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L SUBJECT

On March 1, 2001, the Planning Commission adopted a Final Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND)
and approved a Development Plan to allow construction of the Granada Garage (City Parking Lot 6).
The Granada Garage opened for use in November 2005.

The applicant, City Transportation Division, is now requesting a modification to condition of approval
“G” to allow certain transit system enhancements as substitution for previously identified transit pass
program. The condition was identified in the Final MND as a mitigation measure to reduce an

identified potentially significant impact relating to increased traffic trips associated with the project.

IL. DISCUSSION

Please see Exhibit A, Addendum to Final Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Granada Garage
Project, for a full discussion and analysis of the requested modification to the condition of approval
relating to a transit pass program.

. RECOMMENDATION/FINDINGS

Staff believes that the proposed change to the approved conditions of approval to allow certain transit
system enhancements as substitution for the previously identified transit pass program is consistent
with the adopted Final Mitigated Negative Declaration and will provide greater mitigation for the
previously identified potentially significant traffic impacts. Therefore, staff recommends that Planning
Commission approve the condition amendment as stated in the Revised Conditions of Approval
contained in Exhibit B. : :

Exhibits:
A. Addendum to Final Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Granada Garage Project, August
17, 2006 "

B. Revised Conditions of Approval






ADDENDUM TO
FINAL MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
' for the
Granada Garage Project—MST2006-00457
1221 Anacapa Street, Santa Barbara

August 17, 2006

This Addendum is prepared in accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, which provides
that an Addendum to a previous negative declaration may be prepared if only minor changes or
additions are necessary to make the prior document adequate for the current project. The Addendum
analysis concludes that no new significant impacts beyond those identified in the prior final mitigated
negative declaration would result from the proposed project revisions.

PRIOR ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT

The prior Granada Garage (City Lot 6) Project Final Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was
adopted on March 1, 2001 by Santa Barbara Planning Commission.

Mitigation measures associated with air quality, cultural resources, noise, solid waste disposal, and
traffic/circulation were incorporated into the project as conditions of approval.

The Mitigated Negative Declaration concluded that all identified impacts were shown to be mitigated
to a less than significant level.

Addenda to the MND were previously prepared to address project revisions to 1) construct 12 low-
income residential units on the north side of the parking structure and relocate the City offices; and, 2)
change project conditions to allow construction to occur on Saturdays.

PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The approved project includes the construction of a parking structure with the following components:
four levels of parking above grade and two levels below grade (575 spaces); construction of a two-
story office building not to exceed 10,330 square feet of floor area for the City Parking Program
offices; a bicycle station; public restrooms; and a trash facility for the parking structure, offices, and
surrounding businesses.

PROPOSED SUBSTITUTION OF MITIGATION MEASURE AND REVISION TO
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

The proposed revision includes substitution of traffic impact mitigation and a corresponding change to
conditions of approval relating to a transit pass program as explained below.

Transportation / Circulation

Impact Discussion

A traffic analysis was prepared for the proposed project by Wilbur Smith and Associates (WSA) that
determined that the new uses associated with project were forecasted to generate approximately 229 net
new peak hour trips (PHT). The estimated 229 net new PHT were distributed through 14 intersections
in the Downtown area to determine potential changes in intersection levels of service as a result of the
proposed project.

EXHIBIT A
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Based on the WSA traffic analysis report, the MND had forecasted project specific, cumulative, and/or
CMP PHT traffic impacts to the following six intersections:

Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps

Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps

Mission Street/U.S. 101 southbound

Garden Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps

Castillo Street/Haley Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramp
Castillo Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps

Required Mitigsation and Adopted Condition of Approval

The MND identified mitigation for the significant impact resulting from increased PHT. The
mitigation was made a condition of approval for the project, as follows:

L.

Prior to issuance of any building permit for the project, an annual transit pass program shall be
established and the funding committed by the City Council. Prior to occupancy of the Parking
Lot 6 structure and parking offices, the annual transit pass program shall be funded,
implemented and fully operational in accordance with the following minimum requirements:

The annual transit passes shall be in the form of a credit card that shall be distributed free of
charge to Downtown employees. The pass shall allow the user an unlimited number of rides on
MTD buses and shuttles. The passes shall be compatible with the new electronic fareboxes to
be installed on MTD buses, so that usage of passes can be monitored (frequency of use per
ticketholder, routes most frequently used, stops where users enter, employer information, and
residential zip codes of users). The City Parking Program shall initially fund the purchase of
10,100 passes for distribution to Downtown employees. All downtown employers and
employees shall be eligible to obtain a pass.

Data on use of passes shall be collected on an on-going basis. A report shall be prepared
quarterly during the first year of the program and annually thereafter by the applicant and
reviewed and approved by. the City Transportation Planning Division and the City
Environmental Analyst on pass usage based on farebox data collected by MTD. Based on the
results of the report, in the event that the City Parking Program contribution to pass program
does not continue to reduce project traffic by at least 229 Peak Hour Trips (PHTY) and 985
Average Daily Trips (ADTs) and the identified peak hour impacts at specific intersections, the
City Parking Program shall implement additional measures to maintain the effectiveness of the
program in a manner approved by the City Council. These additional measures shall be
implemented within 90 days of the release of each report and may include (but shall not be
limited to):

I Purchasing and distributing additional passes to Downtown employees or other
program modifications increase effectiveness (such as funding increased iransit service
frequency (headways);

2. Funding additional targeted marketing efforts for the pass program,
Increasing parking fees at City garages by:
a. Raising hourly rates;

b. Decreasing the free period,
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c. Charging additional fees for vehicles that enter or exit during peak hours.
4. Reducing the firee period for on-street parking.
5. Implementing carpool incentives for carpools of three or more.

Monitoring of the program including any additional measures shall be continuous. The
effectiveness of the program shall be reported and the program adjusted as necessary quarterly
for the first year of the program and annually thereafter. The City Parking Program's
contribution to the annual pass program shall continue for the life of the Lot 6 parking
structure unless an alternative City program is funded and implemented that is equally effective
in reducing project traffic and air quality impacts and has been approved by the Planning
Commission as an amendment to the Conditions of Approval for the Lot 6 project.

Discussion of Need for Substitute Mitigation and Revised Condition of Approval

Subsequent to approval of the Granada Garage project, the transit pass program, MyRide, was
established.

The MyRide program components include:
e Annual budget of $350,000
e 10,100 passes available to downtown workers for unlimited rides.

In November 2005 the Granada Garage opened. The Granada Garage is operating at approximately
10% occupancy and is not expected to operate at full operational (85%) capacity for approximately
two to three years.

The Transportation Division provided a report on the MyRide program. Status of MyRide is:

e Only issued 3,300 passes of the 10,100 passes

e Only 2,300 of the 3,300 are active (i.e. the pass has been used at least once). MyRide passes
are activated on the first transit trip and then need to be reactivated after one year from that
date. Inactive passes are those that either have never been used by the person they were issued
to, or they have been used and have since expired.

e Only 980 of the 2,300 active are currently in use (In use means that the pass is used on a
consistent basis).

e Projected cost for FY 06 is $225,000

e 980 active passes are estimated to potentially offset approximately 200 PHT.

Because of the low user rate of the MyRide program, and because of more recent transit industry
research (confirmed by a recent survey of residents of the South Coast) that suggests that the peak-
period ridership response is significantly increased due to service changes (i.e. increasing headways)
rather than a fare change (i.e. free fare as with MyRide), the MTD Enhanced Transit Subcommittee
and City Transportation Division is requesting that the MyRide program be replaced by a number of
transit service enhancements as follows:
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Table 1
Enhanced Transit Subcommitee Recommendations
Line/Item Transit Improvement PM PHT* Status
Crosstown Shuttle | New line 140 Implemented 7/01
Lines 1 & 2 Increase to 10-minute peak 130 Scheduled to begin 1/07
headways :
Mesa Loop , New line (3-yr test period) 40 Scheduled to begin 1/07
B TowmlFstimaled PMPAT | 310

*Source: MTD Staff

The mitigation / condition is proposed to be amended as follows:

The City Parking Program shall fund the following transit enhancements:

Line/Item Transit Improvement PM PHT* Timing/Status
Crosstown Shuttle | New line 140 Implemented 7/01
Lines 1 & 2 Increase to 10-minute peak 130 Scheduled to begin 1/07

headways : ‘
Mesa Loop New line (3-yr test period) 40 Scheduled to begin 1/07
Total Estimated PM PHT 310

*Source: MTD Staff

Data on #se-of-passes the transit enhancements shall be collected on an on-going basis. A
report shall be prepared quarterly during the first year of the program and annually thereafter
by the applicant and reviewed and approved by the City Transportation Planning Division and
the City Environmental Analyst on-pass-sage-based on farebox data collected by MTD. Based
on the results of the report, in the event that the City Parking Program contribution to-pess
program-transit enhancements does not continue to reduce project traffic by at least 229 Peak
Hour Trips (PHTs) and 985 Average Daily Trips (ADTs) and the identified peak hour impacts
at specific intersections, the City Parking Program shall implement additional measures 1o
maintain the effectiveness of the program in a manner approved by the City Council. These
additional measures shall be implemented within 90 days of the release of each report and may
include (but shall not be limited io):
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service frequency (headways);

2. Funding additional targeted marketing efforts for the pass—program transit
enhancements,

3. Increasing parking fees at City garages by:

a. Raising hourly rates;
b. Decreasing the free period;
C. Charging additional fees for vehicles that enter or exit during peak hours.

4. Reducing the free period for on-street parking.
5. Implementing carpool incentives for carpools of three or more.

Monitoring of the program including any additional measures shall be continuous. The
effectiveness of the program shall be reported and the program adjusted as necessary quarterly
for the first year of the program and annually thereafier. The City Parking Program'’s
contribution to the enwel-passprogram transit enhancements shall continue for the life of the
Lot 6 parking structure unless an alternative City program is funded and implemented that is
equally effective in reducing project traffic and air quality impacts and has been approved by
the Planning Commission as an amendment to the Conditions of Approval for the Lot 6 project.

Analysis of Substitute Mitigation / Condition of Approval

The transit service enhancements shown above in Table 1 will mitigate 310 PM PHT, more than
offsetting the 229 PM PHT identified in the MND. The City Transportation staff have reviewed the
routes of the enhanced lines together with the MND identified impacted intersections and determined
that the percentage of trips at each impacted intersection reasonably correlates to the number of new
bus trips in each direction and destination. While the additional transit ridership distribution does not
directly emulate the city-wide distribution of the garage trips as forecasted in the MND, the
distribution of the new ridership directly offsets the number of trips at each impacted intersection.

The MyRide program will be phased out beginning in September 2006 as existing passes begin to
expire. In its place, free 10-Ride Passes will be available to downtown workers. It is difficult at best
to predict the potential offset to PH PHT from the 10-Ride Pass program, but it is estimated to be at
least as successful as the existing MyRide program (estimated at approximately 200 PHT).

CHANGES IN ENVIRONMENTAL CIRCUMSTANCES

Since the approval of the previous project, there have been no significant changes to environmental
circumstances.

CEQA FINDING

Based on the above review of the project, in accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15612,
no Subsequent Negative Declaration or Environmental Impact Report is required for the current
- project, because new information and changes in circumstances, project description, impacts and
mitigations are not substantial and do not involve new significant impacts or a substantial increase in
the severity of previously identified impacts.
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This Addendum identifies the minor change to the project conditions of approval and minor changes to
project mitigation measures. This Addendum, together with adopted Final Mitigated Negative dated
May 1, 2001, constitute adequate environmental documentation in compliance with CEQA for the
current project.

Prepared by: Date:

Debra Andaloro, Environmental Analyst




CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
FINAL MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION - MST1999-00909

Pursuant to the State of California Public Resources Code and the nGuidelines for Implementation of the
California Environmental Quality Act of 1970," as amended to date, this Final Mitigated Negative
Declaration has been prepared for the following project:

PROJECT LOCATION: 1221 Anacapa Street (City Parking Lot 6)

PROJECT PROPONENT: City of Santa Barbara Public Works Department

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The project involves construction of 2 new 575-space public parking
structure to replace an existing 215 space (210 public spaces, 5 private) surface parking lot. Entrances 10
the structure would be located on Anapamu and Anacapa Streets. The structure would have 43 levels of
above-grade parking and two levels below grade. The maximum height of the structure would vary from
47 6 feet near the Anapamu Strest entrance 1o 32 feet near Anacapa Street. Two paseos 01 the north and
west sides of the structure would also be provided. The project also involves construction of two two-
story office buildings on the north and east sides of the structure totaling 7,960 square feet for the City -
parking program and other City offices. The project also includes a 1,370 square foot bike station, public
restroomns and a shared trash facility for the parking structure, offices and surrounding businesses.

NEGATIVE DECLARATION FINDING:
Based on the attached Inital Study prepared for the proposed project, it has been determined that the
proposed project will not have a significant effect on the environment.” '

Environmental Analyst - Date

EAUSERS\WPLANERviron. Review\Neg Decs\Parking Lot 6 neg dec.doc
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CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
PLANNING DIVISION

INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST MST1999-00909

PROJECT TITLE: CITY PARKING LOTS S’I_'RUCTURE

This Initial Study has been completed for the project described below because the project is subject to review
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and was determined not to be exempt from the
requirement for the preparation of an environmental document. The information, analysis and conclusions
contained in this Initial Study are the basis for deciding whether a Negative Declaration (ND) is to be prepared
or if preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 1s required to further analyze impacts. Additionally,
if preparation of an EIR is required, the Initial Study is used to focus the EIR on the effects determined to be

potentially significant.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION (See Site Plan, Exhibit 1)

The project involves construction of a new 575-space public parking structure 1o replace an existing 215 space

(210 public spaces, 5 private) surface parking lot. Entrances to the structure would be located on Anapamu and

Anacapa Streets. The structure would have 4% levels of above-grade parking and two levels below grade. The

maximum height of the structure would vary from 42.6 feet near the Anapamu Street entrance to 32 feet near

Anacapa Street. Two paseos on the north and west sides of the structure would also be provided. The project
'so involves construction of two two-story office buildings on the north and east sides of the structure totaling

960 square feet for the City parking program and other City offices. The project also includes a 1,370 square

~

foot bike station, public restrooms and a shared trash facility for the arkine structure, offices and surrounding
3 P g \ g

businesses.

APPLICANT/PROPERTY OWNER NAME AND ADDRESS
City of Santa Barbara Public Works Department
630 Garden Street

P.0O. Box 1990
Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990

PROJECT ADDRESS/LOCAT JON (See Vicinity Map, Exhibit 2)
The project is located at the existing City Parking Lot 6, located at 1221 Anacapa Street.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING v

The project site 15 an existing City surface parking lot located in the downtown area. The site is primarily
paved, and contains sOme ornamental trees and landscaping. The project site is located mid-block and 1s
adjacent to the Granada Theater and existing retail, restaurant and office buildings. The project site 18 acTOsS
Anacapa Street from the existing County Administration Building. The Santa Barbara County Courthouse,

which is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, 1s located one block to the southeast of the project

site.

MBR 27 2000#2 7



PROPERTY CHARACTERISTICS

Assessor's Parcel 039-183-034, -037, and -038 Genperal Plan General
Numbers: : Designation: Commerce/Major
. Public and Instimutional
Zoning: C-2 Commercial Zoné Parcel Size: 72,105 square feet (1.66
acres)
Existing Land Use: Surface public parking lot Proposed Land Public parking structure
Use:
Slope: Generally level
Surrounding Land Uses:
North: Law college, residential hotel, retail shops, restaurant
South: Santa Barbara Public Library, Santa Barbara Museum of Art
East: Santa Barbara County Administration Building, Santa Barbara County
Courthouse
West: Granada Theater, retail shops, restaurants, offices |

PLANS AND POLICY DISCUSSION

The project site has a General Plan designation of General Commerce/Major Public and Institutional. The
proposed public parking STUCIUIE, City offices and bike station are consistent with that land use designation.
The site is located in the C-2 General Commerce Zone. Public parking facilities are a permitted use in the C-2
Zone. The proposed project meets all other requirements of the C-2 Zone.

The discretionary action to approve the project is a Development Plan pursuant to Santa Barbara Municipal
Code (SBMC) §28.87.300 and City Charter Section 1508, The new floor area associated with the project for
the City offices, public restrooms and bicycle station is proposed to be allocated from the Community Prionity
category. To receive a floor area allocation from this category, the City Council must determine that the project

is necessary to meet a present or projected need directly related to public health, safety and welfare.

Chapter 8 of the Circulation Element (Downtown Parking) ‘dentifies the need to manage the Downtown parking
supply to support the economic vitality of the Downtown business district while sustaining and enhancing its
historical and livable qualities. Toward this end, the Circulation Element includes policies and implementation
strategies to manage the Downtown parking supply to reduce the need for employee parking while increasing
the availability of customer parking. Additionally, Circulation Element Implementation Strategy 8.3.1
recommends identifying possible areas for expanding Downtown parking to decrease the parking deficit north
of Carrillo Street. A complete analysis of the project’s consistency with the Circulation Element, other City
General Plan slements (including the Land Use, Conservation, and Noise Elements) and other City plans and

policies will be provided in the Planning Commission Staff Report for the project.

MAR 27 2001727
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP)

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program has been prepared for the subject project In o mpliance with
Public Resources Code §21081.6. The MMRP is attached herewith as Exhibit 3.

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

The following checklist contains questions concerning potential changes to the environment that may result if
this project is implemented. Ifno impact would occur, NO should be checked. If the project mightresult nan
impact, check YES indicating the potential level of significance as follows:

Known Sienificant: Known significant environmental impacts. Further review needed to determine if there are
feasible mitigation measures and/or alternatives to reduce the impact.

Potentially Sicnificant: Unknown, potentially significant impacts which need further review to determine
significance level.

Sienificant. avoidable: Potentially significant impacts which can be mitigated to less than significant levels.

[ ess Than Sicnificant: Impacts which are not considered significant.

1. AESTHETICS. NO YES

Could the project:
evel of Significance

a) Affect a public scenic viste or designated scenic Less Than Significant
highway or highway/roadway eligible for designation as
a scenic highway?

b) Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic effect in that it Less Than Significant
is inconsistent with Architectural Board of Review or
Historic Landmarks Guidelines or guidelines/criteria
adopted as part of the Local Coastal Program?

c) Create light or glare? , Less Than Significant
Discussion: s
12 Aesthetic quality, whether a project is visually pleasing or unpleasing, is perceived and valued

differently from one person to the next and is affected by the context of the environment in which the project is
proposed. Thus, the significance of aesthetic impacts is assessed based on considering the proposed physical
change and project design, with the context of the surrounding visual setting. Under CEQA, the evaluation of a
project's potential visual impacts is limited to views of the project from public (as opposed to private)
~newsheds. .

The project site is located in the urbanized portion of the Downtown. The project area is charactenized by a mix
“of office, retal and governmental buildings ranging from one to eight stories in height. The majority of
surrounding buildings in the area are three or, fewer stories in height and are well below the 60-foot height limit

MAR 27 2001 #2 7
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mandated by the C-2 Commercial Zone and the City Charter. Iike most of the Downtown, most buildings i
the immediate project area are constructed immediately adjacent 10 the sidewalk and to each other, with little or
no setback provided. Exceptions to this pattern in the immediate project vicinity are the County Courthouse,
which is four stories in height, but is deeply set back from the street on all sides; and the public library, which 1s
rwo stories above ground and fronted by a large plaza.

Throughout the Downtown, ghimpses of the Santa Ynez Mountains occur intermittently from various locations
on the public streets and sidewalks. Mountain views are most often visible for motorists and pedestrians when
looking eastward on the majority of east-west running Downtown streets, with views being more prominent at
street intersections. Mountain views are also present across a number of public spaces, such as across De La
Guerra Plaza, the Courthouse Sunken Gardens and Figueroa Street mid-block in the vicinity of the Courthouse,
and Canon Perdido Street in the vicinity of the Presidio and the T.S. Main Post Office. Mountain views are
also visible across a number of surface parking lots (such as the Cota Street Commuter Lot) and some
undeveloped and underdeveloped lots. However, broad, uninterrupted vistas of the mountains are generally not

typical of the Downtown arca.

The proposed project would replace an existing mid-block surface parking lot with a four-level parking
structure ranging in height from 32 feet at Anacapa Street to 47 feet pear the Anapamu Street entrance.
Currently, the view of the site is of an open area used for public parking, and containing some perimeter trees
and landscaping. The project site is not in the vicinity of any designated scenic highways or roadways eligible
for designation as a scenic highway. However, the proposed project would be visible from 2 niumber of
surrounding public viewing areas. Visual simulations of the proposed parking structure and offices from four
public view locations have been prepared and are provided in Exhibit 4. A description and analysis of projects
impacts from these viewpoints is provided below. '

View Location 1 (Courthouse Tower): The Santa Barbara County Courthouse Tower, which is 100 feet high,
provides an important public scenic vista of Downtown Santa Barbara. Currently, the existing surface parking
Iot and the backs of buildings that front State and Victoria Streets (including the &-story Granada Building) are
visible from this vantage point. The proposed parking structure and office building would replace this existng
view. Vehicles parked on the roof of the structure would be visible from this vantage point. The proposed
narking structure would not block background views of State Street or the Arlington Theater tower. From this
viewpoint, the structure represents an infill project similar in height to the surrounding development. The
change in view would not constitute a substantial change in visual character of quality. Therefore the proposed
project would result in a less than significant impact on Downtown views from the Courthouse Tower.

