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STATE OF CALIFORNIA------- CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
50 HIGUERA STREET 
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            Flex your power! 

 Be energy efficient! 

 
March 10, 2013 

05-SB-192-11.14 
Chief Chip Hickman                                                                                 SCH# 2011031094 
Montecito Fire Protection District  
595 San Ysidro Road 
Santa Barbara, CA 93108 
 
 
Dear Mr. Hickman: 
 
COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) OF THE DRAFT 
ENIVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE FIRE STATION 3 SITE 
ACQUISTION AND CONSTRUCTION. 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), District 5 has reviewed the above 
referenced project and offers the following comments for your consideration in preparing 
the Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 
 
1) To ensure the traffic study in the Draft EIR includes the information needed to analyze 

the impacts (both cumulative and project-specific) of this effort, it is recommended 
that the analysis be prepared in accordance with the Department’s Guide for the 
Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies (2002). Please visit our internet site for a copy of 
these guidelines at: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/ocp/iger_ceqa_files/tisguide.pdf. 

 
2) Since Caltrans is responsible for the safety, operations, and maintenance of the State 

transportation system, Caltrans’ Level of Service (LOS) standards should be used to 
determine the significance of the project’s impact. Caltrans endeavors to maintain a 
target LOS at the transition between LOS C and LOS D on all State transportation 
facilities. 

 
3) The traffic study should include information on existing traffic volumes within the 

study area, including the State transportation system, and should be based on recent 
traffic volumes less than two years old. Counts older than two years cannot be used as 
a baseline. Feel free to contact us for assistance in acquiring the most recent data 
available.  

 
4) The methodologies used to calculate the LOS should be consistent with the methods in 

the current version of the Highway Capacity Manual. All LOS calculations should also 
be included in the Draft EIR for review. 
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5) We look forward to reviewing the trip generation study and ask that the study 
specifically analyze the need for channelization. 

6) Caltrans has concerns relative to potential impacts of increased impervious area to the 
drainage systems on SR 192. A detailed storm water/hydrology report is requested for 
review as soon as it is available. No additional runoff can be allowed to the reach the 
state system.

7) Please refer to the correspondence on April 15, 2011 for the previous items requested.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Notice of Preparation. We look forward to 
receiving the Draft EIR. If you have any questions or desire further clarification, feel free 
to contact me at (805) 549-3589 or jimmy.ochoa@dot.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Jimmy Ochoa
Development Review
Caltrans District 5

Attachment 

Sincerely,

Jimmy Ochoa

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”

















 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
     February 27, 2014 
 
Mr. Dan Gira 
c/o AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. 
104 West Anapamu Street, Suite 204A 
Santa Barbara CA 93101 
 
Dear Mr. Gira: 
 
 The Neighborhood Defense League has been following the MFPD 
process in regard to the development of MFPD Fire Station 3 for several 
years. Our board members attended an especially enlightening MBAR 
presentation and studied the need for the five- minute response time in 
Eastern Montecito, and the need for a drying tower.  We learned that 
there has been money saved for the purchase of land and much of the 
building expense. We learned that it is anticipated that the third fire 
station can be staffed with existing personnel. We all agree that the 
Andalusian architecture is simple, low key and attractive.  
 
Neighboring property owners who oppose the proposed Fire station 
are understandably concerned about the prospect of change, and we 
have noted the extensive opposition they have waged to defeat it. 
 
The Neighborhood Defense League Board of Directors supports the 
development of MFPD Fire Station Number 3 because we are certain 
that one terrible fire storm raging in with a sundowner from the east 
will transform the neighborhood’s worst critics into its greatest fans. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Judith Ishkanian, President 
For the Board of Directors 
Neighborhood Defense League 
 























-Constance.txt
From: Jamie W. Constance [j@epilog.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 12:53 PM
To: Gira, Daniel
Cc: cpmarble@aol.com
Subject: MFPD Fire Station 3

To: Directors,Montecito Fire Protection District
      San Ysidro Rd
      Montecito,CA

       As my wife and I have been away from our home On Meadowbrook Drive in
Ennisbrook for several Weeks,
       We have just heard that today is the last day to get a letter to you
expressing our deep feelings about Fire
       Station 3 for Montecito preferably to be located at East Valley and
Sheffield.

       Located as we are in Ennisbrook, we are aware that we do not have the
same immediate   response protection
       that our friends and neighbors in more central Montecito have. Of
course We realize that you are aware of how
       drastic a difference a few minutes-even seconds- in response can be. We
also are sure that you can and do
       understand why we feel we are entitled to the same level of protection
as other residents of our beloved
       Montecito.

