending on the intersection location. The
LOS results showed that the majority of the study intersections are currently operating
at satisfactory levels (LOS D or better). Four of the study intersections located in the
Los Olivos area along the SR-154 corridor (SR-154/Edison Street; SR-154/Roblar
Avenue; Grand Avenue/SR-154; and Foxen Canyon Road/SR-154) operate at LOS E
and/or LOS F during either the weekday p.m. peak or Saturday mid-day peak. Note
that all four of these intersections are stop-controlled.
Improvement measures or options were developed in order to address improved safety
and mobility within the study area. The measures were developed through a
combination of traffic data analysis and community outreach, and focus mostly on
traffic calming that would result in reduced speeds. The measures range from low-cost,
short-term improvements to long-range measures that could require significant costs in
order to implement.
Based on the analysis, the implementation of roundabouts within the Los Olivos area
could significantly reduce vehicle delay experienced by minor street traffic, while
minimally affecting travel times on SR-154 which is currently free-flow. However, during
both the weekday and Saturday condition, large relative travel time increases are
forecast to occur as a result of implementing the set of pedestrian scrambles (and curb
extensions) along SR-246 within the Downtown Solvang area.
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8 NEXT STEPS
Upon completion of this study, SBCAG will have a list of safety/multimodal
improvement projects for which to coordinate implementation with respective agencies.
Local jurisdictions/elected officials will be able to prioritize the improvement options in a
manner that best aligns with community values, using the benefits and tradeoffs
described in this report.
Implementation will require seeking funding from outside sources and likely a certain
amount of local matching. This may be facilitated through Caltrans’ State Highway
Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP). The SHOPP is California’s “fix-it-first”
program that funds the repair and preservation, emergency repairs, safety
improvements, and some highway operational improvements on the state highway
system. SHOPP funds are limited to capital improvements that do not add capacity (no
new highway lanes). The majority of transportation improvements identified in this
report fall within the Transportation Management Systems (TMS) core asset class
within the program. SBCAG will weigh regional priorities in determining funding as well
as the short-term and long-term pursuits.
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Charlene Chaloner <cbc57@outlook.com>
Thu 7/22/2021 3:28 PM






To:

•

Public City Council Group

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.
This is an ill-conceived and expensive idea:
1. You are suggesting that State Highway 246 be diverted.
2. You are suggesting that State Highway 246 be diverted to Fjord Drive:
• on the north side of the street is the residential community, Alisal Glen,
home to young families with children as well as Rancho Santa Ynez
Estates, an Over-55 community
• on the south side of the street is a park median and wildlife area.
3. In addition to the cost of extending the road, a significant additional
expense would be the need to construct a bridge/overpass over the
drainage ditch on the west side of SYV Estates.
4. You suggest the bypass would be for the use of the local
community. That is absurd with the online direction finders such as
Google Maps and Waze providing information to everyone making an
inquiry.
5. The potential loss of privacy, decrease in property values, environmental
damage, and increase in ambient noise, among other things, is
unacceptable.
These are just some of problems with this idea and it only addresses the section of
Fjord Drive already built. It’s hard to conceive the response of businesses such as
Alisal Ranch, wineries, the rock plant and other areas likely to be impacted.
Thank you for your consideration
Charlene B Chaloner
Debra Deyette <deyette@verizon.net>
Thu 7/22/2021 11:25 AM

46






To:

•

Cc:

Public City Council Group

•

Caution! This message was sent from outside your
organization.
Hello Mayor and Council,

Xenia Bradford

Allow sender | Block
sender

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the "Fjord Drive Bypass". I am asking that all
references to the so-called "Fjord Bypass" be removed from the circulation element of
the new Solvang General Plan and the Capital Improvement Program (CIP). Since the
city has indicated that there are currently NO PLANS BY SOLVANG TO BUILD THIS BYPASS,
the verbiage should be changed to more accurately reflect that fact. For example, a
statement such as "Study Traffic Mitigation Solutions" could be included. Other points for
your consideration follow:
1. The "Fjord Bypass" or "Fjord Extension" is a relic that has been carried over since the
1960s (page 249 of attachment). The Penfield & Smith Study was performed 31 years ago.
2. In the aforementioned Penfield & Smith 246 Corridor Study (beginning on page 252),
other traffic solutions were offered:
•
•
•
•
•