View Location 2 (Corner Victoria and Anacapa Streets): In general, the proposed project would not be visible
from Victoria Street due to the presence of intervening buildings along Victoria Street. The exception would be
2 brief view of the project near the intersection of Anacapa Street, from which the surface lot 1s currently
visible. The current view is of the existing parking lot, cars, trees and sther landscaping, which provides a brief
area of openness with an urbanized block. From this vantage point, the propoised Anacapa entrance to the new
parking structure and the proposed parking offices fronting Anacapa Street would be visible.  The change in
view would constitute a minor loss of openness within the urbanized block. The proposed structures would be
similar in scale and context to other development in the general area. Impacts would be less than significant
from this view location.

View Location 3 (Corner Anapamu and Anacapa Streets): From this vantage point, the proposed bicycle
station, the Anacapa exit 1o the parking structure, and parking offices would primarily be visible. Again, the
proposed structures would be similar in context to other structures in the general area. Impacts would be less

than significant from this view location.
MAR 27 2001#2 7




View Location 4 (Mid-block Anapamu Street near Public Library): A partial view of the Santa Ynez
Mountains is currently visible along the sidewalk mid-block on the south side of Anapamu Street for

proximately 150 feet (encompassing approximately 1/3 of the total block face) in the vicinity of the Public
Library. The view is partially obstructed by street trees and other vegetation. The view extends back
approximately 20-30 feet into the library plaza. Farther back into the plaza, including the majority of the lawn
and fountain area, the mountain view is completely obstructed by existing vegetation and structures.

The proposed parking structure would completely obstruct the partial mountain view currently present at this
location. However, the view at this location is relatively minor and limited in character when compared to the
mountain views visible along most east-west Downtown street vehicle and pedestrian corridors and from a
number of other public spaces in the Downtown area. :

For comparative purposes, a simulation was prepared by the applicant of a hypothetical 18-foot high one-story
building on the vacant remainder lot fronting Anapamu Street (Exhibit 5). The hypothetical building was set
back 28 feet from the existing curb face. This simulation demonstrates that even minimal development of the
vacant lot in the future would result in complete blockage of this limited view, even in the absence of the

proposed parking structure.

The project is located in the Downtown area, where buildings are typically constructed 2-3 stories and 25-40
feet in height and frequently obstruct mountain views. Further, a number of more prominent mountain views
exist throughout the Downtown from public streets and sidewalks and from other large public spaces.
Therefore, although the sidewalk and library plaza constitute a public viewpoint, given the limited quality of the
mountain view at this location, the loss of mountain views, though adverse, would be less than significant. The
~hange in view would also constitute a minor loss in openness within the urbanized block.

Ib.  The project site is located in the El Pueblo Viejo Landmarks District. As such, the project is subject
review by the Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC) for consistency with Santa Barbara Municipal Code
Chapter 22.22 (Historic Structures) and the E1 Pueblo Viejo Landmark District Design Guidelines.

The Historic Structures Ordinance applies to all new construction and exterior changes in the El Pueblo Vigjo
District. In general, new and altered structures must be consistent to one of the architectural styles included in
the Ordinance. These styles include California Adobe, Spanish Colonial Revival and Monterey Revival, as they
were developed in Santa Barbara between the period 1915 t0 1930. In addition to the Historic Structures
Ordinance, the El Pueblo Viejo Design Guidelines contain standards for architectural character, and design
criteria for signage, lighting and landscaping.

The proposed project, which is designed in the Spanish Colonial Revival architectural style, was conceptually
reviewed by the HLC on January 19, March 15, and October 25, 2000. On October 25, 2000, the HLC gave
positive comments on the project’s size, bulk and scale, landscaping and architectural design. Additional review
of the proposed facility by HLC for consistency with the Historic Structures Ordinance and Design Guidelines
would be required by SBMC Chapter 22.22 following Development Plan approval and prior to issuance of a
building permit. Any outstanding issues pertaining to the details of the project design and its consistency with
‘the Ordinance and Guidelines would be addressed at that time.

lc. The proposed parking structure and paseos would be lighted for the safety and security of parking lot
nsers and pedestrians consistent with the City's Lighting Ordinance. The amount and intensity of the lighting
yuld be similar that currently used in the surrounding commercial area and would not vary significantly from
the amount of lighting used for the existing surface parking lot. The lighting plan for the project 1s subject to
review and approval by the Historic Landmarks Commission and would be subject to the City Lighting
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Ordinance provisions which require lighting to be shielded and directed to remain on the site. Impacts would be
less than significant.

2. AIR QUALITY. no| YES
Could the project.
Level of Significance
a) Violate any air quality standard or contribute to an : Significant, avoidable
existing or projected air quality violation?
b) Expose sensitive receptors to pollutants? Significant, avoidable
c) Create objectionable odors? Less Than Significant

s the project consistent with the County of Santa Barbara Air Quality Attainment Plan? Yes

Discussion:

22 The Federal Clean Air Act Amendments of 1970 established National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) for six "criteria pollutants." These include photochemical ozone, carbon monoxide, sulfur dioxide,
nitrogen dioxide, particulate matter, and lead. The California Clean Air Act of 1 977 created stricter California
Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) for the state. Additionally, the California Air Resources Board has
designated areas of the state that are in attainment or nonattainment of the CAAQS. An areals in nonattainment
for a pollutant if the applicable CAAQS for that pollutant has been exceeded more than once in three years.

Presently, the County of Santa Barbara is in nonattainment with CAAQS for ozone (Os) and particulate matter
(PM 0). Ozone is formed in the atmosphere through a series of photochemical reactions involving oxides of
nitrogen [NO,] and reactive organic compounds [ROC], referred to as ozone precursors, and sunlight occurting
over a period of several hours. Sources of PM)g include mineral quarries, grading demolition, agricultural
tilling, road dust, and vehicle exhaust. There are also heavily congested intersections within the City that may
approach the California 1-hour standard of 20 parts per million for carbon monoxide (CO) during peak traffic

hours.

For environmental review purposes, the City of Santa Barbara uses the Santa Barbara County Alr Pollution
Control District’s (APCD) thresholds of significance for air quality impacts. The APCD has determined that a
proposed project will not have significant air quality impact on the environment, if:

Operation of the project will: ’ .

o Emit (from all project sources, both stationary and mobile) less than 240 pounds per day for ROC and
NO , 80 pounds per day for PMyo. For CO, the significance threshold may be triggered if the project
contributes more than 800 peak hour trips to an individual intersection; and .

¢ Emit less than 25 pounds per day of ROC or NOy from motor vehicle trips only; and

. Not cause or coniribute to a violation of any California or National Ambient Air Quality Standard
(except ozone); and

° Not exceed the APCD health risks, public notification thresholds adepted by the APCD Board; and
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o Be consistent with the adopted federal and state air quality pla.ns for Santa Barbara..

short-Term (Construction) Impacts: The project would involve grading, paving, and landscaping activities
which could cause localized nuisance dust-related impacts and result in increases in particulate matter (PMo).
Dust-related impacts are considered potentially significant, but mitigable with the application of
standard dust control mitigation measures.

Construction equipment would also emit NO, and ROC. The County of Santa Barbara considers all
construction-related NOy emissions in the County to represent approximately six percent of annual Countywide
NO, emissions and therefore construction related emissions are insignificant (1993 Santa Barbara County Rate
of Progress Plan). In order for NOyand ROC emissions from construction equipment to be a significant
environmental impact, a proposed project would need to involve extensive use of construction equipment over
an extended period of time. Further, construction emissions from land development projects throughout the
South Coast Air Basin have been assumed in the 1998 Clean Air Plan (CAP) and have therefore been
considered in County ozone attainment planning,

Construction for the proposed project would occur over approximately a 15-month period. Given the limited
size and duration of the proposed project, and the types of construction equipment proposed, emissions 0f NOy
and ROC from construction are estimated utilizing the URBEMIS7G computer model to be less than 20 tons
per year. Based on these calculations, impacts from construction emissions would be less than significant.

Ione-Term (Operational Emissions) Impacts: Long-term project emissions primarily stem from motor vehicles
associated with the project and from stationary sources which may require permits from the APCD. The
_-oposed project does not contain any stationary sources that require permits from APCD. Based on the traffic
analysis prepared by Wilbur Smith and Associates (WSA) (August 2000) the proposed project would result in
2,224 new average daily trips (ADTs) and 229 new peak hour tips (PHTs). Utilizing the URBEMISTG
computer model, it is estimated that the proposed project would generate 47.33 pounds per day of NO,
and 60.83 pounds per day of ROC. Therefore, the proposed project would result in emissions of both
NO, and ROC greaterthan 25 lbs./day and would result in a significant effect on the environment.
Traffic and Circulation Mitigation Measure T-1 (See Section 11, Traffic and Circulation below) 1s identified to
reduce the number of new ADTs generated by the project to approximately 1,239, Utilizing URBEMIS7G, long
term vehicle emissions after implementation of Mitigation Measure T-1 are estimated to be 22.35 pounds per
day of ROC and 17.36 pounds per day of NO,; therefore with mitigation air quality impacts would be
reduced to less than significant levels. Mitigation Measure AQ-6 requiring energy efficiency measures
would also serve to lessen long-term air quality effects resulting from the project. Because the proposed project
would generate less than 800 peak hour trips to an existing congested intersection, CO impacts would be less

than significant.

7 b, Sensitive receptors are defined as children, elderly, or ill people which can be more adversely affected
by air quality problems. Types of land uses typically associated with sensitive receptors include schools, parks,
‘playgrounds, child care centers, retirement homes, convalescent homes, hospitals, and clinics.

The proposed project site is located within and adjacent to areas frequented by individuals which may be
defined as sensitive receptors. As stated above under 2.a., the proposed project does not contain any stationary
sources. The project site would be used for parking, similar to its current use. Long-term project air quality

npacts from vehicle emissions would be reduced to less than significant levels, through implementation of
Mitigation Measures T-1 and AQ-6, as discussed above. Construction of the proposed project will generate
PM,, which will be reduced to a less than significant level through application of dust control mitigation

. MAR 2 7 2001#2 7

Inital Study - Page 7



ect would constitute relatively small

measures. The incremental increase in emissions generated by the proj
e of sensitive receptors to pollutants.

amounts of these pollutants, resulting in a less-than-significant exposur

9c.  The proposed project does not contain any features with the potential to emit odorous emissions from

sources such as cooking equipment, combustion or evaporation of fuels, sewer systems, of solvents and surface
place a number of exising

coatings. The proposed shared frash facility would be fully enclosed and would re
open dumpsters currently located on the project site.

Consistency with the Clean Air Plan: Consistency with the Clean Air Plan (CAP) is required under CEQA for
all projects. Proposed projects subject to 1998 CAP consistency determinations include a wide range of
activities such as commercial, industrial, residential, and transportation projects. BY definition, consistency
with the CAP, means that direct and indirect emissions associated with the project are accounted for in the
CAP’s emissions growth assumptions and the project is consistent with policies adopted in the CAP. The CAP
relies primarily on the land use and population projections provided by the Santa Barbara County Association of
Governments and Air Resources Board on-road emissions forecast as a basis for vehicle emission forecasting. If
a commercial or industrial project does not incorporate appropriate CAP Transportation Control Measures, does
not incorporate applicable stationary source control measures, and/or is inconsistent with APCD rules and
regulations, then the project is inconsistent with the CAP and may have a significant impact on air quality.

The proposed project Incorporates appropriate CAP Transportation Control Measures through implementation
of Mitigation Measure AQ-6 and is consistent with other applicable APCD rules and regulations. Therefore, the

proposed project Is consistent with the CAP.

Mitigation Measure(s):

AQ-1. During site grading and transportation of fill materials, regular water sprinkling shall occur using
reclaimed water whenever the Public Works Director determines that it is reasonably available. During
clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation, sufficient quantities of water, through use of either water
trucks or sprinkler systems, shall be applied to prevent dust from eaving the site. Each day, after
construction activities cease, the entire area of disturbed soil shall be sufficiently moistened to create a

crust.

Throughout construction, water trucks or sprinkler systems shall also be used to keep all areas of vehicle
movement damp enough to prevent dust raised from leaving the site. Ata minimum, this will include
wetting down such areas in the late morning and after work is completed for the day. Increased
watering frequency will be required whenever the wind speed exceeds 15 mph.

AQ-2. Trucks transporting fill material to and from the site shall be covered from the point of origin.

AQ-3. The haul route(s) for all construction-related trucks, three tons or more, entering or exiting the site, shall
be approved by the Transportation Engineer. '

AQ-4. After clearing orading, earth moving or excavation is completed, the entire area of disturbed soil shall

= s )

be treated to prevent wind pickup of soil. This may be accomplished by:

A eeding and watering until grass cover is grown; -
B. Spreading soil binders; T T
C Sufficiently wetting the area down to form a crust on the surface with repeated soakings as

necessary to maintain the crust and prevent dust pickup by the wind;
D. Other methods approved in advance by the Air Pollution Control District.
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AQ—S. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc., shall sheuld be paved as soon as possible. Additionally,
building pads should be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders are used.

AQ-6. Prior to issuance of a building permit, the City Planning and Building and Safety Divisions shall sheute
ensure that the proposed building plans incorporate energy efficiencies in the project design. The
following are some measures which should be incorporated into project building plans unless the

 applicant provides evidence, to the satisfaction of the City Planning and Building and Safety Divisions,
that incorporation of a specific measure is not feasible:

2) The installation of low NO, residential water heaters and space heaters per specifications
in the 1998 Clean Air Plan;

b) The installation of heat transfer modules in furnaces;

¢) The use of light colored water-based paint and roofing materials;

d) The installation of solar panels for water heating systems and other facilities and /or the
use of water heaters that heat water only on demand;

e) The use of passive solar cooling/heating;

f) The use of natural lighting,

g Use of concrete or other non-pollutant materials for parking lots instead of asphalt;

h) Installation of energy-efficient appliances and lighting; :

) Installation of mechanical air conditioners and refrigeration units that use non-ozone

depleting chemicals;

) Use of landscaping to shade buildings;

k) Installation of sidewalks and bike paths;

b Installation of covered bus stops to encourage use of mass transportation;

m)  Space and electrical outlets to accommodate electric vehicle charging facilities within the
parking structure;

n) Installation of information kiosks, displaying in bilingual format, bus schedules and
public education information on air quality issues and promoting the use of alternative
transportation; and incentives for employees or discounts for patrons who use alternative
transportation.

Residual Impact.

Based on the project traffic analysis prepared by Wilbur Smith and Associates (WSA), issuance of 10,100
transit passes as to downtown employees would decrease the number of net new Average Daily Trips resulting
from the project to 1,239 ADT (a net reduction of 985 ADT). Mitigation Measure T-1 requirss quarterly
reporting of transit pass use during the first year of the program and annual monitoring thereafter to determine
the trip reduction levels achieved. If the above levels are not achieved, Mitigation Measure T-1 provides for
application of additional measures unti! the identified levels of trip reduction have been achieved. Based on
consultation with the Santa Barbara County APCD and utilizing the URBEMISTG computer model, it is
estimated that implementation of the transit pass program in conjunction with the proposed project would
reduce net new air quality emissions to 17.36 pounds per day of NO, and 22.35 pounds per day of ROC. Asa
result, the proposed project would result in emissions of NO, and ROC of less than 25 Ibs./day.
Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation Measure T-1, potential significant air quality impacts from
vehicle emissions would be reduced to adverse, but less than significant impacts. Although not
wantifiable, implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-6 would further reduce long-term air quality
apacts resulting from the project.
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Implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-1 fhrough AQ-5 would reduce the adverse short-term effects of
dust generation during construction to an adverse, but less than significant level.

E" BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES, NO e YES

Could the project resuit in Impacts to:
Level of Significance

a) Endangered, threatened or rare speclies or their habitats v
(including but not limited to plants, fish, insects,
animals, and birds)?

b) Locally designated historic, Landmark or specimen \
trees?

c) Natural communities (e.g. oak woodland, coastal v
habitat, etc.).

d) Wetland habitat (e.g. marsh, riparian, and vernal pool)?

e) Wildlife dispersal or migration corridors?

Discussion:

3a.-e. The project site is currently developed with a paved parking lot and is located in an existing urban area.
The only existing vegetation on the site is ornamental trees (typically ornamental pears), shrubs and ground
cover landscaping associated with the existing parking lot. The site vegetation may provide a minor habitat
source for urban wildlife, such as bird species, but does not constitute a significant natural habitat or biological
resource. The site contains no known protected species, and no locally designated, Landmark or specimen
rrees. The existing vegetation would be removed and new landscaping would be provided. No 1rmpacts to
biological resources would result from the proposed project.

4. CULTURAL RESOURCES. NO YES

Could the project:

Level of Significance

2) Disturb archaeological resources? Significant, avoidable
b) Affect a historic structure or site designated or eligible ' Less Than Significant

for designation as a National, State or City landmark? ‘
c) Have the potential to cause a physical change which v

' would affect ethnic cultural values or restrict religious
uses in the project area?
L S

Discussion: )
4a. According to the City’s Master Environmental Assessment, the project site is located in the

Spanish/Mexican Period Sensitivity Zone for subsurface archaeological resources. A Phase I Cultural Resources
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records search and surface survey of the project site was conducted by Science Applications International
Corporation (SAIC) for the project site and accepted by the City's Historic Landmarks Commission. The Phase
soncluded that a variety of residential dwellings and outbuildings were constructed in the vicinity of the
Jroject area as early as the mid-1880's and continued through as late as 1931. A 1956 aerial photograph
indicates that many of these historic structures had been removed by that time and the majority of the area was
already in use as parking. The City acquired the property in 1967 and constructed Parking Lot #6. Two soil
borings indicate that some areas of the site have been disturbed to a depth of four to six fest, but the depth of
disturbance likely varies across the parking lot because of differential historic uses and construction activities.
SAIC concluded that despite these disturbances, intact residential foundations and historic features such as
privies could be located beneath Parking Lot 6. The possible presence and disturbance of intact historic
deposits or intact structural remains represents a potentially significant impact. The Phase I Study
identifies mitigation measures to reduce potential impacts from the proposed project (CR-1 through CR-6,

below).

4b. The proposed project is located one block northwest of the Santa Barbara County Courthouse, which 1S
designated on the National Register of Historic Places and as a City Landmark. The parking structure would be
partially visible from the Courthouse Tower, as discussed under Aesthetic Impacts, above. Existing views of
the project site from the tower consist of the existing surface parking lot, vegetation and the backs of buildings
along Victoria Street. Because of the proposed mid-block location of the proposed parking structure and
existing intervening structures in the project vicinity, views of the courthouse from adjacent streets and public
viewing places would not be obstructed by the project. Based on consultation with the City's Urban Historian,
the project would not affect the coniext or historic character of the Courthouse. Therefore, impacts to the
Courthouse would be less than significant.

& project would also be adjacent to the Granada Building, which is eligible for designation as a City
_andmark. Proposed changes in grade necessary for the parking garage entrance from Anapamu Street would
result in the need to lower the stage door and two smaller doors to the Granada Theater. These changes would
be relatively minor and have been incorporated into the Master Plan under preparation for the Granada
Building, which will be subject to review and approval by the Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC). Based

on consultation with theCiry's Urban Historian, impacts to the Granada Building would be less than sigmificant.
4c. The project site has no known ethnic or religious uses or significance.

Mirtigation Measure(s):

CR-1: Prior to the issuance of any building permits, the applicant shall contract with a City-approved
archaeologist for preparation of an Extended Phase 1 Subsurface survey and for monitoring during all ground
disturbing activities associated with the project, including, but not limited to, grading, excavation, trenching,
vegetation or paving removal and ground clearance in the areas identified in the Cultural Resources Study
prepared for this site by SAIC dated March 29, 2000. The contract shall establish a schedule for monitoring and
a report to the City Environmental Analyst on the findings of the monitoring. Contract(s) shall be subject to the
review and approval of the Environmental Analyst, :
CR-2: To determine if any remnanis of previous structures are present, an Extended Phase ! Subsurface survey
shall be conducted by a City-qualified archaeologist prior to issuance of a building permit for excavation for the
proposed parking structure and offices. To provide for adequate exposure of any buried cultural materials,
echanically excavated trenches shall be employed. The survey shall focus on areas in the immediate vicinity
_/the sites where the former historic structures were located. If the Extended Phase 1 Subsurface Survey
identifies intact archaeological deposits that will be affected by the project, then their significance shall be
evaluated through Phase 2 Significance Assessment investigations and any necessary mitigation measures
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identified in accordance with City Master Environmental Assessment procedures. The Phase 2 Report shall be
submitted for approval by the Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC).

CR-3: If the proposed project will adversely impact significant archaeological resources as identified through a
Phase 2 Significance Assessment, fhen a Phase 3 data recovery plan shall De prepared, accepted by the City
Environmental Analyst and the Historic Landmarks Commission, and implemented. That portion of the Phase 3
program that requires Work on-site shall be completed prior to continuing construction in the affected area. If
prehistoric ot other Native American remains are encountered, a Native American representative shall be
contacted consulted, and shall remain present during all further subsurface disturbance in the zrea of the find. If
the discovery consists of potentially human remains, the Santa Barbara County Coroner and the California
Native American Heritage Commission must also be contacted. Work in the area may only proceed after

authorization is granted by the Environmental Analyst.

Any archaeological Tesources recovered from the site shall be curated at the Central Coast Information Center
(CCIC). All curation costs shall be borne by the property owner.

CR-4: Prior to issuance of 2 building permit, the applicant shall schedule for the City-approved archaeologist/s
presence during demolition of the existing parking lot and construction of the multi-level parking structures.