       We realize that a third station was stipulate in the original community
plan and that under that provision the Montecito
       Fire Protection District has set aside the funds for the construction
of this station number three. This should begin
       immediately, before other Insurance companies follow the steps of one
that has said it will issue no new policies
       to property owners outside the radius of a five minute response by a
fire station. We speak for the residents of Ennisbrook,
       Romero Canyon, and other areas in the district who are in the same
situation and are paying high taxes for protection
       equal to that of all Montecito residents

      Respectfully submitted,

      Jamie W. Constance
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Eastonemail.txt
From: Sylvia Easton [sceaston@cox.net]
Sent: Friday, March 28, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Gira, Daniel
Subject: EIR revision for Montecito Fire Protection District, Station 3

Dear Mr. Gira,

Thank you for offering to revise the Sation 3 EIR.  It is much appreciated.

As a resident of Montecito, I feel that it is very important that fire and
emergency services be positioned evenly throughout the community.  The five
minute response time is essential for providing the best coverage for both
fire and emergency services. This would include preventing a house or yard
fire from becoming a wild land fire and to provide emergency medical help in
time for people suffering from heart attacks and strokes where time is of the
essence. The community is best served by not pulling resources from Stations
1and 2, that are already in place, and where they best serve other areas of
Montecito.

Regarding the environmental impact on the area proposed for station 3; it is a
perfect place geographically to situate a third station for coverage in the
eastern end of town. East Valley Road is a highly traveled road both by
residents and tourists; many with loud motorcycles in groups on weekends.  It
is one of the main east-west thorough fares in Montecito, not a quiet country
road.

My husband and I live in the heart of where the Tea Fire occurred and nothing
could have been more devastating than that fire environmentally.  Although our
home was not destroyed by the fire, we had to evacuate and be out for post
fire painting landscaping and more.  When we moved back in, after months, the
air was so bad that I needed to use an inhaler.  The homes that burned all
around us were rubble. The trucks going up and down Cold Springs Rd. and
Coyote Rd. for 2 years scattered debris and dust from melted plastics, metals
and most likely asbestos.  You could not drive up or down these roads without
having getting behind the unregulated and uncovered trucks.  None were
required to be covered, as they were in the Jesusita Fire in Mission Canyon.
I feel that this practice had a terrible impact on the environment.  Living
through 5 years of construction all around was horrendous, with all of the
noise and chaos that goes with it. Further more the damage to the animal
habitat was devastating in the Tea Fire.

I would hope that the alternative to not building a Station 3, and the vast
devastation that another fire will bring, will be compared and studied in your
report. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Sylvia Easton
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MFPD Fire Station 3-constance.txt
From: Jamie W. Constance [j@epilog.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 12:53 PM
To: Gira, Daniel
Cc: cpmarble@aol.com
Subject: MFPD Fire Station 3

To: Directors,Montecito Fire Protection District
      San Ysidro Rd
      Montecito,CA

       As my wife and I have been away from our home On Meadowbrook Drive in
Ennisbrook for several Weeks,
       We have just heard that today is the last day to get a letter to you
expressing our deep feelings about Fire
       Station 3 for Montecito preferably to be located at East Valley and
Sheffield.

       Located as we are in Ennisbrook, we are aware that we do not have the
same immediate   response protection
       that our friends and neighbors in more central Montecito have. Of
course We realize that you are aware of how
       drastic a difference a few minutes-even seconds- in response can be. We
also are sure that you can and do
       understand why we feel we are entitled to the same level of protection
as other residents of our beloved
       Montecito.

       We realize that a third station was stipulate in the original community
plan and that under that provision the Montecito
       Fire Protection District has set aside the funds for the construction
of this station number three. This should begin
       immediately, before other Insurance companies follow the steps of one
that has said it will issue no new policies
       to property owners outside the radius of a five minute response by a
fire station. We speak for the residents of Ennisbrook,
       Romero Canyon, and other areas in the district who are in the same
situation and are paying high taxes for protection
       equal to that of all Montecito residents

      Respectfully submitted,

      Jamie W. Constance
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Barton_Station 3.txt
From: Dina Barton [mommybarton@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2014 4:49 PM
To: Gira, Daniel
Subject: In Favor of Station 3

Hello Mr. Gira,
I am in favor of having Station 3 built in Montecito to give our area broader
coverage and protection.  I have been evacuated twice from my house in recent
years due to fires, I had firemen respond and help my nephew who was having
seizures and 30% of our families from Cold Spring School had property damage
as a result of the Tea Fire, including 16 families who lost their entire home.
So I realize the value of good fire protection and I hope our community will
be supported.
Thanks,
Dina Barton
265 Dawlish Place
Montecito, CA 93108
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