Widening 246 to 4 lanes from Buellton-Solvang
Widening 246 entire length
Santa Rosa Road Bypass (Santa Rosa Road to Alisal Road to Refugio Road to
154)
Elverhoy Extension
Solvang Tunnel
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Yet, for some unknown reason, the "Fjord Bypass" is the only traffic alternative that
has been carried over in city planning documents since 1990. Why?
3. In 1992, when the Village Collection Development was built, the eastern segment of the
"Fjord Bypass" was mysteriously dropped from the plan. Why and how did this
happen? Yes, of course a highway bypass would negatively impact that residential
neighborhood--JUST AS IT WOULD NEGATIVELY IMPACT THE ALISAL GLENN and RANCHO
SANTA YNEZ ESTATES residential neighborhoods. Why does one residential
neighborhood's needs take precedence over another?
4. The current bifurcated Fjord Bypass would not "solve" any traffic issue. In fact, it would
only compound the current traffic on Alisal Road. But more importantly, it would completely
destroy our quiet and safe residential neighborhood, which is home to 162 senior homes
and hundreds of other family homes in Alisal Glen. Most of us have invested our life savings
in our homes and purposely chose to live along a dead-end, 25 MPH street--not adjacent
to a busy highway bypass! Along with the destruction of our quiet neighborhood, our
property values would be decimated.
Thanks for your time and attention to this matter and for your consideration to remove all
reference to the "Fjord Bypass" from current and future planning documents.
Debra Deyette
23-year Solvang Resident and Home Owner
cbonzgol@aol.com

Thu 7/22/2021 10:52 AM






To:

•

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.

Public City Council Group
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My sister recently sent an email to you regarding the Fjord extension. She had timely responses from Mr.
Thomas and Mr. Infanti. Both had said that this will not be in the near future, but about 10 years down the
road.
I agree that there is a problem with traffic and also parking in town. I want to give the council "food for
thought" for the future of bypassing.
1. IF Fjord is used, will the bypass end up at Alisal, and go up Alisal or will it continue by the golf course
and end up at Alamo Pintado?? If at Alisal, then a HUGE bottle neck will be created going into
town. There is all ready back up on Alisal, especially on weekends. There are four crosswalks with stop
signs, but we have to wait for pedestrians to cross, so can get backed up past Hotel Corque.
2. If Fjord is used, I see problems with the children who live in neighboring houses. Most drivers don't
observe the 25 MPH speed limit all ready. Will speed bumps be put in?? crosswalks with lights to show
their are pedestrians??
3. Was there a plan made for the other side of the river?? If so, and chosen, still needs to be extended
beyond Alisal to Alamo Pintado.
4. Will signals be put in at 246 and Skytt Mesa road for traffic control?? I don't think it would be safe if a
roundabout is used.
Other issues not pertaining to above:
1. The lighting at night on Alisal Road is not good with the present lighting situation. It is difficult to see
people crossing the road when wearing dark clothes.
2. Molle Way has signs at both ends saying ONE WAY, but there is often traffic going both ways. I've
turned onto Molle Way coming from Alisal to drop mail in drop off box and frequently am met with
someone coming out that way. Molle Way is NOT WELL MARKED saying it is one way traffic!!!
Thank you for your time,
Cherie Bonazzola

David Agnew <agnewclinic@gmail.com>
Mon 7/19/2021 12:21 PM






To:

Gentlemen :

•

Public City Council Group

I object strenuously to any proposed “ extension” of Fjord Drive. Any bypass, or other attempts to
increase traffic flow, will destroy the character of the city and despoil the entire Valley!
Vote NO on any such proposals.

Sincerely,
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D Agnew, MD, FAAPM, OOStJ

851 Rancho Alisal Drive
Solvang, CA 93463

Sent from my iPhone

Toni Clark <sbretro@yahoo.com>
Sat 7/17/2021 4:41 PM






To:

•

Public City Council Group

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.
As a resident on Fjord, I have concerns about the Bypass on Fjord as we have children
that play in the neighborhoods and already have to be concerned about locals driving
over the speed limit along with the Moki's that tourists rent, cruise thru the
neighborhoods with the radios blasting. If you truly believe that the only people who will
use this bypass road, you are not thinking in the real world today. With MapQuest,
google maps, and a host of others, a bypass will absolutely be used by tourists trying to
get to town thru the alternate route. Weekly I see drivers that are inpatient cross into the
center lane on 246 pass the Ostrich farm to pass the traffic as they are in a hurry to get
into town, without thinking that someone just may be turning into their ranch.
I agree that if there was a true emergency in our city, we would have a back up on the
main roads, as they currently cant handle the influx of traffic along the entire corridor
from Buellton to Hwy 154.
The city should be looking at an alternative path, that does not place speeding vehicles
in a residential area. Maybe it could proposed to place the by pass road on the other
side of the river bed and hook upo with 246 in Buellton. For the amount of traffic we
currently have, we do need another road that would actually take residents from Santa
Ynez to Buellton.
Appreciate your time and do hope you will reconsider the current plan. It will affect our
neighborhood and not in a positive way!
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Thank You,
John and Toni Clark
sbretro@yahoo.com
Denise Rose <rose3@sonic.net>
Sat 7/17/2021 3:12 PM