All ground diswurbing activities within 30 meters of the historic period structures or iy other intact
archaeological deposits shall be monitored by the City-approved archaeolo gist, consistent with the requirements
of the Phase 1 Culmral Resources Survey prepared by SAIC and dated March 29, 2000. If cultural resources
are encountered or suspected, Work shall be halted immediately, the City Environmental Analyst shall be
notified. The archaeologist shall assess the nature, extent and significance of any discoveries and develop
appropriate management recommendations for archaeological resource treatment, including but not limited to
redirection of grading and/or excavation activities. If prehistoric or other Native American remains are.
encountered, a Native American representative shall be contacted consulted, and shall remain present during all
further subsurface disturbance in the area of the find. If the discovery consists of potentially human remains, the
Santa Barbara County Coroner and the California Native American Heritage Commiission must also be
contacted. Work in the area may only proceed after authorization is granted by the Environmental Analyst. If
the findings are potentiaily significant, a Phase 3 recovery program and/or other mitigation shall be prepared,
accepted by the Environmental Analyst and the Historic Landmarks Commission and implemented as described

in CR-3, above.

CR-5: Prior to the start of any yegetation or paving removal, demolition, trenching or grading, contractors and
construction personnel shall be alerted to the possibility of uncovering unanticipated subsurface archaeological
features or artifacts associated with past human occupation of the parcel. If such cultural resources are
encountered or suspected, work shall be halted immediately, the City Environmental Analyst shall be notified
and a City-approved archaeologist shall be consulted. The latter shall be employed to assess the nature, extent
and significance of any discoveries and to develop appropriate management recommendations for
archaeological resource treatment, including but not limited 1o redirection of grading and/or excavation
activities. If prehistoric or other Native American remains are encountered, a Native American representative
shall be contacted consulted, and shall rermain present during all further subsurface disturbance in the area of the
find. If the discovery consists of potentially human remains, the Santa Barbara County Coroner and the
California Native American Heritage Commission must also be contacted. Work in the area may only proceed
after authorization is granted by the Environmental Analyst. If the findings are potentially significant, a Phase 3
recovery program and/or other mitigation shall be prepared and accepted by the Environmental Analyst and the
Historic Landmarks Commission and implemented as described in CR-3, above.
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CR-6: A final report on the results of the archaeological monitoring shall be submitted by the City-approv ed
archaeologist to the Environmental Analyst within 180 days of completon of the monitoring and prior to the
suance of the Certificate of Occupancy (Final Inspection), whichever is earlier.

Residual Impact: With implementation of Mitigation Measures CR-1 through CR-6, impacts to potential
cultural resources would be less than significant. '

5. GEOPHYSICAL. NO YES
Could the project result in or expose people to:
Level of Significance
a) Seismicity: fault rupture? v
b) Seismicity: ground shaking or liquefaction? v
c) Seismicity: seiche or tsunami? v
d) Landslides or mudslides? v
e) Subsidence of the land? v
| 1) Expansive soils? v
) Excessive grading or permanent changes in the Less Than Significant
topography?
Discussion:

et

Sa-g. According to the City’s Master Environmental Assessment (MEA), the project site is located In an arsa
of low liquefaction potential. The project site is not located In an area subject to fault rupture, tsupami run-up,
seiche, landslides, mudslides, subsidence or expansive soils. Ground disturbance would involve excavation and
removal of approximately 33,000 cubic yards of earth to construct the below grade parking. This fill material
would be exported off-site to construction sites requiring fill material. Construction activities, including
grading and export of fill, would be regulated by a City Building permit and standard grading, drainage and
crosion control measures would apply. The excavation would result in a permanent change in the site's
topography, but there would be no significant geotechnical impacts or hazards associated with this change.

A preliminary geotechnical study was prepared for the proposed project by Padre and Assoclates (February
2000). The study determined that the site is underlain by medium denseé 10 dense granular soils and stiff to hard
fine-grained soils. No groundwater was encountered in the explorations made during the study, including
borings to depths of 47 and 51.5 feet. Some areas of artificial fill, ranging in depth from less than 12 inches to
approximately six feet were encountered. These materials included aggregate base and asphaltic concrete from
construction of the parking lot, to concrete rubble, most likely from demolition of previous uses on the site.
This fill material would be removed during the site excavation for the project. Project design and construction
would be required to comply with Uniform Building Code Standards for earthquake safety. ‘With incorporation
of the construction shoring and structural recommendations contained in the preliminary geotechnical study,

eophysical impacts would be less than significant.
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6. HAZARDS. NO YES
Could the project involve: ,
Level of Significance J
a) A risk of accidental explosion or release of hazardous v
substances (including, but not limited to: oil, pesticides,
chemicals or radiation)?
b) The creation of any health hazard or potential health v
hazards? ‘
c) Exposure of people to existing sources of potential v
health hazards?
d) Increased fire hazard in areas with flammable brush, v
grass, or trees?

Discussion.

6a.-c. The project site is not identified on any of the lists enumerated under Section 63962.5 of the
Government Code including, but not limited to, lists of hazardous waste facilities, land designated as hazardous
waste property, and hazardous waste disposal sites. There are no known sources of public health or safety
hazards on, or in close proximity to, the site. The project site has been used as a paved parking lot since the
1950's. Pre-1950's uses included residences, a church and possibly some small businesses. If any subsurface
hazardous materials are uncovered during site excavation, standard State and City procedures and requirements
would apply regarding worker safety and material disposal. No significant quantities of hazardous substances
would be used as part of operation of the parking structure and associated uses. Mihor quantities of cleansers,
fertilizers and pesticides would be used during maintenance of the facility, but would not pose a public risk and
would be subject to standard disposal requirements. The project site is not located in a high fire hazard area.
No impacts pertaining to hazards would result from the proposed project.

7. NOISE. NO YES

Could the project result in:

Level of Significance

a) Increases in existing noise levels? . Less Than Significant
'b) Exposure of people to severe noise levels? Less Than Significant
Discussion:

7a.-b. Noise guidelines are established in the City's General Plan Noise Element and in Chapter 9.16 of the
Santa Barbara Municipal Cdde (Noise Ordinance). The Noise Element establishes the maximum acceptable
exterior Day-Night Noise Level (Lqn) for residential uses at 60 dB(A) and at 45 dB(A) for interior noise levels. -
For most commercial land uses, the maximum acceptable exterior Lan is 75 dB(A) and for interior noise levels
is 50 dB(A) Lan. For parks, the maximum acceptable exterior Le, is 65 dB(A). It is important to note that these
guidelines are intended for long-term, permanent land uses, and do not necessarily apply to temporary
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construction activities. The Noise Ordinance regulates construction noise and stationary mechanical equipment

noise.

L he Ly, averages the varying sound levels occurring over the 24-hour day and gives a 10 decibel penalry to
noises occurring between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. to take into account the greater annoyance of
intrusive noise levels during nighttime hours. Since Lg, is a 24-hour average noise level, an area could have
sporadic loud noise levels above 60 dB(A) which average out over the 24-hour period. CNEL is similar 10 Ly,
but includes a separate 5 dB(A) penalty for noise occurring between the hours of 7:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m. -
CNEL and Ly, values usually agree with one another within 1 dB(A). ‘

The Equivalent Noise Level (Leg) is 2 single noise level which, if held constant during the time period, would
represent the same total energy as a fluctuating noise. Leq values are commonly expressed for periods of one
hour, but longer or shorter time periods may be specified.

Lone-term (Onerational) Impacts:

The proposed parking structure would replace an existing public surface parking lot in a2 Downtown location,
Surrounding land uses include 2 mix of government and institutional uses, including County offices, the Santa
Barbara County Courthouse and the public library, retail stores and restaurants, offices and a residential hotel.
Operational noise levels from the proposed facility would be similar to those from the existing lot, although the
facility would have the capacity to hold more vehicles. Vehicle noise from within the structure would be
partially shielded by the structure itself and by the new office buildings that would be located on the north and
cast sides of the structure. The lot would operate similarly to other existing parking structures located
throughout the Downtown and immediate area. Deliveries and trash collection would occur similar to existing

aditions, with delivery and trash collection vehicles arriving at varying times throughout the day. The
proposed joint trash collection area would be fully enclosed and insulated so that compactor noise would not
affect surrounding uses. Long-term noise impacts on surrounding uses would be less than significant.

Short-term (Construction Impacts:

Heavy construction equipment can generate noise levels in the range of 80 to 85 dBA at a distance of 50 feet,
while shorter more impulsive noises from other construction equipment can be higher, to over 100 dBA. Noise
levels produced by construction equipment vary substantially depending on the type of equipment used and on
their operation and maintenance. Some typical examples of construction noise levels are provided in Table 1
below (summarized from Harris, 1979):
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r Equipment ' Noise Level

| (dBA at 50 feet)
| Compactor (roller) 70-87 |
| Front loaders 70-96 |
| Backhoes - 70-94 i
Tractors - 74-96 k
Scrapers, graders - 75-96
Pavers 82-92
Trucks 69-96
Concrete mIXers 72-90
Concrete pumps 74-85
Cranes (moveable) 74-95
Cranes (derrick) 85-88
Pumps 69-80
Generators 69-82
Compressors 68-87
Pneumatic wrenches 82-88
Jackhammers and drills 68-105

While it would be difficult to estimate the exact mix of construction equipment and activities for the proposed
project, it is reasonable to expect that the operation of equipment on-site would commonly generate noise levels
in the range of 90 dBA at 50 feet. The proposed project would not require any pile driving during construction,
which can greatly increase construction noise levels. As with all construction projects, the noise levels would be
intermittent in nature, varying in character and duration throughout the 15-month construction period. Further,
noise sources would occur in different portions of the property at different times during the construction period.
In the earlier stages of construction, noise from grading equipment and truck raffic would dominate. After
clearing and grading of the site is complete, construction noise would becomne more varied and intermittent.
Noise levels would be greater on days when major concrete pours take place. '

The 28 residential units located in the Victoria Hotel are located within 50 feet from the construction area and
would be subject to high noise levels for periods during the 15-month construction period. In addition, adjacent
retail and office uses and nearby County governmental offices and the City library would be subject to
construction noise from the project. The project site is located in a Downtown area, where periodic
construction activities are a normal and expected occurrence. The City's Noise Ordinance limits noise
generating construction activities to berween the hours of 8:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. Given the Downtown
Jocation of the project and the short-term and intermittent nature of construction activities, nuisance noise
impacts from construction activities are considered adverse but less than significant. To minimize reduce short-
term construction noise impacts to nearby residents and others, restrictions on construction hours, notification of
construction scheduling to surrounding areas, and requirements for equipment mufflers and maintenance are
recommended in the Mitigation Measures, below.

Recommended Mitigation Measure(s):

N-1: At least 20 days prior to commencement of tonstruction, the contractor shall provide written notice to
all property owners, businesses and residents within 450 feet of the project area. The notice shall comntain
a description of the proposed project, a construction schedule including days and hours of construction,
the name and phone number of the Project Environmental Coordinator (PEC) who can answer questions,
and provide additional information or address problems that may-arise during construction. A 24-hour
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N-3:

N-4:

construction hot line shall be provided. Informational signs with the PEC’s name and telephone number
shall also be posted at the construction site on Anacapa and Anapamu Streets and be provided for
residents at the Victoria Hotel and patrons of the City Library and County Administation Building.

Noise generating construction activity shall be prohibited Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays and between

the hours of 4 p.m. to 7 a.m. except night work between the hours of 4 pm. to 7 a.m. on weekdays as
allowed under Mitigation N-4. Holidays are defined as those days which are observed by the City of
Santa Barbara as official holidays by City employees. Non-noise generating construction activity 1s

herein defined as construction activities wholly conducted within the interior of an enclosed building,

and which are not audible from the exterior of the building.

All construction equipment, including trucks, shall be professionally maintained and fitted with standard
manufacturers’ muffler and silencing devices and sound control devices and techniques such as noise
shields and blankets shall be employed as needed to reduce the level of noise to surrounding businesses

and residents.

The applicant shall provide written notice to all property OWners, businesses and residents within 300
feet of the project and the City Planning and Building Divisions at least 48 hours prior to
commencement of any night work between the hours of 4 p.m. and 7 a.m. weekdays. Night work shall
not be permitted on weekends and holidays.

Residual Impact: Tmplementation of the recommended mitigation measures would minimize the temporary,
less than significant impacts resulting from construction activities associated with the project.

8. POPULATION AND HOUSING. NO YES

Could the project:

Level of Significance

a) Induce substantial growth in an area either directly or v

indirectly (e.g. through projects in an undeveloped area

or extension of major infrastructure)?
b) Displace existing housing, especially affordable v

housing?

Discussion.

8a.-b. The project is located in an existing intensely developed portio;i of Santa Barbara's Downtown where all
public infrastructure is currently in place. The purpose of constructing a parking structure at this location is to
alleviate an existing parking shortage in the immediate Downtown area. Similarly, the associated offices would
provide adequate space for existing City Staff. Therefore, the project would not result in growth-inducing
impacts. No housing would be displaced by the proposed project.
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9. PUBLIC SERVICES. , NO YES

Could the project have an effect upon, or result in a need

for new or altered services in any of the following areas:

Level of Significance

a) Fire protection? v
b) Police protection? v
c) Schools? v
d) Maintenance of public facilities, including roads? 4 l
e) Other governmental services? v
f) . Electrical power or natural gas? v
g)  Water treatment or distribution facilities? v
h) Sewer or septic tanks? . Less Than Significant
i) Water distribution/demand? Less Than Significant
i) Solid waste disposal? ' Less Than Significant

Discussion:

9a.-g. The proposed project would not result in significant additional demand for public services, including
police and fire protection, schools, public facilities maintenance, electrical power, natural gas and water
distribution and treatment. Existing City Staff and facilities (Police, Fire, Public Works) can accommodate
service to the expanded parking facilities at the site. Utilities are available at the site and can be extended to the
structure. : /

9h.  The proposed project includes public restrooms and restroom facilities for the proposed offices which
would be connected to the City sewer system. According to the Public Works Water Resources Division,
sewage generation for non-residential projects is approximately 83.86% of water usage (the remaining 16.14%
is used for landscaping, etc., and is not captured by the sewage system). The pro] ect’s estimated riet new water
use is 0.9 acre feet/yr, or 803 gallons/day (See 9.1 below). It is estimated that the project will produce
approximately 673 net new gallons of sewage per day. The maximum capacity of the El Estero Treatment Plant
is 11 million gallons per day. The daily average flow at the El Estero Treatment Plant in 1999 was
approximately 8.2 million gallons per day. The City has available treatment capacity that can accommodate
project sewer generation. The project will have a less than significant impact on the City's sewer system.

1. Water supply and distribution for the project would be provided by the City of Santa Barbara water
system. The City of Santa Barbara’s water supply comes from the following sources, with the actual share of
each determined by availability and level of customer demand: Cachuma Reservoir and Tecolote Tunnel,
Gibraltar Reservoir and Mission Tunnel, 300 Acre Feet per Year (AFY) of contractual transfer from Montecito
Water district, groundwater, State Water Project entitiement, desalination, and recycled water. Conservation
and efficiency improvements are projected to contribute to the supply by displacing demand that would

" otherwise have to be supplied by additional sources. In 1994, based on the comprehensive review of the City’s
water supply in the Long Term Water Supply Alternatives Analysis (LTWSAA), the City Council approved the
Long Term Water Supply Program (LTWSP). The LTWSP identifies the projected water demand for Santa
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Barbara, quantifies water savings through the City's Water Conservation program and identifies and quantifies
reliable water sources to meet the projected water demand for a twenty-year planning period ending n 2009.

“he LTWSP outlines a strategy to use the water sources listed above 10 meet the projected demand of 17,900
AFY (including 1,500 AFY of demand projected to be met with conservation) plus a 10 percent safety margin
for a total of 19,700 AFY. Therefore, the target for the amount of water the sysiem will actually have to supply
during the planning pernod (and is potentially capable of supplying), including the safety margin, is 18,200
AFY. For the calendar year 1999, the demand as measured by the system production was 14,566 Feet (AF). Of
this total system production, 13,784 AF was potable water and 782 AT was reclaimed water production.

The existing development on the site demands approximately 0.1 AFY of water for landscaping. The proposed
project is estimated to demand 1.0 AFY for all proposed uses and landscaping (based on the City’s Water
Demand Factor and Conservation Study “User’s Guide” Document No. 2). Therefore, the change in water use
would be approximately 0.9 AFY. The potential increase in demand of 0.9 AFY would not significantly impact

the City’s water supply.

9. Most of the solid waste generated in the City is transported on a daily basis to seven landfills located
around the County. The County of Santa Barbara, which operates the landfills, has developed thresholds related
to the impacts of development on remaining landfill capacity. The County’s thresholds are based on the ‘
projected average solid waste generation for Santa Barbara County from 1990-2005. The County assumes a
1.2% anmnual increase (zpproximately 4000 tons per year) in solid waste generation over the 15-year period.

The County’s threshold for project specific impacts 1o the solid waste system 13 196 tons per year (this figure
represents 5% of the expected average annual increase in solid waste generation [4000 tons/year]). Source
reduction, recycling, and composting can reduce a project’s waste stream by as much as 50%. If a proposed

roject generates 196 or more tons per year after reduction and recycling efforts, impacts would be considered
significant and unavoidable. '

Proposed projects with a project specific impact as identified above (196 tons/year or more) would also be
considered cumulatively significant, as the project specific threshold of significance ic based on a cumulative
orowth scenario. However, as landfill space is already extremely limited, any increase in solid waste of 1% or
more of the expected average annual increase in solid waste generation (4000 tons/vear], which equates to 40
tons per year, is considered an adverse cumulative Impact.

Using methodology and factors in the County’s Environmental Thresholds and Guidelines Manual (1995), the
proposed project’s estimated annual solid waste generation is 21 tons per year. This amount of solid waste 1s
anticipated to result in a less than significant project specific and curnulative impacts.

The proposed project would incorporate a shared enclosed trash facility with recycled material storage facilities,
which would be used by the proposed project as well as a number of surrounding buildings, including the
Granada Building, Coffee Cat and the Victoria Hotel. The availability of recycled materials storage may

encourage recycling by the surrounding businesses.

As stated above, landfill space is extremely limited and all efforts should be employed to reduce solid waste.
Therefore, mitigation measure PS-1 is recommended for the proposed project which would furtherreduce the
proposed project’s solid waste stream. :

Pecommended Mitigation Measure: -

s
o

PS-1: Prior to issuance of a building permit for any project component, a solid waste management plan shall b
prepared by the project applicant and reviewed and approved by the City Community Development

MAR 27 2001#2 7

Tnitial Study - Page 19



Department. The plan should identify feasible measures to address the consmuction and operation of the
parking lot , bicycle station and office uses which may include, but are not limited to, the following:

® Provision of space and/or bins for storage of r’écyclable'méterials within the project site. This
information shall skewlé be shown on the building plans and installed as a part of the proposed
project’s improvements.

° Development and implementation of a plan for collection of recyclable' materials on a regular
basis. ' -

° Development of Source Reduction Measures, indicating the method and amount of expected
reduction. ,

° Implementation of a program to purchase recycled materials used in association with the

proposed project (paper, newsprint, etc.). This could include requesting suppliers to show
recycled material content.

. Implementation of a monitoring program (quarterly, bi-annually) t0 attain and maintain a 35-
50% minimum participation in recycling efforts.

o Implementation of a composting landscape waste reduction program.

. Requirements for construction and demolition waste source reduction and recycling to the

maximum extent feasible.

Residual Impact: With implementation of recommended mitigation measure PS-1, the less than significant
solid waste disposal impacts would be minimized.

10. RECREATION. | NO YES

Could the project:

Level of Significance

a) Increase the demand for neighborhood or regional parks v

or other recreational facilities?
b) Affect existing parks or other public recreational v

facilities?
Discussion:

10a.-b. The project will not affect any existing parks or recreation facilities and will not increase demand for

these facilities. No impacts to recreation would result from the proposed project.
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11. TRANSPORTA’IION/CIRCULATION. NO - YES \
Could the project result m: |
- B Level of Significance J
a) Increased vehicle trips? Significant, avoidable J
b) Hazards to safety from design features (e.g. sharp Less Than Significant
curves, inadequate sight distance or dangerous
intersections)?
c) Inadequate emergency access Or access to nearby uses? Less Than Significant
d) Insufficient parking capacity on-slite or off-site? v
e) Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? Less Than Significant

Discussion.

11a. Traffic flow on urban streets 1s most constrained at intersections. Therefore, the analysis of traffic impacts
for a proposed project examines the operating conditions of intersections near 2 project site during peak ravel
periods (typically 4:00-6:00 p.m. on weekdays in the Downtown). The operating conditions of a given intersection,
are characterized as "Levels of Service” (LOS) A through F. LOS A represents very good operating conditions and
LOS F indicates poor operation with heavy congestion. Level of service for signalized intersections 1s measured
using Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) methodology, which determines the capacity of each lane group
yroaching an intersection. From this information, a volume to capacity (v/c) ratio is established for that lane
group. Then, an overall volume to capacity (v/c) ratio for the intersection is calculated based on the individual v/c

ratios of the critical intersection movements. The relationship between v/c and LOS is provided in Table 11-1
below.

: Table 11-1

[Level of Service | Volume to Capacity
Los) | ratio (v/c)

| 0.60

1 0.61-0.70

1 0.71-0.80 ]
10.81-0.90 ]
1 0.91-1.00

| >1.00 .

e O O ol

|

For purposes of environmenital review, the City has adopted LOS "C" and a v/c ratio of 0.77 as the point at which
there is a potential for significant environmental impacts to occur. Significant project related traffic impacts may
result if there is an increase of the y/c ratio by .01 or more to an intersection that already exceeds 0.77 v/e. A

considerable contribution to a cumulative traffic impact would occur if a project adds any additional traffic to

an impacted intersection. |

raffic analysis was prepared for the proposed project by Wilbur Smith and Associates (WSA) (Exhibit 6). The
Uity typically uses Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual trip generation rates to
calculate the number of peak hour trips generated by a specific 1and use. However, [TE does not have a trip
generation rate for parking structures, because parking structures typically do not generate vehicle trips n
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absence of other land uses. Instead, parking structures can be considered to function as "trip facilitators,” with
the true trip generators being the surrounding uses that they serve, such as DOWRtown cultural attractions,
private businesses, and government offices. However, although the parking structure proposed for Lot 6 by
itself may itself not generate new trips, there may be some individuals who are currently not travellng
Downtown to shop, dine, or conduct business because of limited parking in the general vicinity of Parking Lot
6. Therefore, as a reasonable worst case assumption, WSA estimated the number of new peak hour tips that
may result from constructing additional public parking at Parking Lot 6 to meet this latent demand for parking.
An estimate of 0.7 peak hour trips per parking space was developed by WSA based on 2 number of sources. These
sources included entry/exit counts from existng City parking facilities, including the existing Lot 6 surface facility
and the existing parking structure at Lot 2, questionnaire surveys of Downtown employees and customers, Weant
and Levinson's standard reference Parking, and rates observed at parking suructures in other cities.

Trip generation for the proposed City offices was assessed using the standard ITE trip generation rate of 3.4
vehicles trips per thousand square feet for general office uses. WSA also estimated a reduction in peak hour trips
resulting from current usage of the City Parking Program's new 10-ride transit pass and development of the
proposed bicycle station. Table 11-2 summarizes WSA's trip generation estmates by project component. As
shown in Table 11-2, the new uses associated with project are forecast to generate approximately 229 net new peak

hour trips (PHT).

Table 11-2
Forecast Project Trip Generation
Land Use ADT 1 P.M. Peak Hour
‘ l Inbound Outbound i Total
360 net new parking 2160 - 101 151 - 252
spaces
Adjustment for =73 -4 219 . 23
transit passes ’
Adjustment for X -60 ' -5 ' =22 27
bicvele station ' ]
8,000 sq. ft. City 197 ‘ 4 23 27
offices
TOTAL | 2.224 | 96 | 133 ; 229

The estimated 220 net new peak hour trips were distributed through 14 intersections in the Downtown area to
determine potential changes in intersection levels of service as a result of the proposed project. The trip
distribution was based on residential zip code data obtained during a recent City parking facility users intercept
survey conducted by TenEyck and Company. Based on predominant travel patlems, routes between these
residential zip code areas and the project site were developed by WSA und the percent distribution of net new
peak hour trips was established through each study area. The effects of the project's net new peak hour trips on
the 14 study area intersections are shown in Table 11-3, below.
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Table 11-3
Existing Plus Project
Intersection PM Peak Hour Levels of Service

0.75
0.60

I7. Castillo Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps \

12. Milpas Street/Carpinteria Street/U.S. 101 northbound

ramps ( roundabout)

13. Milpas Street/Indio
on-ramp

Milpas Street/U.S. 101 southbound off-ramp

gtudv Intersections \ Existing | Existing + Project
s Los | v ‘l 1LoS | vl
; ratio | \ ratio
1. Carrillo Sreet/Chapala Street | B | 0.67 | B b 068
2. Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps | C 0.80 C I 0.80
3. Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps \ C 0.79 C I 0.80
4 Mission Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps C 071 1 C 0.71
5 Mission Street/US. 101 southbound ramps 1 E 093 | E I 094
¢ Garden Streev/U.S. 101 northbound ramps i B 066 | B | 0.66
= Garden Smeet/U.S. 101 soutbound rarmips A 059 | A 060
8 Garden Street/Gutierrez Street \ C C L 073
9. Garden Street/Haley Street B C i 071
10. Castillo Street/Haley Street/U.S. 101 northbound \ D D \ 0.82
ram
|
|

Muerto Street/U.S. 101 southbound

As shown in Table 11-3, above, currently four study area intersections operate with'a v/c ratio greater than 0.77.
These intersections are the Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound and southbound ramps, Mission Street/U.S. 101
southbound ramps, and Castillo Street/Haley Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramp. The proposed pro ject would
result in an increase in v/c ratio of at 0.01 at two of these intersections (Carrillo Street/U.S. 101
southbound ramps and Mission Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps); therefore a pmject-speciﬁc
significant impact would result at these intersections.

Trensit service improvements identified in the Metropolitan Transit District (MTD)'s South Coast Transit Plan
(1998) have been funded and are currently being implemented that would increase transit linkages Downtown.
By providing annual transit passes to Downtown employees, Mitigation Measure T-1 would reduce the
number of peak hour trips generated by the project at identified impacted intersections and would
thereby lessen the number of new peak bour trips traveling through impacted intersections to less than

significant levels.

Cumulative Traffic: Cumulative traffic growth would occur as the result of other new development in the
project area in addition to the proposed project. A list of 105 projects that are either approved or pending was
developed by the City planning Division. The trips associated with these cumulative projects was then
distributed through the 14 study area intersections. Table 11-4 shows estimated level of service and delay at the
study area intersections as & result of the cumulative projects alone and with the proposed project.
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Table 11-4
Cumulative Plus Project
Intersection PM Peak Hour Levels of Service

Study Intersections \ Cumulative 1 Cumulative =
iy ) ’, Project
| LOS yie | LOS | vk

: ' B ' \ ratio X - | ratio
1. Carrillo Street/Chapala Street i B 068 | B 1 068
2. Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps i D 08 | D i 08
3. Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps D | 089 | D 0.90
Z Mission Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps C 073 | C 0.73
5 Mission Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps E 097 | E 0.97
6. Garden Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps D 0.81 D 0.81
7 Garden Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps B 0.67 B | 067
8 Garden Streev/Gutierrez Street C 0.77 Cc | 078
9. Garden Street/Haley Street B 0.70 c | om
10. Castillo Street/Haley Street/U.S. 101 northbound E 0.92 E L0
ramp ]
11. Castillo Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps D 0.90 D L 090
12. Milpas Street/Carpinteria Street/U.S. 101 northbound B 0.67 B ‘ 0.68

ramps (roundabout)
13. Milpas Street/Indio Muerto Street/U.S. 101 southbound A - 0.54 A 054
ON-Tarmp ) l

14. Milpas Street/U.S. 101 southbound off-ramp A L 0.53 A 053

As shown in Table 11-4, above, six study area intersections would operate with a v/c ratio greater than 0.77
under the cumulative project scenario. These intersections are Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound and
southbound ramps, Mission Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps, Garden Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps and
Castillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound and southbound ramps. The proposed project would result in additional
traffic at these intersections; therefore a significant cumulative impact would result. Mitigation Measure
T-1 would reduce the number of peak hour trips generated by the project and would thereby lessen the
number of new peak hour trips traveling through impacted intersections to less than significant levels.

Coneestion Management Plan: In June 1990, California voters approved Proposition 111, which increased
funding for Califomnia’s transportation system and provided new transportation planning requiremments.
Urbanized counties (including Santa Barbara County) are required to prepare, adopt and biennially update a
Congestion Management Program to address increasing traffic congestion on California’s highways and
principal arterials through a coordinated approach involving state, regional, county and transportation and land
use agencies, transit providers and air pollution control districts. The CMP 1s also intended to facilitate an
integrated approach to programming transportation improvements. The Santa Barbara County CMP applies to
all cities and the unincorporated area of the County. The Santa Barbara County Association of Governments
(SBCAG) is responsible for preparing and implementing the Santa Barbara County CMP and for annually
monitoring cities and the County for conformity with its requirements. In general, Cities and Counties have &
vested interest in developing and implementing the CME because compliance with the CMP program is a
prerequisite for obtaining federal, state and local funding for transportation Lmprovermnenis. The CMP is updated
biennially to address legislative changes and to allow SBCAG to assess the various program elements o ensure
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the mandated programs are implemented in the most cost-effective manner for each agency. The last update of
the Santa Barbara County CMP occurred in May 1998.

The CMP identifies a CMP roadway system for the County that includes all state highways and principal
arterials that facilitate inter-community and intra-community travel within the County. The CMP also
establishes minimum roadway level of service standards (LOS D or the existing LOS of the roadway,
whichever is worse). The CMP requires each jurisdiction to monitor the LOS of its CMP intersections. When a
CMP intersection or roadway segment is monitored as operating at LOS E or lower, the city or the county
where the deficient segment is located must prepare a deficiency plan specific to that location. The deficiency
plan must include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency, a list of improvements needed to maintain the

minimum LOS standard or other actions that contribute to significant improvements in air quality, cost
estimates for the actions or improvements, and an implementation schedule.

The Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG) has developed a set of traffic impact
thresholds to assess the impacts of land use decisions made by local jurisdictions on regional transportation
facilities located within the Congestion Management Program (CMP) system. The following presents the
results of the CMP analysis pursuant to the guidelines set forth in the Congestion Management Program.

CMP Thresholds:

1. For any roadway or intersection operating at LOS A or B, a decrease of two levels of service resulting
from the addition of project-generated traffic is considered significant.

[\

For any roadway or intersection operating at LOS C, project-added traffic is considered significant if it
results in LOS D or worse.

3. For imersections operating at LOS D, E, or F, the following impact significance thresholds apply:
Level of Service Project-Added
\ Peak Hour Trips
LOSD 20
LOSE 10
LOSF 10

CMP intersection thresholds are calculated using Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology
which calculates levels of service based on average seconds of delay.

4, For CMP roadway segments, the following thresholds apply:

Level of Service I Project-Added
Peak Hour Trips
LOSD ' 100
LOSE i 50
'LOSF ) 50

The only CMP roadway segment within the study area is U.S. Highway 101. WSA estimated that the proposed
roject would generate a total increase of 45 P.M. peak hour trips-on Highway 101 south of the project area
(south of Milpas Street) and 39 P.M. peak hour trips north of the project area (north of Mission Street).
Because fewer than 50 project-added peak hour trips would be added to any segment of Highway 101, no
further analysis of CMP roadway segments was necessary.
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Eleven of the 14 study intersections are components of the CMP network. The existing levels of service for
these intersections using HCM methodology is provided in Table 11-5 below (WSA memo, December 2000 and
St Francis Medical Office Project Final EIR, October 2000).

Table 11-5
CMP Existing P.M, Peak Hour Levels of Service
(Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology)

I Intersection Level of " Delay
Service (sec/veh.)
1. Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound D 25.0
9. Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 southbound C 15.4
3. Mission Street/U.S. 101 northbound C 17.1
4. Mission Street/U.S. 101 southbound D 36.9
5 Garden Street/U.S. 101 northbound C 18.9
6. Garden Street/U.S. 101 southbound B 14.6
7. Castillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound C 17.2
8. Castillo Street/U.S. 101 southbound C 19.9
9. Milpas Street/Carpinteria/U.S. 101 northbound B 12.5
10. Milpas/Indio Muerto/U.S. 101 southbound on B 9.5
11. Milpas Street/U.S. 101 southbound offramp B 11.7

As noted in Table 11-5 above, two CMP intersections are operating at Level of Service D using HCM
methodology. The project would result in 22 additional peak hour trips to the Mission Street/Highway
101 southbound intersection and 50 peak hour trips to the Carrillo Street/Highway 101 northbound
intersection: therefore a significant CMP impact would result at these intersections. Mitigation Vieasure
T-1 would reduce the number of peak hour trips generated by the project and would thereby lessen the
pumber of new peak hour trips traveling through impacted intersections.

Further, the City has approved deficiency plans for these intersections. The Mission Street/Highway 101
Interchange Deficiency Plan involves implementation of the Westside/Eastside Electric Shuttle program and
the Crosstown Electric Shuttle programs and installation of bicycle lanes on Mission Street. The Carrillo
Street/Highway 101 Interchange Deficiency Plan taselved included two alternatives involving construction of a
free right turn lane at the northbound on-ramp to Highway 101 and an auxiliary lane between the Carrillo Street
on-ramp and the Arrellaga Street off-ramp. Both deficiency plans have been approved and funded, except for
the bicycle lane improvements, which are requested to be funded through the 2001 State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP). In addition to the intersection deficiency plans. a deficiency planisalso
currently under development for Route 101.

Construction Impacts: The project would also generate construction-related traffic. This would occur over the
construction period and would vary depending on the stage of construction. Short-term construction-related
traffic impacts would be temporary and less than significant; however recommended mitigation measures T-2
and T-3 are included to avoid truck trips through residential neighborhoods and to schedule construction trips
outside of peak hours to further reduce the project’s incremental contribution to traffic impacts. '

11b and e. The proposed parking structure design and a parking lot queuing study prepared by WSA (Exhibit 7
has been reviewed by the Transportation Division for adequate safe access for both vehicles and pedestrians.
The Anapamu Street entrance/exit would be set back approximately 135 feet from the sidewalk on Anapamu
Strest to avoid conflicts caused by vehicles quening over the sidewalk or 10to the street. Additionally, a
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sidewalk would separate pedestrians entering the garage from vehicle traffic. Along Anacapa Street, the vehicle
entrance has been also been set back to prevent conflicts resulting from vehicle queuing. The Anacapa Street
rehicle exits have been located to provide sufficient visibility for both drivers and pedestrians. Impacts
pertaining to traffic safety would be less than significant.

The proposed project would include a number of amenities for pedestrian and bicycle circulation. The project
would include a 1,370 square foot bicycle station with the capacity to provide secure bicycle parking for up to
400 bicycles, repair services, lockers, changing rooms, sale of bicycle supplies and bicycle rentals. In terms of
pedestrian circulation, the project would also provide a signalized mid-block crossing on Anapamu Street '
between the parking lot and the public library. Pedestrian access 1o the garage and remaining block would be
provided via a series of sidewalks and paseo segments which are designed to separate pedestrians from vehicle
iraffic. As noted above in section 11b., the garage entrances and exits have been designed to avoid conflicts
with pedestrians. Therefore the proposed project would not result in the creation of new barriers to pedestrians

and bicyclists.

llc. The proposed project has been reviewed by the City Fire Department for adequate emergency access.
The project has been designed to provide sufficient access for fire vehicles to both the proposed parking
structure and the rear of the adjacent 8-story Granada Building. The Anapamu Paseo would provide adequate
width to allow temporary parking of set trucks at the stage door of the Granada Theater while still providing
access for large fire vehicles necessary to serve the Granada Building in the event of a major fire. The slope of
the Anapamu Paseo would be gradual (2%) to allow hook znd ladder trucks to able to operate at the rear of the
Granada Building. Other adjacent buildings would have sufficient fire access from surrounding streets. Impacts
to emergency access would be less than significant.

11d.  Lone-term (Operational) Impacts: The proposed project would provide 360 additional public parking
spaces, and would thereby increase available parking in the Downtown area. Therefore the proposed project
would not result in insufficient parking capacity.

Short-term (Construction) Impacts: The proposed project would temporarily displace 210 existing public
parking spaces during the 15-month construction period. In addition, parking and storage areas would need to
be provided for the construction workers. Therefore, a short-term significant impact to public parking
would result from the proposed project. Mitigation Measure T-4 would address short-term parking shortages
that could result during project construction through implementation of a temporary alternative transportation
and parking plan. :

Mitigation Measure(s):

T-1:  Prior to issuance of a building permit, an annual transit pass program shall be established and the
funding committed. Prior to occupancy of the Parking Lot 6 structure and parking offices, the annual
transit pass program shall be funded, implemented and fully operational: '

The anmual transit passes shall be in the form of a credit card that shall be distributed free of charge to
Downtown employees. The pass shall allow the user an unlimited number of rides on MTD buses and
shuttles. The passes shall be compatible with the new electronic fareboxes 1o be installed on MTD
buses, so that usage of passes can be monitored (frequency of use per ticketholder, routes most
frequently used, stops where users enter, employer information, and residential zip codes of users). The
City Parking Program shall initially fund the purchase of 10,100 passes for distribution to Downtown
employees. All downtown employers and employees shall be eligible to obtain a pass. )

Data on use of passes shall be collected on an on-going basis. A report shall be prepared quarterly
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during the first year of the program and annually thereafter by the applicant and reviewed and approved
by the City Transportation Planning Division and the City Environmental Analyst on pass usage based
on farebox data collected by MTD. Based on the results of the report, in the event that the City Parking
Program contribution to pass program does not continue to reduce project traffic by at least 229 Peak
Hour Trips (PHTs) and 985 Average Daily Trips (ADTs) and the identified peak hour impacts at

specific intersections, the City Parking Program shall implement additional measures to maintain the
effectiveness of the program. These additional measures shall be implemented within 90 days of the
release of each report and may include (but shall not be limited to): '

Purchasing and distributing additional passes to Downtown employees or other program
modifications increase effectiveness (such as funding increased transit service frequency
(headways), '
Funding additional targeted marketing efforts for the pass prograr,

Increasing parking fees at City garages by:

e Raising hourly rates;

e Decreasing the free period;

e Charging additional fees for vehicles that enter or exit during peak hours;

Reducing the free period for on-street parking.

Jmplementing carpool incentives for carpools of three or more

\4

>l
/

~
/

Y ¥V

Monitoring of the program including any additional measures shall be continuous. The effectiveness of
the program shall be reported and the program adjusted as necessary quarterly for the first year of the
program and annually thereafter. The City Parking Pro gram's contribution to the annual pass program
shall continue for the life of the Lot 6 parking structure unless an alternative City program is funded and
implemented that is equally effective in reducing project traffic and air quality impacts and has been
approved by the Planning Commission as an amendment to the Conditions of Approval for the Lot 6
project.

Prior to issuance of a building permit, the route of construction-related traffic shall be approved by the
Transportation ©Operations Division and the Environmental Analyst to minimize trips through
surrounding residential neighborhoods.

Construction-related truck trips shall not be scheduled during p.m. peak hours (4:00 pm. to 6:00 p.m.) to
help reduce truck traffic on adjacent streets and roadways.

Prior to issuance of a building permit for the proposed project the applicant shall provide a final
temporary alternative transportation and parking plan to fully replace the 210 public parking spaces that
will be unavailable during the construction period and to provide sufficient parking to serve project
construction workers. The temporary alternative transportation and parking plan shall demonstrate how
the 210 displaced public parking spaces and the construction worker parking will be provided during the
entire construction period. A draft plan shall be prepared prior to Planning Commission of the project
and shall be distributed to the Planning Commission for review during consideration of the project. The
plan shall be reviewed and approved by the City Transportation Planning Division and Environmental
Analyst and shall be implemented throughout the entire construction period. The plan shall include the
following mandatory elements:

> -A marketing and signage program to inform construction workers and Downtown customers and
employees of the temporary parking and alternative transportation arrangements.
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> Provision of free off-street parking spaces for construction workers on-site or at an off-site remote
location. If the remote parking area is more than three blocks from the project site, shuttle service to
the construction site shall be provided.

> On-site or off-site storage shall be provided for construction materials and equipment. Storage of
construction materials within the public right-of-way is prohibited. '

Other elements of the plan necessary to mitigate the temporary loss of public parking could include (but
shall not be limited to): : :

> Early implementation of Mitigation Measure T-1 (Superticket Program) in conjunction with MTD's
planned expansion of the electric shuttle routes prior to occupancy of the parking structure.

» Temporary conversion of on-street parking on selected downtown streets within three blocks of the
‘project site from parallel to angle parking. Possible locations could include Chapala Street between
Figueroa and Victoria Street, Victoria Street between Chapala and Anacapa Streets, and Anapamu
Street between Chapala and Anacapa Streets.

» Develop programs with the County to provide additional custorner parking at County buildings or

provide more County services over the phone, internet or at remote locations.

Develap a temporary parking area for County employees and other Downtown employees ata

remote location (such as the County Bowl). If the remote parking area is more than three blocks

from the project site, shuttle service to employee workplaces shall be provided.

In conjunction with employers in the project vicinity and Traffic Solutions, provide additional

incentives for employees who use alternative modes of transportation or telecommute during the

construction period (such as preferred parking for employees who carpool).

Provide temporary downtown customer parking at remotes sites. First preference shall be given to

lots within a three block radius of the project site that may not be fully utilized during weekdays

(such as church parking lots). ' ‘

Temporary conversion of existing public or private parking lots within three blocks of the project

site to assisted (valet) parking for customers and employees to provide additional vehicle capacity,

including the County lots, City Parking Lot 5, and the Louise Lowry Davis Center.

A7

Y

v

\Y

Residual Impacts:

Mitigation Measure T-1 would fully offset additional peak hour trips generated from the proposed project by
increasing transit use by Downtown employees. This increase in transit use would be further enhanced by the
planned and funded expansion of transit Downtown per MTD's South Coast Transit Plan. With
implementation of Mitigation Measure T-1, no increases in p.m. peak hour trips would result at impacted
intersections, as shown in Table 11-6. Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation Measure T-1,
significant project-specific, cumulative and CMP impacts would be reduced to less than significant levels.

Recommended mitigation measures T-2 and T-3 would further reduce the project’s short-term incremental
contribution to cumulative impacts from construction traffic. With implementation of Mitigation Measure

T-4, short-term parking impacts from construction worker parking and displacement of existing public
parking spaces in City Parking Lot 6 would be reduced to less than significant levels.
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L2 WATER ENVIRONMENT. NO YES

Could the project result In:

Tevel of Significance

a) Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the \\ \7 Less Than Significant

rate and amount of surface runoff?