To:
Cc:

•

•
•
•

Public City Council Group

Xenia Bradford;
Supervisor Joan Hartmann <jhartmann@countyofsb.org>;
solvangchamber@solvangcc.com

Warning! This message was sent from outside your organization and we are unable
to verify the sender.

Allow sender | Block sender

Mayor Uhrig, Mayor Pro Tem Orona, and Council Members Clarke, Infanti, and Thomas:

You are currently hearing from many city residents and business owners regarding their
strong opposition to the proposed Fjord Drive Bypass, which is part of the current General
Plan and Capital Improvement Plan, which were approved as part of the current budget on
June 28, 2021. Yes, we understand this Bypass has been on the General Plan for many years,
but over these same many years, we have heard from various compositions of Solvang city
government that it is just a “placeholder” that has no actual plans for development. Because
of this long history, we expected this proposed Bypass to be removed from the General
Plan, but to our dismay, it still exists.
First, let me speak from the perspective of most residents of the Fjord Drive neighborhoods
(which includes the Rancho Santa Ynez Estates and the Alisal Glen homes). This history
may help you understand why we are so intent on making our opposition known at
this time, and why we have a general distrust of government when we are told things such
as, “don’t worry, we do not have intentions to execute this plan at this time.”
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A recent example of the residents in our neighborhoods being treated dismissively and
disrespectfully by the Solvang city government took place starting two years ago, with the
previous city council.
One day in the summer of 2019, we awoke to find freshly painted bike lanes on both sides
of the entire length of Fjord Drive. No residents were ever notified of this bike lane project,
so after many complaints and questions to the city, we received a 2-page letter of apology
and explanation from Matt van der Linden, Public Works Director/City Engineer (letter dated
August 1, 2019). It was in this letter from Mr. van der Linden that most of us first learned of
the Santa Ynez Valley River Trail study that had a planned alignment for this multi-modal
trail going directly through the property owned by Rancho Santa Ynez Estates (The Wright
Company, owners). The plan was to access this property using a half-century-old “road
easement” that was created when the Wright family developed Rancho Santa Ynez Estates
(RSYE) in the early 1970s.
This opened up a new can of worms for us, and we mobilized many of our neighborhood
residents to voice their opposition to the River Trail going through our neighborhood. Our
next disappointing experience took place when a large number of residents attended the
City Council meeting on October 14, 2019. One of the speakers was the manager of RSYE
who spoke of the history of the city easement, and that while there was a half-century-old
easement that was never used by the City, the Wright family actually owns the land. After
many others took the time and effort to speak passionately and respectfully about the
reasons we oppose the River Trail going through our neighborhood, toward the end of this
topic, a Council Member (who lost a bid for election in 2020) told us in so many words, in a
manner we all took as dismissive and disrespectful to the feelings we had just expressed:
“The city can do anything they want with that property and we don’t have to get your
approval."
After this meeting, a group of us at RSYE invited City and County representatives to meet
with us at the RSYE Clubhouse on November 13, 2019, to discuss the River Trail. We had
over 100 residents from both RSYE and Alisal Glen attend, the vast majority opposed to the
River Trail. Some (not all) of the government representatives in attendance were: Mayor
Touissant, Council Member Johnson, Matt van der Linden, and Michael Becker of SBCAG. I
was a key speaker at this meeting, and I spoke in great detail, covering the numerous
reasons for opposition to the River Trail.
However, despite this meeting and the impassioned voices of opposition, the City and
SBCAG moved forward with their approval to continue planning for a River Trail alignment
along Fjord Drive and beyond. Although we initially appreciated the government
representatives listening to our opposition and giving us a chance for discussion, afterward
we all felt as if we were simply mollified for the time being, and that they never had any
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intention to change their plans based on public opinion.
I and many of my neighbors continued to communicate with SBCAG through emails and
phone calls, and we submitted input via several online surveys and virtual workshops
regarding this matter. As you may be aware, SBCAG intended to complete a thorough
“study” to determine which alignment would work for the River Trail from Solvang to
Buellton, but the study was never fully completed because of logistical obstacles that
prevented the study’s completion. Although SBCAG had promised to keep Fjord Drive
neighbors in the loop throughout the process, after the “interrupted” and incomplete study,
we never heard from them again. The only information we have now is what Mayor Pro
Tem Orona reported out from her recent attendance at an SBCAG meeting, where she
stated they are now looking at the South river alignment, no longer on the North side
(where Fjord Drive is). I wish we had heard this directly from our contacts at SBCAG, but this
is yet again another example of why we distrust government officials.
NOW MOVING TO ANOTHER TOPIC RELEVANT TO THE PROPOSED FJORD DRIVE
BYPASS. If you are not fully familiar with the “SANTA YNEZ VALLEY TRAFFIC CIRCULATION
AND SAFETY STUDY,” you can click on the link below on the SBCAG website. On this page
you will see two blue links, one to the full study and one to the appendix.
http://www.sbcag.org/syvprojects.html
This very complex and technical engineered study (and I assume quite costly) was released
to the public in May 2020. It was conducted by Deepak Kaushik, Iteris, Inc. and the study
focused on all traffic and pedestrian areas of the Santa Ynez Valley. On May 19, 2020 I
participated in the Virtual Community Meeting covering this study from 5 p.m. to 6:30 pm.,
where the study was reviewed and the public participants were allowed to ask questions and
give input. Government leadership involved included: Marjie Kirn and Michael Becker of
SBCAG, Supervisor Joan Hartmann, Kenneth Kahn (Chumash), Solvang Mayor Touissant, and
Buellton Mayor Holly Sierra.
It takes time and effort to read through this technical study, but I have done it at least 5
times. Here are the most pertinent findings that are relevant to the “here and now” of why a
Fjord Drive Bypass is NOT needed.
1. Nowhere in the detailed study is there any mention of a need for a Bypass (certainly no
mention of the one that is on the Solvang C.I.P).
2. On page 11 of the study, ALISAL ROAD is described as “…terminating at Old Coast
Highway near US-101. … Alisal Road is identified as a key regional/emergency access
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route to and from Solvang.” I think most residents would agree that this EXISTING
emergency route makes more sense in departing Solvang, rather than looping around on
Fjord and ending up at a bottleneck at Hwy 246 & Skytt Mesa, which makes no logical
sense.
3. On page 23, under Topic "4.5 Future Year Traffic Conditions,” the study states the
following: “IT WAS CONCLUDED THAT THE PROJECTED GROWTH IN VOLUMES BETWEEN
BASE AND FUTURE YEARS WOULD BE MINIMAL (BELOW 5%).” It states that our county’s
population is growing by only 0.2% a year, and that “…IT WAS DETERMINED THAT A
SEPARATE FUTURE YEAR 2040 TRAFFIC ANALYSIS WOULD NOT BE NECESSARY, AS
THE RESULTS WOULD BE NEARLY IDENTICAL TO EXISTING.”
From my analysis of the SYV Traffic Circulation and Safety Study, it is clear that
existing traffic and circulation conditions will remain UNCHANGED in the future, and
therefore another reason that NO BYPASS IS NEEDED.
IN CONCLUSION: I respectfully propose that you REMOVE THE PROPOSED FJORD DRIVE
BYPASS from the General Plan AND the Capital Improvement Plan. It is not needed for the
general good, it is not wanted by the residents, and it will destroy our neighborhood in a
way that can never be rectified. We do not want any more surveys, or workshops, or
meetings to gather our input that is never seriously considered in decision-making
processes. We do not want this Bypass hanging over our heads like a dark cloud for years
to come. Please, remove it from any future plans.
ericpersson17922 <ericpersson17922@gmail.com>
Sat 7/17/2021 9:06 AM
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Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.