T D

b) Exposure of people or property 10 water related hazards v
such as flooding?
(c) Discharge into surface waters? v
d) Change in the quantity, quality, direction or rate of flow \ Less Than Significant
of ground waters?
e) Tncreased storm water drainage? JJ
Discussion:

12a.-c, e. The proposed parking structure would be located in an existing paved parking lot; therefore the
project would not result in an Increase in impervious surfaces leading to increased storm water run-off. The site
~yrrently drains to Anapamu Street. Site drainage would be collected in a new stoTim drain that would be
stended from the Anapamu paseo 1o mid-block on State Street between Anapamu Street and Figueroa Street.
Storm drain inlets would be equipped with filters or other devices approved by the City Engineer to intercept oil
and other contaminants. Further, sump pumps within the lower Jevels of the parking structure would be
equipped with mnterceptor devices that attract and absorb oils and collect trash. The proposed project would

nave less than significant mupacts to the water environment.

12d. Groundwater was not encountered during the borings carried out for the preliminary geotechnical analysis
prepared by Padre and Associates, which penetrated to depths of 47 and 51.5 fest respectively. The maximurm
depth of the parking structure would be approximately 30 feet; therefore, it is not anticipated that significant
groundwater would be encountered during excavation for the parking structure. Sump pumps and standard

waterproofing techniques would be applied to prevent future seepage into the structure. lmpacts to groundwater
would be less than significant.
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

YES

2)

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildfire
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten 1o eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory? ‘

b)

Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of
long-term, environmental goals?

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumnulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a

project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects,

the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

d)

Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

INITIAL STUDY CONCLUSION

On the basis of this initial evaluation it has heen determined that:

Although the proposed project could have a signifi
effect in this case because the mitigation measures

A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

Case Planner/Initial Study Preparer:

Environmental Analyst:

\

cant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant
described in the initial study have been added to the project.

Date:

Exhibits:

1. Site Plan

2. Vicinity Map

3. MMRP

4, Visual Simulations

5. Visual Simulation of Hypothetical Structure on Anapamu Street vacant lot
6. Traffic Study ' .

7. Queuing Study
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LIST OF SOURCES USED IN PREPARATION OF THIS INITIAL STUDY

The following sources used in the preparation of this Initial Study are located at the Community Development
Department, Planning Division, 630 Garden Street, Santa Barbara and are available for review upon request.

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) & CEQA Guidelines
General Plan Ciféulation Element o

General Plan Conservation Element

General Plan Housing Element

General Plan Land Use Element

General Plan Noise Element w/appendices

General Plan Map

General Plan Seismic Safety/Safety Element

Geology Assessment for the City of Santa Barbara

Tarris, Cyril M. 1979. Handbook of Noise Control. 2 B4 McGraw Hill, New York, NY.
Institute of Traffic Engineers Parking Generation Manual

Institute of Traffic Engirgeers Trip Generation Manual

Local Coastal Plan (Main & Airport)

Master Environmental Assessment

Parking Design Standards

Phase 1 Cultural Resources Survey for the City of Santa Barbara Parking Lot #6; Science Applications
International Corporation, March 29, 2000

Al

Preliminary Geotechnical Study for the Lot 6 Parking Structure, Santa B arbara, California; Padre and
Associates, February 2000

Santa Barbara Lot 6 Queuing Study, Wilbur Smith and Associates, August, 2000
Santa Barbara Lot 6 Traffic Study Final Report, Wilbur Smith and Associates, December, 2000
Janta Barbara Municipal Code & City Charter |

St Francis Medical Office Project Certified Final Environmental Impact Report, October 2000
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South Coast Transit Plan - Metropolitan Transit District (MTD), 1998 -

Special District Map
~ Uniform Building Code as adopted by City:

Zoning Ordinance & Zoning Map

\\COMDEVZ\SYS\USERS\PLAN\Environ. ReviewAInitial Studies\Parking Lot 6 1S.doc
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1221 Anacapa >tréet - Vicinity Map

APN: 039-183-034 N , .
Zone: C-2 ' : w%z

Approx. Lot Area: 51456 sq.ft. ‘

N .
SN
i M~
v

o

7

. - . LEGEND -
g : 40 eet Land Use Zone Lines
DA ? [P P are ei Lines
] Building Rooflines
- Dawprinted: Exhibit 2 «.—"'—‘—*—" Retaining Wall
“Mon Oct 30 09;54:40 2000 : | y Fence

All topographic features are based on aerial phetographs which were taken in April of 1992
DISCLAIMER This mapis for reference purgoses only. Refer to the official Municipal Code for precise parcel zoning information . i A & 27 f)g’}g’;fg E



City Parking Lot 6 Structure ‘
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

PURPOSE

The purpose of the City Parking Lot 6 Structure Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
(MMRP) is to ensure compliance with all mitigation measures identified in the Initial Study to
mitigate or avoid potentially significant adverse environmental Impacts resulting from the
proposed project. The implementation of this MMRP shall be accomplished by City staff and
the project developer's consultants and representatives. The program shall apply to the following
phases of the project:

. Plan and specification preparation

. Pre-construction conference

. Construction of the site improvements
. Post Construction

L RESPONSIBILITIES AND DUTIES

A qualified representative of the developer, approved by the City Planning Division and paid for
by the developer, shall be designated as the Project Environmental Coordinator (PEC). The PEC
shall be responsible for assuring full compliance with the provisions of this mitigation
monitoring and reporting program to the City. The PEC shall have authority over all other
monitors/specialists, the contractor, and all construction personnel for those actions that relate to
the items listed in this program. : :

It is the responsibility of the contractor to comply with all mitigation measures listed m the
attached MMRP matrix. Any problems or concerns between monitors and construction
personnel shall be addressed by the PEC and the contractor. The contractor shall prepare a
construction schedule subject to the review and approval of the PEC. The contractor shall
inform the PEC of any major revisions to the construction schedule at least 48 hours in advance.
The PEC and contractor shall meet on a weekly basis in order to assess compliance and review
future construction activities.

A PRE-CONSTRUCTION BRIEFING

' The PEC shall prepare a pre-construction project briefing report. The report shall include
a list of all mitigation measures and a plot plan delineating all sensitive areas to be
avoided. This report shall be provided to all construction personnel.

The pre-construction briefing shall be conducted by the PEC. The briefing shall be
attended by the PEC, construction manager, necessary consultants, Planning Division
Case Planner, Public Works representative and all contractors and subcontractors
associated with the project. Multiple pre-construction briefings shall be conducted as the
work progresses and a change in contractor oceurs. '

MAR 27 2000#2 7
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City Parking Lot 6
Mitigation Monitoring Plan

Page 2

1I.

The MMRP shall be presented to those in attendance. The briefing présentation shall
include project background, the purpose of the MMRP, duties and responsibilities of each
participant, communication procedures, monitoring criteria, compliance criteria, filling
out of reports, and duties and responsibilities of the PEC and project consultants.

It shall be emphasized at this briefing that the PEC and project consultants have the
authority to stop construction and redirect construction equipment in order 10 comply
with all mitigation measures.

Once construction COMmEnNcCes, field meetings between the PEC and project consultants,
and contractors shall be held on an as-needed basis in order to create feasible mitigation
measures for unanticipated impacts, assess potential effects, and resolve conflicts.

IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURES

There are three types of activities which require monitoring. The first type pertains to the review
of the Conditions of Approval and Construction Plans and Specifications. The second type
relates to construction activities and the third to ongoing momitoring activities during operation
of the project. ‘ '

A MONITORING PROCEDURES

The PEC and required consultant(s) shall monitor all field activities. The
authority and responsibilities of the PEC and consultant(s) are described in the
previous Section.

B. REPORTING PROCEDURES

The following three (3) types of reports shall be prepared:
1. Schedule

The PEC and contractor shall prepare a ronthly construction schedule to
be submitted to the City prior to or at the pre-construction briefing.

o

General Progress Reports

The PEC shall be responsible for preparing wrltten progress reports
submitted to the City. These reports would be expected on a weekly basis
during grading, excavation and construction, activities. The reporis would
document field activities and compliance with project mitigation '

MAR 27 2001#2 7



City Parking Lot 6
Mitigation Monitoring Plan
Page 3

measures, such as dust control and sound reduction construction.
3. Final Report
A final report shall be submitted to the Planning Division when all

monitoring (other than long term operational) has been completed and
shall include the following:

a. A brief summary of all monitoring activities.
b. The date(s) the monitoring occurred.
¢ Anidentification of any violations and the manner in which they

were dealt with.
d. Any technical reports required, such as noise measurements.
3 A list of all project mitigation monitors.
C. MMRP MATRIX

The following MMRP Matrix describes each initial study mitigation measure,
monitoring activities and the responsibilities of the various parties, along with the
timing and frequency of monitoring and reporting activities. For complete
language of each condition, the matrix should be used in conjunction with the
mitigation measures described in full in the Initial Study.

The MMRP Matrix is intended to be used by all parties involved in monitoring
the project mitigation measures, as well as project contractors and others working
in the field. The Matrix should be used as a compliance checklist to aid in
compliance verification and monitoring requirements. A copy of the MMRP
matrix shall be kept in the project file as verification that compliance with all
mitigation measures has occurred.

MAR 27 2000#2 7
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SANTA BARBARA LOT 6 TRAFFIC STUDY

This report evaluates the existing transportation conditions and potential transportation impacts
associated with a proposed consmuction of a parking facility at 1200 Anacapa Street in
downtown Santa Barbara. The study imtersections and area of impact for the proposed project
were identified by the Ciry’s Transportation Division, Within the defined study area the
following transportation conditions are analyzed:

e Existing Conditions
e Existing Plus Project Conditions
¢ Cumulative Conditions

o Cumulative Plus Project Conditions

The transportation analysis was conducted in accordance with the City’s guidance, and used data

from the Transporation and Parking Study F, indings Report, TenEyck and Company, November
4, 1999.

1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project site is located at 1200 Anacapa Street, about six blocks east of U.S. 101.
The project site 1s on a lot fronted by Anacapa Street to the east, Victoria Street to the north,
‘State Street to the west and Anapamu Street to the south, as shown in Figure 1. The County
- Administration building is on the block immediately east of the project site, and the Courthouse
is on the block immediately east and south of the project s1te

The project includes a 570-space parking facility (to replace the 210-space Lot 6 surface lot). and
8,000 square feet of offices for City parking staff and the City parking program public counter,
This office would replace existing parking staff offices now located under the helix ramps in Lot
7. Upon relocation of the parking staff and public counter to Lot 6, the existing offices in Lot 7
which would be used by parking lot maintenance staff. The new parking facility would include
600 square feet for public restrooms and 3,000 square feet for the bike station (including the
public plaza). The Downtown Parking office currently has eight permanent and six to eight
temporary personnel. Approximately four additional office staff are expected to be needed in the
Lot 6 offices, resulting in approximately 20 parking staff'in the Lot 6 parking offices.

Vehicular access to the site is currently provided.from Anacapa Street. Access to the proposed
parking garage would be provided from both Anacapa and Anapamu Streets

340425 ) . - . - -
SANTA BARBARA LOT & TRAFFIC STUDY WILBUR SMITH ASSOCIATES
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Chapter 2
SETTING

2.1 EXISTING ROADWAY NETWORK

The roadway network serving the project site includes a freeway, commercial corridors and local
streets. Regional access to the area of the project site is provided by U.S. 101:

US 161 is about six blocks west of the project site, and serves as the principal route between the
City of Santa Barbara and communities to the north, such as Goleta, as well as cities to the south,
such as Montecito and Carpinteria. U.S. 101 also provides regional access 1o Los Angeles 1o the
south and San Francisco to the north. The project site is nearest the Carrillo Street northbound
and southbound on- and off-ramps and the Arrellaga Street northbound on- and off-ramps.
However, the routes to and from the project site would include the Mission Street ramps, the
Castillo Street ramps, the Garden Street ramps and the Milpas Street ramps as well.

A description of the roadways in the vicinity of the project site is given below:

Anacapa Street is a one-way street in the southbound direction that borders the project site-to
the east, and is designated as a major commercial corridor in the City's Circulation Element.
Access to Lot 6 is currently provided from Anacapa Street, as would the primary access to the
proposed parking structure. In the vicinity of the project site, Anacapa Street has two travel
lanes and on-street parking primarily on the east side of the sireet. A '

State Street is immediately west of the project site, and is fronted by retail stores  and the
Granada Theater on the east side that separate State Street from the proposed site. State Streetis
a north-south smeet with one lane mn each direction and left-turn pockets at major intersections,
and is designated as a commercial corridor in the City’s Circulation Element. State Street does

not have on-street parking on either side of the street. No vehicular access to the proposed
structure would be provided from State Street. '

Anapamu Street 15 an east-west street with one lane in each direction and borders the project site
to the south. In the vicinity of the project site, Anapamu Street is a two-way street with one
vehicular travel lane and one bike lane in each direction and on-street parking on the north side
of the sweet. There currently is pedestrian access to Lot 6 from Anapamu Street, but no

vehicular access from Anapamu Street. Vehicular access to the proposed parking structure
would be provided from both Anacapa and Anapamu Streets, * :

Victoria Stréet is an east-west street with one lane in each direction and on-street parking on
both sides of the street. Victoria Street is immediately north of the project site, but no vehicular
access 1s proposed from Victoria Street. »

Carrillo Street is an east-west street with two through lanes in the westbound direction and two
to three through lanes in the eastbound direction, with a lefi-turn pocket provided at State Street,

340425
SANTA BARBARA LOT 8 TRAFFIC STUDY WIHBUR SMITH ASSOCIATES
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SETTING

It is two blocks south of the project site and provides access to and from northbound and .

southbound U.S. 101. West of Anacapa Sweet, Carrillo Street is designated as a principal
commercial corridor in the City’s Circulation Element,

Mission Street is an east-west street with two through lanes in each direction. It 1s seven blocks
north of the project site and provides access 10 and from northbound U.S. 101, West of Anacapa

‘Street, Mission Street is designated as a principal commercial corridor in the City’s Circulation
Element.

Chapala Street accommodates two-way maffic south of Carrillo Street and functions as a one-
way northbound street north of Carrillo Street. It is two blocks west of the project site and is

desxcrnated as a principal commercial corridor between Mission and Gutierrez Streets in the
City’s Circulation Element.

Garden Street is a north-south street with two through lanes in each direction and left-turn lanes
provided at major intersections. It is two blocks east of the project site and provides access 10
and from U.S. 101. Upon extension to Cabrillo Boulevard, Garden Street will be designated as a

commercial corridor Between Cabrillo Boulevard and Haley Sweet in the City’s Circulaton
Element. :

Milpas Street is a north-south street and generally has two lanes in each direction. It is eight
blocks east of the project site and provides access to and from U.S. 101, Between Cabrillo

Boulevard and Haley Street, Mﬂpas Street is.designated as a commercxal comdor m the City’s
Circulation Element. :

Arrellaga Street is an east-west street with one lane in each direcuon. It is four blocks nortth of
the project site and provides access to and frorh northbound U.S. 101,

K

2.2 INTERSECTION CONDITIONS

Fourteen study intersections were identified for analysis as part of this study. The location of the

smdy intersections and existing lane configurations are illustrated in Figure 2. The swdy
intersections include:

1. Carrillo Street/Chapala Street

Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps

!=J

LY

Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 southbound‘ramps
4. Mission Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps

tn

‘Mission Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps

o

Garden Street/ U.S. 101 northbound ramps

~3¥

Garden Street/ U.S. 101 southbound ramps
Garden Street/Gutierrez Street k

8
9. Garden Street/Haley Street

140425
SANTA BARBARA LOT 8 TRAFFIC STUDY
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SETTING

10. Castillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps

11. Castillo Street/ U.S. 101 southbound ramps

12. Milpas Street/Carpinteria Street/U.5. 101 northbound ramps

13. Milpas Street/Indio Muerto Strf;eth S. 101 southbound on-ramp
14. Milpas Sweet/U.S. 101 southbound off-ramp ' -

Existing traffic conditions were evaluated for the weekday evening peak period at all of the study
intersections. Existing PM peak hour intersection turning movement volumes are illuswated in
Figure 3. The PM peak hour traffic counts were collected in January, February, March, May and
‘November of 1999, With the exception of waffic counts at the intersections of Carrillo
Street/U.S. 101 northbound and Carrillo Stree/U.S. 101 southbound, all maffic count data were
collected before construction activities for the Milpas Street/Carpinteria Street/U.S. 101
northbound off-ramp roundabout began in the summer of 1999.

The Level of Service (LOS) of an intersection is a measure of the ability of the intersection to
sccommodate traffic volumes. Intersection Level of Service ranges from LOS A, which
indicates free-flow conditions, to LOS F, which indicates congested conditions. The City of
Santa Barbara has established LOS C and 2 volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratio of 0.77 as the upper
limit for acceptable operating conditions. Thus, if the traffic generated by a particular project
were to cause the v/c ratio to exceed 0.77, the project would cause a significant impact. If an
intersection would operate at an unacceptable level without project-generated traffic, an increase
‘0 vic ratio 0f 0.01 or more would constitute a significant project-specific effect. For an
intersection with a v/c ratio exceeding 0.77, the addition of any traffic through that intersection
would constitute a significant cumulatve impact,

Signalized intersections were evaluaied using Intersection Capacity Utilization methodology.
This method determines the capacity for each lane group approaching the intersection. The v/c
ratio for each lane group is first calculated. Then, the overall v/c ratio for the intersection is
calculated based on the v/c ratios for the critical movements, which is used to determine the
overall LOS for the intersection (see Appendix A). As defined by the City of Santa Barbara, the
operational impact on intersections is considered significant when the project rraffic causes the

intersection to exceed a v/c ratio of 0.77.

The intersection of Milpas Street/Carpinteria Street/U.S. 101 northbound off-ramp was analyvzed
as a roundabout, using a methodology that considers the volume of traffic entering the
roundabout from each approach and the volume of traffic cifculating in the roundabout that
conflicts with the entering volume.! This methodology and the level of service calculations are
provided in Appendix A. ' '

i - -
Roundabouts, Michael Waliwork, P.E., Altemate Swreet Design.
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SETTING

Table | shows the results of the intersection analysis for existing weekday PM peak hour
conditions. Table | indicates that seven of the 14 study intersections are currently operating at
LOS B or better, with vic ratios of 0.7 or less. Five intersections are currently operatng at LOS
C, one intersection operates at LOS D, and one intersection operates at LOSE. Four of the smdy
intersections currently operate unacceptably with an overall v/c ratio higher than 0.77.-

TABLE 1
EXISTING WEEKDAY PM PEAK HOUR LEVELS OF SERVICE

Study Intersection LOS vie
{. Carrillo Street/Chapala Street B 0.67
2. Caillo Sweet/U.S. 101 northbound ramps C 0.80
3. Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps C 0.79
4. Mission Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps C 0.71
5. Mission Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps E 0.93
6. Garden Street/ U.S. 101 northbound ramps B 0.66
7. Garden Street/ U.S. 101 southbound ramps A 0.59
8. Garden Street/Gutierrez Street C 0.71
9. Garden Street/Haley Street B 0.70
10. Castillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramp D 0.82
11. Castillo Street/ U.S. 101 southbound ramps C 0.75
12. Milpas Street/Carpinteria Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps A 0.6

13. Milpas Street/Indio Muertc Street/U.S. 101 southbound on-ramp A 0.52
14. Milpas Street/U.S. 101 southbound off-ramp A 1 0.31

Source: Wilbur Smith Associates.
Note: v
Delay and level of service presented for the roundabeut are for the worst approach,

2.3 FREEWAY CONDITIONS

Two freeway segments were identified for analysis as part of this study, including U.S. 101
berween Route 144 (Milpas Street) and Route 225, and U.S. 101 between Mission Street and Las
Positas Road. The segment of U.S. 101 between Milpas Street and Route 225 is immediately
south of the study area and has two lanes in each direction. The four existing lanes carry 9,600
vehicles during the peak hour.” Both directions of the freeway c,urrently operate at capacxty, with
an average volume of 2,400 vehicles per hour per lane.

The segment of U.S. 101 between Mission Street and Las Positas Road is 1mmedlateiv north of
‘the study area and has three lanes in each direction. The six existing lanes carry 13,800 vehicles
during the peak hour.” Both directions of the freeway currently operate at’ capacity, with an
average volume of 2,300 vehicles per hour per lane.

2 1998 Traffic Volumes on California State High;/ays, Calrrans, June 1999.
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SETTING

s.4 EXISTING TRANSIT SERVICE

The Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District (MTD) provides public transportation services
to downtown Santa Barbara. The Transit Center 1s located at the imersection of Chapala and
Carrillo Steets, about three blocks from the project site. Seventeen of MTD’s 26 transit lines
stop at the Transit Center. These lines provide transit service to an exiensive area meluiding
Eastside, Wesiside, UCSB, Goleta, Mesa, Carpinteria, Montecito and City College. MTD- Limne
|: Westside and MTD Line 2: Eastside serve the area in the immediate vicinity of the project
site. Line 1: Westside provides service between the Transit Center and La Cumbre Junior High
School, primarily traveling on Carrillo, San Andres, Micheltorena, Mountain, Valerio, Gillespie,
Portesuello, Modoc and returning downtown on San Andres. Line 1 operates at a frequency of
15 minutes between 6:30 AM and 6:00 PM, and generally operates at 2 frequency of 30 minutes
between 6:00 PM and 10:00 PM on weekdays. Line 2: Eastside provides service between the
Transit Center and the intersection of Punta Gorda and Salinas, waveling on Anapamu, Milpas,
Montecito, Salinas, Punta Gorda, Voluntario, Carpinteria, and retrning on Milpas and
Anapamu. Line 2 operates at a frequency of 15 minutes berween 6:30 AM and 3:45 PM, and
generally operates at 4 frequency of 30 minutes between 5:45 PM and 10:00 PM on weekdays.

2.5 PARKING CONDITIONS

Parking in the vicinity of the project site is constrained. Lot 6 is typically 100 percent occupied
between 10:00AM and 4:00PM on weekdays. Lot 3, which 1s one block west of the project site,
‘has 191 spaces and is typically 100 percent occupied between 9:00AM and 7:.00PM on
weekdays. Lot 4 has 128 spaces and is typically 100 percent occupied berween 10:00AM and
4:00PM on weekdays. Lot 7 is one block south of the project site; its 268 spaces arc typically
100 percent occupied berween 11:00AM and 3.00PM on weekdays. At midday, drivers queue ‘
and wait for other vehicles to exit these lots so that they can enter the lot, This activity was
observed at Lot 6, where the average queue length was about four vehicles and the average wait
time was about 2.5 minutes. The longest queue observed was six vehicles in length, and the
" maximum wait time observed was six minutes.’ A study conducted in 1998 compared the
parking supply to the projected future parking demand in the area bounded by Sola, De La Vina,
Canon Perdido and Santa Barbara identified a projected future parking deficit of between 600
and 800 parking spaces for this area’ Observations of parking conditions in the area
surrounding Lot 6 indicated that much of the on-street parking in the vicinity of Lot 6 was more
than 85 percent occupied by 9:30am.”

2.6 BICYCLE CONDITIONS

Downtown Santa Barbara has several bicycle routes. The State Street Route is a Class II facility
(striped bike lanes) berween Constance Avenue and Cabrillo Boulevard, becomes an unsigned
and unpainted route between Constance Avenue and Calle Laureles, and resumes as & Class II
facility on upper State Street, west of Calle Laureles. The Cross Town Route is 2 Class 11 facility
on Canon Perdido (three blocks south of the project site) between Milpas Sueet and Santa
Barbara Street, becomes a Class III facility (signed route without striping) berween Santa

Barbara Street and Castillo Street, and resumes as a Class Il facility on Bath and Castillo Steets

* Observations made by Amy Marshall, Wilbur Smith Associates, December 9, 1999.
! Santa Barbara Downtown Parking Needs Updare Study, Wilbur Smith Associates, August 31, 1998.
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berween Canon Perdido and Micheltorena Street.  Other bicycle routes in the vicinity of the
project include a Class II facility on Garden Street between Arrellaga Street and Ortega Street
(limited to the hours between 7:00 AM and 9:00 AM), a Class II bicycle facility on Anapamu
Srreet berween Vista Road and Chino Street (limited hours), and alternate routes (unsigned,

without striping) on Sola Street bewween Olive and Bath Sgeets, and Olive Street between Sola
and De La Guerra Streets.

All of the blcvcle routes in the downtown area are well used, and the routes near the prmect site
are the most heavily waveled routes in the downtown area. During the 2-hour PM peak period
(4:00PM to 6:00PM), State Street carries about 290 bicyclists and Anapamu Street carries about
70 bicyclists. Victoria Street carries about 40 bicyclists and Bath Street carries about 80
bicyclists during the two-hour afternoen commute period, and about 50 bicyclists use Canon

Perdido during this time period. Garden Street is less utilized: it carries about 20 blCVChS’ES
during the two-hour PM peak period.

2.7 PEDESTRIAN CONDITIONS

The sidewalks in the downtown area are generally in good condition, and the sidewalks adjacent
to the project site on Anacapa and Anapamu Streets are about eight feet wide and can

accommodate the current pedestrian volumes. There are continuous sidewalks along every street
within a two-block radius of the project site.

340425 . .
SANTA BARBARA LOT 6 TRAFFIC STUDY WILBUR SMITH ASSOCIATES

MAR 2 7 2001#

57



Chapter 3 -
TRAVEL DEMAND ANALYSIS

5.1 Existing Use

The project site at 1200 Anacapa Street is currently occupied by City parking Lot 6, a 210-space
surface parking lot operated by the City. The existing lot has one vehicular entrance and one
vehicular exit, both of which are located on Anacapa Street. Lot 6 is typically 100% occupied on
weekdays between 10:00am and 4:00pm.

3.2 Trip Generation

 3.2.1 Background

Parking facilities are not generally considered true traffic generators the way that an office
puilding is. The ITE Trip Generation Manual does not include them as a separate category.
parking facilities are generally considered “trip facilitators,” with the real generators being
principally Downtown commercial, ‘entertainment, and cultural aractions.  Although the
parking structure will not actually generate new tips, there are some individuals who may not be
travelling downtown to shop, dine or visit entertainment centers because of the limited parking in
the area. The parking Structure would in essence facilitate this latent parking demand, allowing
new trips to the project site. In line with the CEQA approach to analyze the “reasonable worst
case.” the additional traffic facilitated by building more parking spaces will be analyzed in this

section for potential project impacts.

Trip Rates: Local and National References. The calculations of gross (driveway) trips and net
new vehicles trips are based on the following sources:

e City parking facility entry/exit counts 4

e Questionnaire Surveys of Downtown employees and Customers
e Weant & Levinson's standard reference on Parking

¢ Rates observed in other cities

Sirnilar Lot 6, the proposed parking structure would have a variery of users, including
individuals with busmess at the County Administration Building or Courthouse, retail shoppers
and people attending cultural events. Therefore, the hourly distribution of daily driveway counts
at the proposed structure would be similar to the existing hourly distribution of driveway counts
at Lot 6. The hourly distribution of traffic currently entering and exiing City lots and downtown
parking intercept SUrvey data will indicate the relationship of PM peak hour entrance and exit
volumes to both the total number of spaces in the structure and the daily driveway Counts. Peak
hour parking structure entrance and exit data from other cities Were used to check that projected
PM peak hour enwance and exit rates were within the limits of driveway capacity and the
- projected PM peak hour inbound/outbound split is 1n check with other parking StrUCtures ina
similar environment. This check with other natonal sources is important because of the high
percent 0ccupancy of City lots in downtown Santa Barbara. Parking lots with high occupancy
rates may represent constrained conditions during peak periods and consequently have lower tip

340425
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TRAVEL DEMAND ANALYSIS

generation rates.

3.2.2 Traffic Generation of New Parking Supply

Within two years of opening, a 570-space Lot 6 parking structure is expected to reach practical
capacity (85% occupancy) frequently and full occupancy during peak periods. This is based on a
previously published assessment of the supply/demand balance in the Lot 6 patronage shed, using
parking demand estimates for existing and expected land uses.

Entrance and exit data indicate that parking lots in the downtown area usually incur the greatest
hourly volume of traffic entering and exiting the lots during the midday, with slightly less traffic
entering and exiting the lots during the PM peak commute hour. However, the traffic volumes
on roadways in the area are considerably higher during the PM peak commute hour than during
midday. Therefore, the proposed project would have the greatest impact on traffic conditions
during the PM peak commute hour, which was chosen as the analysis time period.

City Parking Lot 2 has 570 spaces and is located about three blocks south and two blocks west of
Lot 6 at 900 Chapala Street. An analysis of current parking lot enwrance and exit volumes at Lot
2 during the PM peak hour indicates a rate of 0.57 PM peak hour vehicle trips per space, with
45% of the vehicles entering the lot and 55% exiting the lot. The driveway rates for Lot 2 were
used for comparison purposes rather than the driveway rates of Lot 6 because Lot 2 has more
spaces and represents conditions where parking demand and supply are balanced. Currently the
spaces at Lot 6 are 100 percent occupied for a large part of the day, so driveway entrance and exit
rates at Lot'6 would represent “constrained” conditions and would not be representative of the
entrance and exit rates at the proposed parking facility. |

The observed driveway rate at Lot 2 is consistent with the PM peak hour rate of 0.6 vehicle trips
per space observed at the Fifth & Mission parking garage in San Francisco. Another San

P A i dla
&

Francisco parking garage recently studied assumed a rate of 0,74 PM peak hour vehicle trips per
space. In order to provide a conservative analysis, a PM peak hour rate of 0.7 vehicles per space
was used in this study. A PM peak hour trip generation rate of 0.7 vehicle wips per space
assumes 100% occupancy of the 570-space parking structure, and therefore provides the most
appropriate analysis of impacts caused by vehicles traveling to and from the structure.

The proposed PM peak hour directional split of 40% inbound and 60% outbound would be an
average of the directional split currently observed at Lot 2 (43% inbound/55% outbound), and

that observed at the Fifih and Mission parking structure in San Francisco (31% inbound/69%
outbound). ' '

L]

Assuming the PM peak hour rate and directional split discussed above, the 360 net new spaﬁ:es
would yield 101 additional inbound and 151 additional outbound vehicles, for a toal of 252
additional vehicles during the PM peak hour.

" Wilbur Smith Associates for the City of Santa Barbara, Dow_'ntown Paridng Needs Update Slu;iy.‘ Final Report. August 1998.
340425 .
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TRAVEL DEMAND ANALYSIS

3.2.3 Traffic Generution of Parking Offices

The parking office space for parking office staff and the parking program public counter would
generate trips to and from the proposed parking structure as well, The 8,000 square feet of office
and parkmo program courter space is estimated to generate 3.4 vehicle trips per thousand square

feet’ , vielding 27 PM peak hour vehicle mwips. With a directional split of 17% inbound and 83%

outbound five vehicles would be maveling to the project site and 22 vehicles would be leaving
the project site during the PM peak hour.

3.2.4 Discount Due to Bicycle Station

The bike station would occupy 3,000 square fest, and would have a capacity to valet park 300
bicyeles (1 bicycle/10 SF)". In addition to an area for bicycle parking, the bike station would
include a small sales area, changing rooms, and two restrooms for bike station users and
employees. Typically, bike stations offer amenities such as bicycle repairs and rentals.

City staff anticipates that the bike station's amenities may provide an incentive for people
- raveling to the downtown area to ride a bicycle. Therefore, an estimated reduction in PM peak
hour vehicle wips that would result from downtown travelers switching from automobile to
bicycle because of the bicycle station was based on a review of patronage impacts of three
California bike station projects with similar amenities and services. However, none of these
other projects have yet assessed the extent to which bike stations attract new blCVCle COIIIMULETS,
compared to people who were previously bicyeling to and from the downtown area.”

It is assumed that a bike station attracts virtually no motor vehicle trips. If the bxke station were
fully occupied by employees in the downtown area, there would be an estimated 300 inbound
bicycle trips in the morning commute period and 300 outbound bicycle trips in the afternooq
commute period. At the bike stamon in Long Beach, California, 90 percent of the bicvcles leav
the station during the PM peak hour.” Based on this assumption, there would be 270 bicycle trips
leaving the proposed project site during the PM peak hour.

According to the TenEyck and Company survey results, there are various incentives that would
encourage respondents to bicycle or walk to downtown destinations, including: better walk/bike
routes (15.8%), a guaranteed ride home in case of emergency (5.2%), increase parking costs
(4.6%), if my job provided incentives for using alternative transportation (4.4%) and flexible

work schedules (3.8%). Therefore, about 34% of respondents indicated that at least one travel
dernand management (TDM) strategy would make them more inclined to bicycle or walk to
downtown destinations. The bike station is a similar type of amenity as those suggested in the
survey, and similarly could encourage people to bicycle to and from downtown Santa Barbara,

The implementation of other TDM strategies in conjunction .with the bike station would
maximize any mode shift.

* ITE Trip Generation, Fifth Edition, General Office Buil lding land use.
¥ The recently constructed 1,300 square foot bike station in Palo Alto, California can accommodate 150 bicycles.

# City of Mounrain View Memo to Council Transportation Conmttee, “Transporiation Policy Review: Yellow Bike and
Bikestation Repors.” December§, 1999, ; - -

* Neil Browne, operator of the Long Beach Bike Station, February 2000, )
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Conservatively assuming that only 15 percent of the bicyclists are new bicyclists, or bicvelists
that were previously driving, walking, riding transit or not coming downtown, about 41" of the
bicycle trips leaving the bike station during the PM peak hour would be new PM pealc hour
bicycle tips. If 67 percent of these bicyclists were previously driving, the bike stzmon would
result in the reducuon of 27 PM peak hour automobile trips to/from the downtown area.”

3.2, 5 Discount for Pcrking Progmm Disincentives and Free Transit Pass Program

In July 1999, the City of Santa Barbara implemented several measures to provide more parking
for short-term customers while maintaining or reducing waffic levels Downtown. The free
parking time period was reduced from 90 minutes to 75 minutes both in City downtown parking
lots and on streets in the downtown area. This measure was intended to discourage emplovees
from taking advantage of the customer free parking by “shuffling” their vehicles from one free
parking space to another, and thereby make more of these spaces available to downtown visitors.
The other primary measures implemented was the increase in monthly permit fees, an offer of
free 10-ride bus passes to any emplovee in the Downtown core, a reduced free period for
handicapped parking, and enforcement of both time limits and parking fees on Sundays.

After the implementation of these measures, a seven-percent reduction in free parking tickets was

observed in downtown City lots. However, it could not be determined if the reduced free parking

period had actually deterred employees from parking in City lots, as people could have simply

been parking for a longer duration and paying the associated fee. In order to provide a

conservative analysis, no reducmon n automobxle trips was assumed for the reduced free parking
- period.

When the free transit pass program for downtown employees was implemented in July 1999,
transit passes were distributed to 97 downtown employees. A sample survey of transit pass
recipients was made to determine the mode the recipient was previously using. The survey found
that approximately 30 percent of the pass recipients were new transit riders, and that 79 percent
of the pass recipients were traveling during the PM peak hour. Thus, the free transit pass
program would represent a reduction of 23 PM peak hour automobile wips.

3.2.6 Net New Vehicle Trips Generated

Table 2 presents a summary of the trip generation assumptions for the proposed project. In
surnmary, the 360 net new spaces in the proposed parking structure would serve employees and
visitors in downtown Santa Barbara, with an estimated 252 PM peak hour vehicle trips entering
and exiting the parking structure. There would also be a small number of PM peak hour vehicle
trips (five inbound and 22 outbound) generated by the employees of the parking office in he
parking structure, :

The proposed bike station would Jessen the number of vehicles traveling to and from downtown
Santa Barbara. The free transit passes have reduced the overall number of vehicles traveling to
and from the downtown area. The previously implemented transit pass program would serve to
partially mitigate the PM peak hour vehicle trips facilitated by the proposed structure by reducing

¢ Case S_fudy No. 15."The Environmental Benefits ofBic'ycHng and Walking—, FHWA, January 1993,
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SANTA BARBARA LOT 6 TRAFFIC STUDY WILBUR SMITH ASSOCIATES

Fage 3 -4

) o -~ MAR 27 2001#
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the number of PM peak hour vehicle wips to and from Lot 6 by 23 vehicles

TABLE 2
PM PEAK HOUR VEHICLE TRIP GENERATION

PM Peak Vehicle Percent Percent Inbound Outbound
Hour Rate Trips Inbound Outbound Vehicle Trips Vehicle Trips

360 netnew spaces 0.7 252 40% 60% 101 151

Adjustment for free .3 -4 .19
transit passes : L

8.0 Thousand Square . _ ' an

Feet Parking Office 34 27 17% 8% 3 i

300 bicycle spaces 0.17 =27 17% 33% -5 =22

Total Net New Vehicle Trips 229 97 132

Source: Wilbur Smith Associates

3.3 Trip Distribution and Assignment

Some of the vehicles traveling to or from the Lot 6 structure during the PM peak hour would
begin or end within the downtown area. Other wips would originate or terminate in the areas
north of downtown Santa Barbara. These vehicle trips would not travel through any of the study
intersections, as discussed in Section 4.

The geographic distribution of trips to and from the proposed project was based on a recent City
parking facility users intercept survey conducted by TenEyck and Company. Table 3 and Figure
4 summarize the assumed distribution patterns for trips waveling to and from the proposed
parking structure. More than 19% of those surveyed live in the greater downtown area (zip code
93101). Based on the trip distribution shown in Table 3, the vehicle trips generated by the
proposed parking structure would be assigned to the local street network.

" The residential zip codes were grouped together into areas that have a similar geographic
relationship to the project site, as shown in Table 4. Based on predominant traffic patterns, the
expected access routes between these areas and the project site were then developed. Routes
between the project site and communities farther away from downtown Santa Barbara would
likely include U.S. 101, while other routes would include only local sireets. Due to the proximity
to Carrillo Street, much of the project-generated traffic traveling to/from U.S. 101 would use the
on- and off-ramps located at Carrillo Street. Project-generated traffic would also use the ramps
at Mission Streer, Castillo Street, Garden Street and Milpas Street.

1 340425
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" TABLE 3

GEOGRAPHIC TRIP DISTRIBUTION

Residential Zip Code \ Percent Distribution
193013 314%
93101 . : ' 19.1%
93103 8.4%

- 93103 17.5%
93108 4.2%
93109 7.0%
93110 4.6%
93111 5.0%
93117 - 17.1%
Other 13.7%
Total 100.0%

The routes used by drivers traveling to the parking structure would be slightly different than the
routes drivers would use when leaving the structure, primarily due to the Arrellaga northbound
on- and off-rammp. This ramp would be a logical choice for drivers exiting the parking structure
destned for Goleta. However there is no southbound on- or off-ramp at Arrellaga, so drivers
rraveling to the parking swucture from Goleta would not be able to use this ramp, and would
likely use the Mission Street southbound off-ramp instead. Many of the vehicles traveling to and
from areas northeast and northwest of the project site or other parts of downtown Santa Barbara
would niot pass through any of the study intersections. (There are 1o study intersections along the
Downtown boundaries to the northwest, north, and northeast. This reflects generally low levels
of congestion on routes away from the freeway.) Of all the PM peak hour inbound vehicle wips,
68 percent were assumed 10 travel through at least one study intersection, and 56 percent of the
PM peak hour outbound vehicle wips were assumed to twavel through at least ome study
intersection. :

Table 4 indicates the percentage of traffic that would travel through at least one study
intersection. With one exception (the Carrillo/Chapala intersection), the study intersections are

all near Highway 101, The assignment of PM peak hour inbound and outbound twips is also
shown in Figures 5 and 6, respectively.
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Chapter 4
PROJECT TRANSP@RTATE@N EMPACT ANALYSIS

This chapter describes the transportation impacts of the pmposed project on the.local swest
network during the weekday PM peak hour. Net new waffic generated by the proposed project
was added to the background waffic under existing PM peak hour conditions. Figure 7 presents
the net new PM peak hour traffic that would be generated by the proposed project.

4.1 Project-Specific Impacts

As defined by the City of Santa Barbara, a project-specific impact would result whan a project is
found to generate taffic that causes the v/c ratio of an intersection to increase beyond 0.77, or if
the project-related traffic increases the v/c ratio at an intersection already operating unacceptably
by 0.01 or more. ’

PM peak hour traffic conditions were evaluated under the Existing Plus Project scenario at all of
the fourteen study intersections. Study intersection analyses were conducted to assess potential
traffic impacts generated by the addition of project traffic to existing traffic volumes.

Figure 8 illustrates the Existing Plus Project peak hour traffic volumes at the study intersections.
Table 5 presents a comparison of the Existing Plus Project intersection operational analysis to
existing conditions for the PM peak hour. Project-generated traffic would result-in increases to
v/c ratio at six of the fourteen study intersections during the PM peak hour. All but four of the
study intersections would continue to operate at acceptable service levels (v/c ratio of 0.77 or
less) during the PM peak hour with the addition of project-generated traffic. The project-
generated traffic would cause the v/c ratio at two of the intersections that are currently operating
unacceptably to increase by 0.01 or more, thereby resulting in project-specific impacts at the
intersections of Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 Southbound ramps and Mission Street/U.S. 101
Southbound ramps. - These project-specific significant impacts could be mitigated to an

acceptable level, as described in Chapter 5. Appendix A provides the detailed calculations of the
 intersection level of service analysis.

The intersection of Mission Street and U.S, 101 southbound ramps has two westbound lanes that
carry 960 vehicles during the PM peak hour. The proposed project would add 22 vehicles to the
intersection of Mission Street and U.S. 101 southbound ramps during the PM peak hour. The
additional traffic generated by the proposed project would cause the vic ratio to increase from
0.93 t0 0.94. The intersection of Carrillo Street and U.S. 101 sofithbound ramps has heavy traffic
volumes turning left from the off-ramp to Carrillo Street and turning left from Carrillo Street to
the on-ramp in addition to heavy through-movement volumes on Carrillo Street.
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PROJECT TRANSPORTATION IMPACT ANALYSIS

TABLE S
EXISTING PLUS PROJECT
INTERSECTION PM PEAK HOUR LEVELS OF SERVICE
Existing Plus
_ Existing Project

Study Intersections _ [ LOS vie | LOS | vic
1. Carrilio Swreet/Chapala Street B | 067 B 0.68
2. Carrillo Srreet/U.S. 101 northbound ramps C 0.80 C 0.80
3. Carrilio Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps c 0.79 C 0.80
4. Mission Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps C 0.71 C 0.71
5. Mission Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps E 0.93 E 0.94
6 Garden Swee/ U.S, 101 northbound ramps B | 066 | B 0.66
7. Garden Street/ U.S. 101 southbound ramps A 0.59 A 0.60
8. Garden Street/Gutierrez Street C 0.71 Ne 0.73
9. Garden Street/Haley Street B 0.70 C 0.71
10. Castillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramp D 0.82 D 0.82
11. Castillo Street/ U.S. 101 southbound ramps C 0.75 C 0.73
12. Milpas Street/Carpinteria Streev/U.S. 101 northbound A 0.60 A 0.60

.ramps’ ' o . '
13. Milpas Street/Indio Muerto Street/U.S. 101 A 0.52 A 0.32

southbound on-rarnp ' o

14, Milpas Street/U.S. 101 southbound off-ramp A 0.51 A 6.31

Seurce: Wilbur Smith Associates.
Note:

! The average delay and level of service presented for the roundabout are for the worst approach.