7/15/2021
Hi, I am a current resident of Fjord Drive. 1683 , 2nd house on street..Son, of Owner of
Property . My dad and I vote No !!! For expansion of Road
There is already enough traffic due to the Santa Ynez River access. Public uses this
to walking there dogs, family come enjoy the water , when it available. We already have
tourists driving those Electric Cars.
Car, truck, Ups drivers, Post Office vehicles, Amazon Vehicles, Fed x, School
Bus's...Delivery Van's, Food Delivery Vehicles. Gardners, essential business, Plumbers ,
Roofers, Construction Co. Just to name a few, then we have all the resident, family visitors
veicles!
There is a lot of speeders all ready ! Driving too Fast !!!!
Next I have visitors parking in Front of my mail box, which is up setting to me and the Postal
Carrier!
I have Camers too prove it !
Don't need to tell on every driver
The New posted speed limit sign on my property/city easement . Does not work.
Then we have had Wild animals Killed!
I personally have picked up to Dead Squirrels!
Then We have all the trash the Vistors leave, in front of my house ,and the Santa Ynez
River Easement. Across the street on Fjord.
What is the latest vehicle count on Fjord per 24 hours ? Weekends too....Please send all
street impact reports to me .
I invite the whole City Counsil to my house for 24 hrs ! Sit there yourself and Observe please
before you Consider Any Projects on Are Street, Fjord Drive
We're is the Pettion to Sign ,vote No ?
WE Vote NO !!!!!!!!
Thank You for your Time to read !
ERIC PERSSON
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1683 Fjord Drive
Solvang, Ca. 93463
Stephanie Amerian <skamerian@aol.com>
Sat 7/17/2021 8:05 AM






To:

•

Public City Council Group

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.
Dear Council member,
This email in protest to the extension of the 246 through our neighborhood! My husband
and I moved into the Santa Ynez Mobile Home Park last October and Love Fjord Drive, we
use it everyday on our bikes and walking the dog and overall serenity! All the neighbors of
Alisal Glen (children) and the city of Solvang use this green belt to exercise and access to
the River! This extension would clearly ruin this beautiful part of Solvang!
Other reasons the by-pass should not go through are environmental and property rights
assess reasons. California Scrub Jay habitat, Deer, Coyotes, fish ponds along the Santa Ynez
river bed. Not to mention Nielsen’s lumber yard and Buellflatrock are private property and
permission would be needed, to access SR 246.
We don’t need this bypass, as I recall as a child (being from Lompoc) Solvang has always
been an lovely busy little town….and we request that the city take this Capital Improvement
line item Fjord Drive Extension off the CIP and give the neighborhood the safety we all
deserve!
Sincerely,
Bruce and Stephanie Amerian
127 Sierra Vista
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Solvang, CA 93463
Sent from the all new AOL app for iOS
susansilverberg <susansilverberg@aol.com>
Fri 7/16/2021 6:58 PM






To:

•

Public City Council Group

Dear Councilpersons,
I was astounded and outraged to hear there is an advanced item on the agenda to create a “bypass”
from the current dead end of Fjord Drive and extend across Adobe Creek and connect with the 246
in order to supposedly reduce traffic on Mission Drive through downtown Solvang providing a
partial bypass for Solvang residents living south of Mission Drive. Really? Have you considered or
earnestly explored the inevitable damage to this natural habitat and environment, the increase in
crime, loss of privacy and loss of property values for the citizens of Alisal Glen and the Rancho Santa
Ynez Manufactured home community this “bypass” would impact? So many undesirable outcomes
and very little gain for millions and millions of my taxpayer dollars.

Get on it and look for more creative 2021 and this century solutions to ease traffic. Or let us help to
find creative solutions. We have to learn to live to live with tourism and preserve why it is they are
coming here in the first place.
I’m happy to help, but this plan is ill-advised and lethal to neighborhoods, community and the
environment.
Sincerely,
Susan Silverberg
Solvang homeowner and resident
Dawn Amerian <damerian53@aol.com>
Fri 7/16/2021 6:20 PM
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To:

•

Public City Council Group

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.
Being a resident of Solvang, I wanted to tell you that I am not in favor of this bypass. I came
to this city to be safe and enjoy my retirement. Now you want to put a bypass through my
mobile home park. Please don't put my life and the life of the residents in this park at risk.
This is a tourist destination, so there's always going to be traffic. It's not going to help to
have a bypass going through our mobile home park.
Sincerely,
Dawn Amerian
Sent from the all new AOL app for Android

William Dentzel <bilito@gmail.com>
Fri 7/16/2021 1:17 PM






To:

•
•

Public City Council Group;
jhartmann@countyofsb.org

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.
Dear Solvang City Council Members (and Santa Barbara County Supervisor District 3),
I am aware of the consideration to open up Fjord Drive by crossing Adobe Creek and
hooking up to Highway 246(101). Please, No. For several fundamental and poignant reasons
I thoroughly and adamantly oppose this regressive proposition. Time and money would be
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better spent on improving Solvang's pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, there is a lot to
do in this area and it is clearly the future.
1.) We are in an era of contraction not expansion of roads and car use. More invasion of
quiet and habitat space by motor vehicles is undesirable. Gradually better public
transportation and autonomous vehicles will be relieving congestion on 246. A new arterial
loop is not necessary.
2.) Climate conditions implore that we take much more seriously the preservation of natural
spaces. The installation of this extension will greatly affect and disrupt a very large wild area
that is unproblematicly surviving quite close to our wonderful small urban area. The
increased traffic on this road will increase the exposure of the surrounding area to fire
hazard.
3.) Through traffic, broadcast and shared via maps, phone apps and websites, will
completely alter the safety and security situation for all of the neighborhoods adjacent to
this new loop. With the potential of unprecedented economic and social unrest in greater
society it would be unwise to breach this barrier and draw in an endless 24/7/365 flow of
non local traffic.
4.) This partial by-pass will divert traffic to additional bottlenecks on Alisal Road with
pedestrian crossings and traffic lights. The dream of "fixing" the Mission drive congestion
will not go away with this by-pass, it will only spread congestion to a wider area and disturb
and disrupt more people while at the same time making no meaningful overall
improvement to conditions on highway 246.
5.) Water issues in Solvang are here for the long term. Adding more culverts, bridges,
hardscapes, noise and concentrated run-off will only degrade the surrounding habitat.
Without a doubt there are species of animals and plants in this area that would suffer
adverse consequences. Birds, amphibians, reptiles and mammals. Trees, plants, micro
organisms. More hard and loud human footprint, less nature…Exactly the opposite of what
these challenging times call for.
6.) Most if not all neighbors in this area truly love the natural and tranquil ambiance of the
Fjord Drive area. Adding a quick connect to 246/101 in no way outweighs the importance of
the stability and safety of this area as it stands today.
What would happen to the quiet evening walks? The safe and non congested bicycle rides?
The early morning bird songs? The relaxed safety of quiet neighborhoods? I could go on
listing the highly appreciated and simple benefits we now enjoy. They would be gone
forever. Solvang would permanently lose one more facet of its unique and unmatched
European/American style districts. There really is no gain to the people who live here if this
plan is executed. There is tremendous and permanent loss. There is also cost. Initial cost and
constant forward costs. Sleepless nights cost from hearing traffic and sirens. Safety costs
from higher speed traffic and visitors from anywhere at anytime.
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Please put this plan to bed and let it go the way of other plans that were possibly worth
looking at but definitely not worth the high irreversible social and community costs they
required. The quality of life in a large neighborhood area of Solvang will be severely
degraded with the installation of this partial by-pass. Whereas the quality of life for the rest
of the community will not be improved, in other words there is unnecessary loss without any
substantial gains.
Thank you for your consideration of my thoughts.
Sincerely,
William H. Dentzel
133 First Street
Solvang CA 93463
-Wm. H. Dentzel
360-531-2812
Website: http://www.dentzel.com
tinaeperkins33@gmail.com
Thu 7/15/2021 3:50 PM






To:

•

Public City Council Group

My husband and I object very strongly about putting a bypass through Fjord Dr.
We already have bike lanes now and residents and visitors use them for biking, running and
walking.
And the green belt across the street is used for playing games with children and walking dogs.
It is a place for people to enjoy there surroundings without a speed way down Fjord dr. That will
bring to much traffic, noise and pollution and crime to the neighborhood.
“Please” don’t ruin a place where people can enjoy and be safe.
We already have many tourist that use the electric cars and pedal bikes down Fjord drive.
I think the best Idea is to fix the entire road from the bridge from Alisal rd to 101 and have a big
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sign that says to the town of Solvang for the people coming north.
We went on our walk this morning up to Alisal ranch and counted over two hundred cars in one
hour! That is a lot of traffic.
We hope and pray that you will make the right decisions do what is best for the residents of Solvang
that voted for you all to keep Solvang a charming place to live and visit.
Sincerely,
Tina and Rick Perkins

Sent from my iPhone

Tom Orem <tom_orem@yahoo.com>
Thu 7/15/2021 3:36 PM






To:
Cc:

•

•
•

Public City Council Group

gkago2fl@gmail.com;
deyette@verizon.net

Here’s another in my series of ideas (presented to you, the Council, free of charge on my part) to fix
the traffic gridlock problem on 246:

Build a ... pedestrian bridge! Whoa! As Mel Allen used to say on Yankee broadcasts, “How about
that?!”

Put this maybe near the bus stop. There’s space there. The “wonderful” pedestrians, instead of
stopping traffic, can walk up the steps to the top of the little bridge which would provide a super,
high-up view of the town. Naturally this would be built in the style of some bridge in Denmark,
some famous Copenhagen bridge, so people would love crossing! And way, way, WAY cheaper than
this absurd bypass idea. Just be sure to wait for lumber prices to come down, but as of today they
are in the 500s.