The additional traffic generated by the proposed project would result in increases in traffic
volumes on sweets in the vicinity of City Lot 6. A large portion of the additional traffic
generated by the site would be traveling on commercial corridors to and from U.S. 101, and
would not ravel through the residential neighborhoods immediately north and east of the project
site. However, some project-generated traffic would ravel on residential streets in these areas.
Approximately 15 percent of the project-generated traffic, or 34 vehicles during the PM peak
hour, are expected to travel on various local strests north and east of the project site. Many of

these vehicles will access residences in the area, and therefore be dispersed to several streets in
this area. '
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PROJECT TRANSPORTATION IMPACT ANALYSIS

4.2 Congestion Management Plan (CMP) Impacts

The proposed project would generate 26 northbound and 20 southbound vehicles on the segment
of U.S. 10] immediately south of Milpas Street, for a total increase of 46 vehicles during the PM
peak hour. The project would generate 24 northbound and 18 southbound vehicles on the
segment of U.S. 101 immediately north of Mission Street, for a total increase of 42 vehicles on
this freeway segment during the PM peak hour. The additional traffic that would be created on
the study freeway segment is less than the threshold of 50 trips outlined in the Congestion
Management Program, and therefore no freeway impact analysis is necessary.

All but two of the study intersections (Garder/Haley and Garden/Gutierrez) are components of
the CMP network. The CMP guidelines indicate that any of the following conditions would
constitute 2 significant impact to the CMP system: any CMP intersection operating at LOS A or
B decreasing two levels of service due to project-generated traffic, any CMP intersection
operating at LOS C decreasing to LOS D or worse due 1o project-generated traffic, the addition
of 20 peak hour vehicle tips to any CMP intersection operating at L.OS D, or the addition of ten
peak hour vehicle trips to any CMP intersection operating at LOS E or F.

Based on these criteria, the proposed project would cause CMP impacts at the intersection of
Mission Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps. ’

4.3 Bicycle Impuacts

For the purposes of this analysis, the project would be considered to have a significant effect on
the environment if it would create congesied bicycle routes, create particularly hazardous

conditions for bicyclists or otherwise substantially interfere with bicycle accessibility to the site
and to adjoining areas. :

The project is estimated to generate 41 outbound net new PM peak hour bicycle tips during the
PM peak hour. Current bicycle activity in the area was observed and qualitatively assessed to be
moderate during the PM peak hour, as bicycle volumes are such that cyclists encounter and are
aware of other cyclists, but are generally able to select individual travel speeds. The-additonal
bicycle trips created by the proposed project would not result in congested bicycle routes, and the
development of the project would not interfere with bicycle accessibility to the site or adjoining
areas. Therefore, the proposed project would not create any bicycle-related significant impacts.

The bike swtion is oriented toward Anacapa Street. Anacapa Street would provide cyclisis
access to the Class I bicycle facility on Anapamu Street (limited hours), which in addition to
accommodating cyclists in the east-west direction, provides access to the Class II facility on State
Street, which is one block away and facilitates bicycles in the north-south direction. These
bicvcle routes in the immediate vicinity of the project would allow bicyclists to travel to the
project site from other areas of Santa Barbara. The bike station would encourage some
individuals to shift modes from automobile to bicycle (an estimated 27 PM peak hour tips), and
consequently would have a positive effect on traffic conditions in the area.
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PROJECT TRANSPORTATION IMPACT ANALYSIS

At times, there would be conflicts between bicyclists traveling south on Anacapa Street and west
on Anapamu Street and vehicles entering the parking structure from these sweets. This conflict
currently exists on Anacapa Street, as vehicles queue on the street to enter the parking lot require
‘bicyclists to merge to the left of the queue. Because the proposed project would prowde a larger
supply of parking compared to the existing Lot 6, the queues which occur when the lot. 1s full on
~ Anacapa Street will not exist under typical times and will be shorter than they are today during

" peak conditions. Thus, there will be fewer conflicts between vehicles entering the proposed
structure and bicyclisis on Anacapa Street than there are today.

However, currently there is no vehicular access to Lot 6 from Anapamu Street. Because the
proposed parking structure will provide vehicular access from Anapamu Street, the potential
conflict between bicyclists and vehicles entering the parking swucrure will increase at this
location because of the proposed project. However, because the proposed structure would
provide adequate supply, queues of vehicles entering the structure would be minimal and the
potential impact between vehicles entering the structure and bicyclists on Anapamu Strest-would

be minimal. Therefore, the proposed project would not swmﬁcantly affect bicycle conditions on
either Anacapa or Anapamu Street.

4.4 Pedestrian Impacts

For the purposes of this analysis, the project would be considered to have a smmﬁczmt effect on
the environment if it were to result in substantial overcrowding on public sidewalks, create

particularly hazardous conditions for pedeswrians, or otherwise substannallv interfere wuh
pedestrian accessibility to the site and to adjoining areas.

Current pedestrian activity in the area was observed and qualitatively assessed to be moderarte

during the PM peak hour, as pedesuians were generally able 10 select normal walking speeds and
easily bypass other slower pedestmans.

Pedesmians walking to and from the project site would approach the project site from all
directions, such that there would likely be pedestrian traffic on Anacapa Street and Anapamu
Street. There are currently continuous sidewalks on both sides of all sweets within a two-block
radius of the project site. The additional pedestrian trips created by the proposed project would
not result in congested sidewalks, and the project would not create hazardous conditions for
pedestrians or interfere with pedesuian accessibility to the site or adjoining areas. Therefore, the
project would not cause any pedestrian-related significant impacts. ‘

4.5 Parking Impacts

%

The City’s Circulation Element emphasizes the importance of the availability of parkmo for
Downtown customers, while reducing the need for downtown employee parking by malking
alternative modes of transportation convenient for Downtown employees and the public.

Previous studies have indicated that there is a parking deficit in the downtown area. The high
occupancy levels of the City lots in the vicinity of the project site support this finding. The
proposed structure would provide an additional 360 parking spaces than currently exists on the
site. The additional 360 parking spaces provided-by the proposed structure would accommodate

340425
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PROJECT TRANSPORTATION IMPACT ANALYSIS

a portion of the furure projected 600 to 800-space deficit in the downtown area. Therefore, no
long-term parking impacts are anticipated.

4.6 Consiruction Impacts

The proposed project would be constructed over a 15-month period, excluding the interior tenant
improvements (bike station and parking offices), which may take an additional 2-3 months.
Construction staging would occur on existing surface parking lot, and most truck waffic would
travel to the site via U.S. 101 to Carrillo to Chapala or Santa Barbara 10 Anapamu/Victona to
Anacapa. Return trips will be on the parallel one-way streets and Carrillo. Deliveries from the
Santa Barbara industrial area (e.g., from Vulcan concrete) will likely use the Haley/Guuerrez and

Santa Barbara/Anacapa one-way couplets.

The heavy construction phase will include ‘excavation, and concrete and steel construction. The
duration of the heavy construction phase would be eight months, and during this tme there
would be 20 to 25 construction workers on the site on a rypical day. During peak days, such as
major concrete pours, as many as 50 workers could be on site. Typical work hours would be
restricted to: 7:00 AM or 7:30 AM to 3:30 PM or 4:00 PM). T herefore, construction workers
would likely arrive at the site before the AM peak hour and leave the site before the PM peak
hour. Construction workers, in many cases, would not be able to park on-site due to the
excavation for the underground levels of the parking garage, and workers would be transported to
and from the site by shuttle bus.

Deliveries and worker traffic would be scheduled to completely avoid the AM and PM peak-
hours, with truck deliveries occurring before 7.30 AM or berween 9:00 AM and 3:.00 PM).

There would be 5 to 10 truck trips on a typical day with 20 t0 40 trucks on peak days such as

major concrete pours. During the concrete pours, trucks would be delivering concrete every 20 to

30 minutes during the off-peak morning hours.

During construction of the parking structure, there would be a temporary loss of the 210 parking

spaces currently occupying the site. The peak occupancy of Lot 6 occurs in the early afternoon..
During this time, other lots in the general vicinity (City Parking Lots 3, 4, 5, 7 and 8) and on-

street parking spaces are typically 100 percent occupied, and would not be able to accommodate

any of the surplus parking demand for Lot 6 during the construction period. Therefore, the loss

of these 210 spaces for the 17- to 18-month period of construction would represent a significant

impact to parking conditions in the downtown area. Furthermore, due to the excavaton for the

underground levels of the parking garage, construction workers would not be able to park on-site

during construction, representing an Impact to parking conditions in the area. Mitigation

measures for construction worker parking deficiency and displacement of the exisung 210 public

parking spaces are discussed in Chapter 3. . '

4.7 Cumulative Traftic Impacts

Cumulative traffic growth would occur from other developments in the project area as well as the
proposed project. A list of approximately 105 projects that are either approved or pending
approval was obtained from the Ciry’s Planning Division. These other projects would generate a
cotal esfimated 2,556 PM peak hour vehicle trips throughout the Ciry (see Appéndix B). These
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PRCJECT TRANSPORTATION IMPACT ANALYSIS

vehicle trips were distributed on the roadway nerwork. The impact of the proposed project and
the other cumulative projects is presented in the cumulative analysis.

The cumulative projects include additional development at Santa Barbara City College that
would accommodate an additional 3,000 students, about 465 net new residental units, about
166,000 square feet of net new office space, and various commercial developments.

Table 6 summarizes the results of the intersection LOS analysis for cumulative PM peak hour
conditions (Existing and Existing-Plus-Project have also been included for comparison
purposes). Under cumulative conditions, eight of the fourteen study intersections would operate
at acceptable levels during the PM peak hour (i.e. a v/c ratio of 0.77 or less) and six intersections
would operate at an unacceptable level, The proposed project would add traffic tw all of the six
intersections expected to operate at unacceptable levels under cumulative conditons, and would
increase the v/c rtatio at the intersection of Garden Street/Guiierrez Street from 0.77 to 0.78.
Thus, the project would cause cumulative traffic impacts at seven of the study intersections,
including Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramps, Carrillo Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps,
Mission Street/U.S. 101 southbound ramps, Garden Street/ U.S. 101 northbound ramps, Garden
Street/Gutierrez Street, Castillo Street/Haley Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramp, and Castillo
Street/ U.S. 101 southbound ramps.  Mitigation of the impacted intersections would improve
the operating conditions of the affected intersections to those expected for cumulative conditions.

340425
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Chup%er 5
MITIGATION MEASURES

5.1 TRAFF!C

5.1.1 Existing Plus Project Condmons

Traffic generated by the project during the PM peak hour would cause the v/c ratio at the
intersections of Carillo Streev/U.S. 101 Southbound ramps and Mission StmeetU.S. 101
Southbound ramps 1o increase by 0.01 or more. Because these intersections currently operate at
an unacceptable level, the increase in v/c ratio would represent a project-specific impact at each
of these intersections. The proposed mitigation measure for all of these impacts is the

implementation of a Supertickets program for dowmown employees and is described in more
detail below.

5,1.2 Cumulative Conditions

The proposed project would add traffic to all of the six intersections expected to operate at
unacceptable levels under cumulative conditions, and would increase the v/c ratio at the
intersection of Garden Street/Gutierrez Street from 0.77 to 0.78. Thus, the project would cause
cumularive traffic impacts at seven of the study intersections, including Carrillo Street/U.S. 101
northbound ramps, Carrillo® StreevU.S. 101 southbound ramps, Mission Street/U.S. 101
southbound ramps, Garden Street/ U.S. 101 northbound ramps, Garden Street/Gutierrez Street,
Castillo Street/Haley Street/U.S. 101 northbound ramp, and Castillo Street/ U.S. 101 southbound
ramps. The proposed mitigation measure for these seven intersections is the same as those
recommended for Existing Plus Project conditions. In order to estimate the potential reduction of
PM peak hour wehicle trips that would result from the proposed mitigation measure, information

on travel characteristics to downtown Santa Barbara was gathered from the 1999 TenEyck and
Company Findings Report.

Supertickets are annual transit passes in the form of a credit card and would be distributed free-
of-charge to the estimated 20,226 workers in the downtown area residing within the MTD service
area.! Similar programs targeted at employees in Santa Clara, California and Denver, Colorado
have had positive results. The Eco Pass Program in Santa Clara distributed passes to employers
with a total of 40,000 employees in the first year, Many such programs have experienced an
increase in transit ridership after the program was implemented. Unfortunately, however, the
amount of verifiable data regarding the success of these progrars is limited. Although the Santa
Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) has not conducted & rider survey to directly assess
the ridership increase resulting from the ECO Pass Program, VTA ridership has increased and the
ratio of revenue to nidership has remained steady, indicating that the average revenue per rider
has not decreased.

! Number of emplovees estimated by Mindy Norris, Traffic Selutions and is based on the mumber of surveys distributed to
Howntown workers and an esumated 30 percent caprure rate. . -
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MITIGATION MEASURES

The Denver Regional Transportation District (RTD) has conducted surveys of downtown riders
to assess the effectiveness of the ECO Pass Program. After the program was implemented, riders
* poted that on average, they rode the bus 0.8 days per week more and drove 0.3 days per week less
than prior to implementation of the ECO Pass Program, representing an average 16 percent mode
shift from awtomobile to wansit. Before implementation.of the ECO Pass Program, 54 percent of
the surveyed downtown workers traveled by automobile, compared to 38 percent “after program
implementation. It should be noted that the percent of persons traveling by autornobile prior 10
implementation of the program was relatively low. In Santa Barbara, where the existing

automobile mode share is higher, a lower mode shzft 10 transit would likely occur than that
observed in Denver.

A study conducted at the University of Wisconsin, Milwaukee about the effectiveness of the
UPASS program included student surveys before and after the program was implemented. The
overall reduction in the percent of people traveling by automobile is comparable to the results of
the survey of Denver RTD downtown riders. The UPASS study found that the reduction in
single occupant vehicle (SOV) trips was different depending on the student’s place of residence.
This differential in mode shift can be attributed to the general difference in accessibility to and
convenience of transit in different geographic areas. The results of the UPASS program are not
directly applicable to downtown Santa Barbara as a university environment is different from a
downtown in that many students do not have automobiles, One aspect of the results of the
UPASS program that is relevant to Santa Barbara is the finding that there is a higher likelihood
for short distance trips to be diverted from auto to transit, than the longer trips. In Santa Barbara,
this observation is already supported by the fact that the amount of auto travel appears to increase
with the distance in the downtown as is discussed below. Also the planned implementation of
the MTD Electric Avenue shuttle program will greatly emhance linkages by transit to the
downtown from the neighborhoods closest to the downtown, further supporung the suggestion

that the closer in neighborhoods will generate the most additional transit use- under the
Supertickets program.

In Santa Barbara, 73 percent of the trips to downtown from residences in the downtown area (ZIP
Code 93101) are made by automobile, but 97 percent of the trips to downtown from residences in
Montecito are made by automobile.” As demonstrated by the study of the UPASS program, the
potential reduction in employee SOV tips to the downtown area is greater than the potential
reduction in SOV trips between downtown Santa Barbara and communities farther from the
downtown area. Many of these communities offer transit service to the downtown area, however
this service generally has longer headways and less coverage. Therefore, the potenual reduction

in SOV trips from a specific area is in effect lower in areas where the emsnno percentaoe of
persons choosing to travel by automobile is higher.

It is important to note that the estimation of the potential effectiveness of the Supertickets
program is a difficult task given the lack of data regarding the success of the existing programs

7 ; FA k3 - 0y v
“Findings Report: Transportation and Parking Study, TenEyck and Company, November 4, 1999,
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MITIGATION MEASURES

and the limited data that is available regarding the pumber, type, and travel characteristics of
existing employees in downtown Santa Barbara, Travel characteristics and demographics such
as mode share to the downtown area from different ZIP codes, the distribution of downtown
workers to ZIP codes, the number of these residents from each ZIP code working . the
downtown area, and the number of days that individuals typically drive downtown each week
were used to estimate the potential reduction. The methodology s described in Appendix C.
The issuance of Supertickets to the estimated 20,226 downtown employees residing within the
MTD service area is estmated to result in 2 5.6 percent reduction in SOV wips, and would
reduce the number of vehicle trips to/from the downtown area during the PM peak hour by 455
“vehicle trips. '

The reduction of 455 PM peak hour vehicle trips would also include the 23 PM peak hour trips
that are mitigated by the current free weekly wransit pass program, resulting in a net reduction of
432 PM peak hour vehicle trips. The reduction of 432 PM peak hour vehicle trips would be
more than adequate to completely mitigate the impacts of the additional 229 additional PM peak
hour vehicle trips that would be generated by the proposed project. The distribution of the transit
passes could be limited to the number of employees needed to provide the rmitigation for the 229
trips. This would be done by distributing the passes t0 539, (229 trips/432 trips) of the 20,226
employees living within the MTD service area, or about 10,722 passes. In order to effectively
mitigate the project-related impacts, the Superticket program must be in place prior to occupancy
of the Lot 6 parking structure.

The distribution of the passes could be vac_'complished by distributing the passes to all the
employees working for the employees within the boundaries of the benefit zone of the existing
downtown business improvement district and living within the MTD service area.

The Downtown Parking Program would be responsible for permanently purchasing enough
Supertickets (10,722) to mitigate the number of PM peak hour vehicle trips generated by the
proposed project at impacted intersections, and for the marketing for the Superticket.  Later
expansion of the program would be by other subsequent projects through the Downtown Traffic

Mitigation and Housing Program (DTTHMP).

Based on the estimated PM peak hour vehicle trip reduction presented in this report, the
Downtown Parking Program would be funding 10,722 Superticket passes in order to mitigate the
229 PM peak hour trips. The success of the program must be monitored on an armual basis using
the new MTD farebox system and/or downtown employee surveys. Each year, adjusuments may
be required to ensure Lot 6 traffic impacts continue to be fully mitigated. Such adjustments may
include (but are not limited to) the purchase of additional tickets.or targeted funding marketing
~ programs that increase awareness of the program. - :

All downtown employees in the BPID would be eligible t0 participate in the Superticket
Program. Tickets will be issued in six-month increments for as many trips on MTD buses and
shuttles as the user wishes during the period. Employees would be required to use their tickes 2
minimum number of times in each six-month period in order to be able tO Tenew their tickets.

340425 .
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MITIGATION MEASURES

The number of times an employee would be required to use the Superticket in this time pernod
would be set so as to ensure that the cost of the Supertickets Program does not exceed the
Program revenue. The Superticket Program will likely be operated by the Downtown
Organizadon, Traffic Solutions (2 non-profit corporation sponsored by the Santa Barbara County
Association of Governments), or both of these groups. |

5.2 CONSTRUCTION

There would be a temporary loss of the existing 210 parking spaces during the 15-month
construction period for the proposed project, indicating a project-specific impact to parking
conditions in the area. In order to mitigate this temporary loss of parking spaces and minimize
the impact of construction-related activities on the roadway nerwork, the following mitigation
measures are proposed: '

e Temporary alternative wansportation and parking programs shall be implemented 10 address
the need for replacement parking during construction of the proposed project. Programs o be
implemented shall include:: '

% Provision of off-site parking for construction workers and downtown employees at
remote site or sites. The remote site or sites shall provide 2 total of 210 spaces to fully
mitigate the temporary construction-related parking impact. Potental sites may include
existng private parking lots that are generally not utilized during the peak period, such as
church parking lots or the Santa Barbara County Bowl parking lot. If the site is not

 located within a three-block radius. of Lot 6, shuttle bus service shall be provided. The
710 spaces must be available at the remote site(s) for the duration of the construction

~ period and unul the proposed parking structure is open. . v

» Temporary assisted parking programs (e.g., El Paseo lot) to maximize the use of parking

facilities near Lot 6 including City Parking Lot 5, the Louise Lowry Davis Center parking

Jot and County parking lots (Victoria Street and Garden Street lots).

Temporary conversion of on-street parking along selected downtown streets (such as

Chapala Street between Figueroa and Victoria Streets, Victoria Street between Chapala

and Anacapa Streets, and Anapamu Street petween Chapala and Anacapa Streets) from

parallel to angle parking to increase the supply of on-street parking near Lot 6 during
construction.

Expansion (prior to the beginning of construction) of programs tO make alternatve

ransportation easier to use such as the existing transit pass program. This may include

implementation of the Supertickets Program and expanded electric shuttle program,
although the timing of these program is not clear at this time, with the exception that the

Supertickets program must be in place prior to the opening of the Lot 6 structure. '

Work with the County to develop and implement temporary programs 10 address

customer parking for the County buildings.

v

v

Currently, the following two primary programs are planned to mitigate the entire temporary
210 parking space deficit that would occur during the consmuction period of the proposed
project (similar programs could be substitwied for these programs to temporarily provide 210
parking spaces): -
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> Louise Lowry Davis Assisted Parking — This program would use the portion of the
parking lot not used for park purposes and not used by the thrift store. Parking lot
assistants would park cars bumper-to-bumper and door-to-door in the entire 22,400-

square foot area of the lot, which could accommodate 112 automobiles under this
scenario. :

Y,

County Parking Lot on Victoria Street — This program would use the portion of the
County parking lot that fronts Victoria Street for assisted parking. Assisted parking
would allow this 19,200-square foot area to accommodate 104 automobiles.  The
Downtown Parking Program would insiall the necessary temporary kiosk and parking
control equipment and operate it. One option would be for County employees that park
in the lot to carpool in County pool cars'to and from the County offices. The County pool
cars would be available in the County lot during the day for use by County and employees
and would be stored during non-work hours at the County Bowl. Another option would
be to provide a shuttle service between the County Bowl and the County offices.