Tom Orem

Sent from my iPhone
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GEORGE & ANNETTE FLEMING
131 Sierra Vista
Solvang, CA 93463

Dear Council Member,

7/15/2021

This letter is to voice our utmost disapproval of the CIP traffic mitigation plan Fjord Drive Extension.
Needless to say there are many drawbacks to running a
By-Pass Loop thru our neighborhood of Alisal Glenn and Santa Ynez Mobil Home Park for the sake of
saving eight minutes of time (we have done our own time study with heavy traffic) on average to
traverse Solvang proper on SR. 246. Also the the light activated cross-walks don’t help the situation
when heavy pedestrian foot traffic activates the cross-walk light every few minutes making the stop
and go on Mission even more time consuming.
There are many more factors to consider to not allowing this By-pass. There is a Green Belt that runs
along Fjord Dr. east to west that is owned by RSYME the entire length of Fjord till its terminus at the
western dead end. This green belt is maintained by the Mobil home park, mowed and watered with
Doggie Station disposal sites along the green belt. People from all over Solvang use this green belt to
walk their dogs and exercise and enjoy the peaceful surroundings of the countryside. There is also a
Bike Path the runs along Fjord that cyclists use also for recreation. The By-Pass traffic would not only
be a safety issue but also pollution and noise issue to-boot.
Other reasons that the By-Pass should not be considered are environmental and property rights
access reasons i.e. California Scrub Jay habitat, Deer, Coyotes, Fish ponds along the Santa Ynez river
bed, and Flood Plane issues. Also Adobe Creek feeds into the Santa Ynez River. Buellflatrock and
Nielsons Lumber yard are also private property and permission will be needed (which we feel will not
be granted) to access SR 246. Also property values will suffer and county coffers will take a hit
on tax receipts.
We all know that drivers and human nature will always be prone to taking short cuts, and will use the
neighborhood streets in Alisal Glenn to even shorten up the By-Pass. This neighborhood is full of
families and their children thus the speed limit 25 mph.
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We don’t need or want this By-Pass running thru our neighborhood and request that the City take this
Capital Improvement line item (Fjord Drive Extension) off the CIP and give our neighborhood the
respect and safety they deserve.

Sincerely,
George & Annette Fleming
Louis Rubinstein <louruby66@outlook.com>
Thu 7/15/2021 1:27 PM






To:

•

Public City Council Group

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.
MYSELF, WIFE MARCIA + 2 MORE IN HOUSEHOLD= 4 ADULTS STRONGLY OBJECT TO THE FJORD BYPASS
ATTEMPT!!!!!! PLEASE ABANDON ACTION!!!!! VERIFY RECEIPT…… THNX
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
mbonzgol@aol.com

Thu 7/15/2021 1:21 PM






To:
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•

Public City Council Group

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.
To the members of the Solvang City Council,
I have learned that the idea of creating a "by-pass" on Fjord Drive is on your agenda of July 26.
I raise a few concerns regarding the proposal.
1. Please remember that Fjord is the main street that the residents of the SY Mobile Home Park use to
go East.
2. The residents of the park take their walks either on the sidewalk or the green belt along Fjord, They
walk their dogs on both sides of Fjord.
3. There is a large residential area along Fjord. Children like to cross Fjord to play on the green belt.
4. People from other areas of Solvang bring their dogs for walks on the green belt. They also like to
park along Fjord to enjoy walking along the river or to picnic.
5. I think you should consider how you are going to regulate traffic to keep the residents safe. We know
how drivers seem to ignore speed limits, crosswalks, and run traffic lights.
6. I think there is an accident just waiting to happen if the by-pass is approved.
I do know the problems with Hwy 246 being the main thoroughfare. I just ask that you contemplate the
concerns of the people.
Thank you for your time.
Margie Bonazzola (a resident of the mobile home park)
39 Alta Vista
Solvang, Ca. 93463

Bob Silverman <rws.mammoth@gmail.com>
Wed 7/14/2021 10:37 PM






To:

•

Public City Council Group
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Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.

Dear Council members,
We are new residents of Alisal Glen and just learned about a proposed Highway
246/Mission Drive bypass route to be implemented by the extension of Fjord Drive to
Highway 246. My wife and I recently purchased our house on Sandalwood Way and moved
here about 3 months ago as our full-time residence. One major factor contributing to the
decision to move to this location was based on the lack of through traffic on Fjord Dr. which
affords a quiet and safe surrounding neighborhood. We walk our small dog on the green
belt of Fjord Dr., and I run there on a regular basis.
The proposed bypass would negatively affect our quality of life. We would be subject to
round-the-clock traffic of passenger vehicles along with large and small trucks. We
were informed that the reason for this bypass is to provide access to residents living South
of Mission. In fact, access to these residents is not possible since there are no connector
streets going North from Fjord Dr. to allow this access. What will happen is much of the
traffic will use the “bypass” to go around downtown Solvang. The return route to Mission
would be on Alisal which would route the traffic right through the heart of the village. Also,
the safety of our neighborhood would be compromised due to the increased exposure of
our homes and on our streets.
I believe that the bypass would require a change in the zoning of our neighborhood that
would cause a significant decrease in our property values. We are retired individuals and
depend on maintaining the value of our property. There is a reason that, to our knowledge,
there are no residential properties on Mission and for that same reason the traffic on this
highway should not be brought into our residential community.
Therefore, we strongly oppose the proposed bypass route.
Sincerely,
Robert and Uta Silverman
Tom Orem <tom_orem@yahoo.com>
Wed 7/14/2021 4:22 PM
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To:

•

Public City Council Group

Councilpersons:

First, let me apologize if I’ve addressed you incorrectly. With all the PC ah “stuff” going on these
days, am I supposed to address it “Dear Fellow Humans?” Even that might be considered
presumptuous by some.

Anyway I’m strongly opposed to this for environmental, economic and personal reasons (I want my
property value to remain high; the county treasurer should as well.

I’m sure you’ve heard all the reasons pro and con. Let me point out a few items. First, last I checked,
part of the easement is in a flood plain. Folks who have been here long enough say the river flooded
almost up to Fjord in 1998. If you build the road and don’t elevate the entire thing, it will be at risk.
Second you are overlooking the already crowded conditions on Alisal already. If we try to drive up
Alisal into town, in a weekend or holiday, we are met with back up traffic at Copenhagen as millions
(slight exaggeration) if pedestrians dawdle their way across the intersection. Divert traffic from 246
onto Alisal and that problem gets much worse.
The problem is getting through town on 246. Again this is caused by the beloved (not by me)
pedestrians. Might I suggest a solution? Rather than allow them to cross whenever they want, have
them queue up and cross every few minutes in conjunction with the traffic lights. Last time I was at
LAX this is how it was. The pedestrians can’t cross until they get a green light. This lets traffic flow
in the best possible fashion. This isn’t rocket science so I’m sure you can figure it out without
spending God knows how much money, damaging the environment and turning Fjord Drive into a
race track. God help me if I try to ride my bike or try walking the dogs there with hundreds of
motorists speeding through well over 25 so they can get to the other side of Solvang. Please have
second, third, fourth and fifth thoughts before you proceed on this absurd scheme.
Tom Orem
3 Paseo Del Rio
Solvang

Sent from my iPhone

Priscilla Copass <priscillacopass@yahoo.com>
Thu 7/1/2021 1:55 PM
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To:

•

Public City Council Group

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.
Is this true? Now we are going from a Bike path to a Highway?
A very concerned resident of the Neighborhood,
Priscilla Copass

Carolyn Roth <carolynroth@verizon.net>
Wed 6/30/2021 3:41 PM






To:

Dear Solvang City Council,

•

Public City Council Group

I am concerned about a plan to create a Solvang bypass that would use Fjord Drive and Alisal
Road. I am against putting heavy traffic on Fjord Drive right next to the quiet and safe Rancho Santa
Ynez Mobile Estates where I live. There are also many other neighboring residences that would be
negatively affected by this plan. Furthermore, I don’t think using Alisal Road would bypass Solvang,
as it runs right through the center of town. Please do not enact this plan.

Sincerely,
Carolyn Roth
129 Sierra Vista
Solvang, CA 93463

Netta Jones <netta.jones2012@gmail.com>
Fri 6/25/2021 1:44 PM
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To:

•

Public City Council Group

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.
City Council of Solvang,
Thank you so very much for your service to the community of Solvang! It is greatly appreciated.
I am a resident of Solvang and love our little town.
The proposed highway bypass route that would run down Fjord and Alisal Drive is an idea that I do not
support. I understand the need for rerouting the very congested Mission Drive. I believe that we could come
up with a plan that would preserve the peaceful neighborhoods while adding to the charm of our town. We
have some great minds here. Let's talk and brainstorm about beneficial solutions. Together we can create a
better plan and a better environment.
I join with the voices whi are calling out to please NOT proceed with the highway bypass.
Thank you for your consideration.
Netta Jones