The rowe of construction-related traffic shall be established to minimize trips through
surrounding residential neighborhoods.

On-site or off-site storage shall be provided for construction materials and equipment in order
to avoid storage of construction materials within the public right-of-way.

e Construction-related trips shall not be scheduled during the morning or afternoon commute
hours 1o help reduce traffic impacts on adjacent streets and roadways.
Al
-
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LEVEL OF SERVICE DESCRIPTIONS
ROUNDABOUT ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY
LEVEL OF SERVICE CALCULATIONS
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SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION
LEVEL OF SERVICE DEFINITIONS

Level of Volume-to- Typical Traffie Condition
Service Capacity Ratio

A 0.00 10 0.60 Progression is extremely favorable, and most vehicles arrive diiring the green
o phase. Most vehiclés do not stop atall. '

B 0.61160.70 Generally good progression, short ¢ycle lengths, or poth. More vehicles stop
than with LOS A. Drivers begin to feel restricted.

C 0.71 t0 0.80 Fair progression, longer cycle lengths, or both. Individual cycle failures may
begin to appear, though many still pass through the intersection without
stopping. Most drivers feel somewhat restricted.

D 0.81 t0 0.90 The influence of congestion becomes more noticeable. Progression is
unfavorable, and cycle lengths are longer. Many vehicles stop, and the
proportion of vehicles not stopping declines. Individual cvele failures are
noticeable. Queues may develop but dissipate rapidly, without excessive delays,

E 0.51t0 1.00 These high v/c ratios generally indicate poor progression, long cycle lengths.
Individual cycle failures are frequent occurrences. Vehicles may wait through
several signal cycles and long queues of vehicles form upstream.

F > 1.00 Considered to be unac‘ceptable to most drivers. Often occurs with
oveérsaruration, that is, when arrival flow rates exceed the capacity of the
intersection. Poor progression and long cycle lengths may also be major
contributing causes o such delay levels. Queues may block upstream
intersections. )

Source: Intersection Capacity Utilization methodology.

A
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ROUNDABOUT ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY
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CAPACITY ANALYSIS!

A roundabout 15 simply a sertes of Tee intersections with both legs having one-way traffic. Soa

capacity analysis consists of a simple gap acceptance analysis for each entry. The objective is to

find out if sufficient suitable sized gaps exist into which the entering sweam of vehicles can
enter, The step-by-step process is as follows:

Draw waffic count approach data in a graphical Format

Total entry volume for each approach.

Distribute through and lefi-turn volumes across each approach. Each throuOh traffic volume
will affect one approach only. Each lefi-turn traffic volume will affect one approach at a Tee
intersection, two approaches at a four-way intersection and three approaches at a five-leg
intersection. -

Total the traffic volumes at each entry,

"3} One value at a Tee intersection.

b) Three values at a four-way intersection.

¢) Six values at a five-way intersection.

Fill in calculation form with entry volume and circulating volume. Unless it is determined,
start with the assumption of a single lane roundabout. Generally if the hourly volume:

a) Is less than 2,800 vehicles per hour (vph), start with a single lane roundabout.

b) Is between 2,800 and 4,000 vph, start with a two-lane roundabout.

t) Is greater than 4,000 vph, start with a three-lane roundabout.

*In turn, take each circulating flow and go across to single lane line and down to Capacity per

Lane. Add capacity value to form.

Divide the entry volume per lane by capacity to get degree of saturation.

If the value is o0 high, look at adding right-turn lane or lanes, make two lanes on two
opposing apporaches, or use the next number of lanes. If a multi-lane roundabout is needed,
fill in column two by dividing entry volume by the number of entry lanes.

Look up capacity on delay chart, but this time, go up to multi-lane roundabout line.

Repeat process to obtain new degree of saturation.

Source: Roundabouts, Michael J. Wallork, P.E.. Senior Transportation Engineer, Genesis Group, Inc.
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EXISTING CONDITIONS: PM PEAK HOUR

Northbound Northwestbound Southbound Westbound
Miloas NB US 101 Off-ramp Milpas SB Carpinteria
IT TH RT | LT TH RT | LT TH RI | LT TH RT | Totl
218 743 133 26 233 33| 113 638 377 83 164 101 | 2899
Entry Volume 1099 294 1128 378
Circulating Volume - 113 1212 521 1227
Approach | Entry Entry Circulating | Capacity Degree of
Leg Volume | Volume Volume per Lane Saturation
per Lane (see Fig, 1) | (see Note 1}
1 1099 | 550 | 113 1630 0.34
2 294 147 1212 640 0.23
3 1128 564 521 1140 0.49
4 378 378 1227 635 0.60
EXISTING PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS: PM PEAK HOUR
Northbound Northwestbound Southbound Westbound
Milpas NB US 101 Off-ramp Milpas SB Carpinteria
IT TH RT |LT TH RT|LT TH RT | LT TH RT |Toul
218 748 133 26 238 3310 113 642 377 83 1% 107 | 2912
Entry Yolume 1099 297 ©o1132 384
Circulating Volume 113 1212 531 1230
Approach | Entry Entry Circulating Capacity Degree of
Leg Volume | Volume Volume | perLane Saturation
per Lane (see Fig. 1) | ({see Note 1}
1 1099 550 113 1630 0.34
2 297 149 212 640 0.23
3 1132 566 521 1140 0.50
4 384 384 1230 635 0.60

MAR 27 2000#2 7




CUMULATIVE CONDITIONS: PM PEAK HOUR

Northbound \ Northwestbound \ Southbound \ Westbound
Milpas NB US 101 Off-ramp Milpas SB Carpinteria i
IT TH RT | LT TH RT | LT TH RT | LT TH RT | Toul
225 807 133 26 243 40 | 113 630 430 83 194 1221 3068
Entry Volume 1165 311 1193 399 |
Circulating Volume 113 1278 528 | 1303 |
Approach | Eniry Entry Circulating | Capacity | . Degres of
Leg Volume Volume Volume per Lane’ Saturation
per Lane {see Fig. 1) | (see Note 1)
l 1163 583 113 1630 0.36
2 311 156 1278 610 0.26
3 1193 597 528 1140 0.52
4 399 399 1303 600 0.67
CUMULATIVE PLUS PROJECT CONDITIONS: PM PEAK HOUR
Northbound Northwestbound Southbound Westbound
Milpas NB US 101 Offramnp Milpas SB Carpinteria
LT TH RT | LT TH RT | LT TH RT LT TH RT | Total
225 807 133 26 248 40 1 113 634 430 83 194 128 | 3081
Entry Volume 1165 314 1197 405
Circulating Volume 113 1278 528 1306
Approact | Enury Entry Circulating | Capacity Degree of
Leg Volume | Volume Volume per Lane Saturation
per Lane (see Fig. 1) | (ses Note 1)
1 1165 583 113 1630 0.36
Y2 314 157 1278 610 0.26
3 1197 599 528 1140 0.53
4 405 403 1306 600 0.68
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intersecuor: Carnlio/Chaoala

Vaolume (vpn) vie

Mumber | Capagcity | Existing Exsting Plus  Curnulatve Cumulatuve ExIstng Exsung Flus Cumulative Cumulative

of Lanes {2017 Proect Piys Protect Proect Pius Proigct
NBL 4] a 260 580 588 583 0.00 0.00 .60 Q.00

NBT 3 4800 455 488 460 460 021" 021" g21* 0.2t "
NBR 1 1800 78 78 76 78 0.0 0.05 a.5 0.05
saL 0 0 0 0. o 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S8T 0 0f. 0 o 0 0 0.00 0.00 0,00 ‘0.00
SBR 0 o] ¢} 0 o] 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

EBL 2 2200] 437 437 445 ' 448 044 7 0.14 ° 0.14 " g1
EBT 2 3200 858 582 586 882 0.24 0.28 0.24 0.28
EBR 0 0 21 211 211 211 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
waL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

WBT 2 3200 835 853 835 853 0.22° 0.23 " 22" o023
WER 0 G 84 84 84 84 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lost Time 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Intersection Capacity Utilization 0.67 0.68 0.68 0.68
Level of Sarvice B 8 8 B

Intersection: Carrillo/US 101 NB
Volume (vph) v/t

Number | Capacity | Existing Existing Plus Cumulative Cumulative | Existing Exisung Plus Gumuiauve Cumuative

of Lanes ivon) Praiect Plus Project Proect Plug Project

NBL 1 1600 430 430 437 437 0.27 * 627 0.27 " 0.27 °
NET 1 1600 G 4] 1] 6] 011 011 G111 .11
NBR O 0 169 168 169 169 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SBL Q 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00
S8BT 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
. SBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
230 1 1600 278 278 286 2858 0.17 017 0.18 0.18

EBT 2 3200 1384 1388 1527 1583 0.43 " 0.43 ¢ 048" 049 *
EBR 0 0 0 0 V] o] 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
WBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
WBT 3 4800 1142 1157 1350 1385 0.24 0.24 0.28 0.28
WBR (1} 1 1600 649 859 738 748 0.41 0.41 0.48 0.47
Lost Time 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Intersection Capacily Utilization 0.80 0.80 0.85 0.36
L.evel of Service - C C D D

(1} The westpound fight-tumn voiume was reduced by 27.6% for the right tums on red.
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inarsection: Carito/US 101 SB

Volume {vph} vIC

Number | Capacity | Existing Existing Plus  Cumulative Cumutauve Existing Existing Plus Cumuiative Cumulatve

of Lanes | {vohy Proisct Plus Protact Prowec Plys Prolec
NBL 0 0 0 0 s} 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
NBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
" NBR at 0 ¢ - Q 0 0 0.00 0.00 . 0.00 0.00
SHL 0 ¢ 782 785 872 . 885 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

387 3 4800 2 2 2 2 06.28 * G.28 * ©030-" .20
SBR 0 ¢ 569 569 578 578 0.00 0.060 0.00 0.00
EBL 0 Q 0 0 0 0 ’ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ERT 2 3200 772 784 852 864 0.24 " a.25 " 027" 0.27 "
EBR 4 1600 287 287 349 349 0.18 0.18 0.22 0.22

WEBL 1 1600 273 273 362 382 017 * 017 * 023" 023
WBT 3 4800 1268 1283 1394 1409 0.28 0.27 0.2¢ 0.28
WBR 0 0 o |4 0 0 000 0.00 0.00 0.00
Laost Time 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Intersection Capacity Ulilization 0.78 0.80 0.89 0.80
“|Level of Service C C D D

Intersectiors: - Mission/US. 101 NB
‘Votume {vph) ' vic

Number | Capacity | Existing Existing Plus Cumulative Cumulztive | Exisung ExislingPlus Cumuiative Cumulative

of Lanes {voh) Protect Plus Project Project Plys Proiect
NBL a 0 174 174 208 210 0.00 .00 n.00 000

NET 1 1800 0 4] . ¢ 3} 0.11 Q.1 013" 0.13 ¢
NBR 1 1600 199 189 169 189 0.12 * 0.12 * 0.12 0.12
SBL ¢ ¢} 0 0 4] [¢] 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SBT 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S8R 0 g 0 0 o 0 0.00 Q.00 0.00 0.00

EBL ¢} o 391 391 381 391 024" 0.24 7 0.24° G.24 "
EBT Z 3200 887 803 900 918 0.40 0.40 0.40 - 0.4
EBR 4] 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
WBL o] 0 0 0 G 0 0.00 0,00 0.00 G.00

waT 2 3200 780 784 804 808 0.24 " 0.25 * 0.25 ~ .25
WBR 1 1600 640 651 657 668 Q.40 0.41 0.41 0.42
Lost Time G.1 0.1 .1 N
imtersacrion Capacity Litilization 0.71 0.71 Q.73 873
Lovel of Service x C C C c

MAR 27 2000#2 7



intarsaction: MissionvUS 101 88

r Valume (vph) Vit
Number of | Capacity | Exsting Exsung Plus Cumulative Cumulaove | Eusting Exsung Plus Cumuiative Cumuiative
Lanes [von) Protect Pius Protect Prolact Plys Proiect
NBL 0 0 0 0 0 o 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
NBT D 0 0 0 0 S0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
NBR .0 e 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S8L-- o] 0 821 836 ’ 832 848 Q.00 Q.00 0.00 0.00
S8BT 2 3200 0 s 0 0 0 037" 037 * 037 * 0.38 *
EBR o] 0 358 358 359 359 .00 0.00 0.00 0.00
EAL 0 0 0 0 ¢ a 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
EBT 2 3200 457 459 459 481 0.18 * .18 " 018~ 0.20 "
EBR ¢] a 113 114 164 165 0.07 0.07 .10 0.10
WEBL 0 i} - 457 457 477 477 0.28 " 0.28 0,30~ 0.30 "
. WBT 2 3200 487 501 538 840 0.30 0.30 8.32 .32
WBR g 0 Q 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lost Time 0.1 0.1 a.1 0.1
intersection Capacily Utilization 0.83 0.94 0.97 0.97
Lavel of Service [ g E E

Intersection: Garden/US 101 NB

Volume (vph) ' ' vic

Number of| Capacity | Existing Ewstng Plus Cumulative Cumulative Existing Bxisting Plus Gumulative Cumulatve

Lanes {voh Projact Plus Proiect Projact Plus Proiect

NBL 1 1600 282 262 340 340 Q.16 " 018 * 021" Coooott
NBT 2 3200 488 488 488 488 015 a.18 0.18 0.15
NBR ! 0 0 g ¢ 0 .00 0.0 0.00 . 800
SBL 0 G G i} 0 o .06 .00 0.00 0.00
s8T 3 4800 706 . 728 778 787 0.28 ¢.25 0.28 0.29

SBR (1) 1§ 0 495 495 §78 378 031" 031" 0.36 * 0.36 *
281 0 0 4} ¢ 0 0 0.00 0.00 ¢.00 0.00
EBT 0 o 4} b 4] : 4} 0.00 0.00 2.00 0.00
EBR 0 -0 0 0 0 0 Q.00 0.0 0.00 0.00
WBL .0 0 141 141 222 222 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

WET 1 1600 0 0 0 0 0.09 * 0.08 ° 0.14 ~ 0.14 *
WBR (2) 1 1800 285 265 285 285 0.17 Q.17 .17 017
Lost Time 0.1 0.1 0.1 Q.1
Intersection Capacity Utilization 0.66 .88 0.81 0.81
Lavel af Service . 8 8 D O

(1) The southbound nght-um voiums was reauced by 25% for right turnz on red.
(2y The weslbound nghi-turn mavement is not critical dus to right turns on red.
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intersecyon: Gargen/US 101 88

Volure {vph) ‘ : vle

Numper | Canaaty | Exisung Exisung Plus Cumulauve Cumuiative | Eustng Exisung Plus Cumulative Cumulative

of Lanes tvohi Project Plus Proiect Proect Pius Proec
NBL 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00

NBT 2 3200 409 409 487 487 022" 022" 027 * 0.27 *
NBR 0 90 286 288 382 382 0.00 0.00 Q.00 0.00

S8l 2 3200 510 529 568 588 0.16 ¥ 0.17 AL 018 "
SBY 1 1600 291 291 385 385 0.18 0.18 0.24 0.24
SBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 . 000 0.00 0.00 0.00
EBL 0 0 358 - 355 385 385 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

EBT 3 4800 0 0 0 g 0.12 * gz gaz - 012
EBR : 0 0 202 202 202 202 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
waL .0 o 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
WBT 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0.00 0.00 600 000
WBR 0 0 0 g 0 0 0.00 0.00 8.00 0.00
{.ost Time 0.1 a.1 8. 0.1
intersection Capacity Utilization 0.59 0.60 067 0.87
Level of Service ) ’ A ) A 8 B

Intarsection: Garnen/Gulierrsz
Volume (vph) vIc

Number | Capacity | Existing Existing Plus Cumuiative Cumuiative | Existing Existing Plus Cumulative Cumutauve

of Lanes {vohd Proiect Plus Proiect Proiect Plus Proiect

NBL 2 3200 287 287 287 287 008 ¢ . noe - oge one .
NBT 1 1600 468 468 468 488 0.28 0.28 0.29 0.28
NBR O 0 0 0 4 ¢} 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S8L G 0 G G Y 4] 0.00 0.00 0.00 G.00

SBT 2 3200 a&a 878 1028 1049 0.29 © 030 " 0.35 7 .35
S8R 0 g 75 75 75 75 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00
E8L ¢ 0 0 Q 4 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
EBT 8] 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 : 0.00 0.09 0.00
EBR 0 ¢ 0 ] ] 4] a.00 0.00 0.00 .00
WL : 0 oF 547 - 547 580 560 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

“WBT 3 4800 513 534 530 551 023 * 0.24 " 024 - 0.24 7
WBR 0 0 58 58 58 58 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Loat Time 04 0.1 0.1 0.1
intersection Capacity Utilization 0,71 0,73 0.77 0.78
Level of Service : : = C o c C
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intersection: Garden/Malev

Volums {vph) vie

Nurnver | Capacity | Ewsung Exisung Plus Cumutative Cumutative Existing Existing Plus Cumulative Cumiative

of Lanes | {vph} Protect Plus Proiect BProieat Plus Project
NBL Q 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

NBT 1 1600 322 322 az22 32z 0.34 * 0.34 " 0.34 0.34 *
NBR e} 4 218 216 216 216 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

SBL 0 G 27 27 ' 27 27 - 0.62 * a.02° 0.62 0.02 "
88T 2 3200 546 548 715 715 0.18 0.18 0.23 .23
SBR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.00
EBL 0 0 13 13 13 13 0.00 0.00 Q.00 0.00
EBT 2 3200 570 580 601 611 0.18 0.19 0.19 Q.20

EBR 1 1600 338 407 388 407 0.24 " 0.28 " 0.24 025"
WL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
WEBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
WER ¢ 0 0 0 ] 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.00
Lost Time 0.1 0.1 3.1 0.1
intersection Capacity Utilization Q.70 -0.71 ¢.70 0.71
Level of Service 8 C 8 C

Intersection: Casilio/US 101 NB On-Ramo/Haley
Votume {vph) wcv

Number | Capacity | Exsling Exsting Plus Cumulative Cumulative Existing Exisiing Plus Cumulative Cumuiative

of Lanes {vom Project Plus Project Project Plus Protect

NBL 1 1600 637 537 723 723 0.40 ¥ 0.40 * 045 0.45
NBT / 1 1600 72 72 72 72 ¢.05 0.058 0.0 Q.05
NBR 1 1600 427 430 528 531 0.27 0.27 0.33 0.33
SBL 0 0 a9 39 39 a9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

SET 2 3200 312 316 440 444 012 ° 012" 0.17 017~
SER 0 0 a7 37 66 86 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
EBL 0 0 0 8 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00
EBT [ G ¢} G 0 o} 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
EEBR ] Q V] Q g g 0.00 0.00 Q.00 0.00
WBL 2 3200 582 582 662 6562 .18 0.18 0.2% 0.21

WBT i 1600 285 288 295 285 0.20° 0.20 * Q.20 - 020"
WaR 0 0 21 21 24 21 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lost Time Q.1 0.1 Q.1 0.1
Intersection Capacity Utliization 0.82 0.82 0.82 0.92
Lavel of Service [ D 8} E £
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Intersection: CastiliofUS 101 5B

Volume {vph) ’ vie

Number- } Caoacity Existng Existing Plus Cumulative Cumulative Existing Existing Plus Cumuiative Cumutatve

of Lanes | tvony 1} Proect Plus Project Projact Plus Project
NBL 0 0 0 0 0 0 000 0.00 0.00 0.00

NBT 2 3200 §18 822 1080 1084 033" 033" 0.40-7 0407
NBR 0 G 127 127 . 188 188 0.00 0.06 0.60 0,00

SBL 0 o 126 126 184 T 0.08 * 0.08 * 010" 010
- 88T 2 3200 745 749 945 948 0.27 0.27 0.34 0.34
38R 4] 0 0 0 0 g 000 0.00 0.00 0.0¢
EsL 0 4] 216 216 242 242 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
EBT 1 1600 0 0 0 0 0.14 g.14 Q.18 0.18

EBR 1 1600 384 394 498 499 028" 025" g2 031"
WBL 0 ot 0 ¢ 0 0 .00 0.60 0.00 0.00
WBT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
WBR 0 s} 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lost Time 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
intersection Capacity Utilization . 0,78 0.75 0.80 0.80
Level of Service c C 0 o]

Intersection: Milbas/indio Mueng/US 101 SB On-ramo
Volume (vph} ’ ’ viG

Numbper | Capacily | Existing Exisung Plus  Cumutatve Cunuiaive Existing Exisung Plus Cumulauve " Cumulative

of Lanes {voh) Project Plus Froject Proyect Pius Project
NBL 0 0 G 0 0 4] 0.00 0.00 0.0 000

NBT 2 3200 390 390 399 399 0.14 ° 0.14 © 0.16 * 018 *
NBR 0 o 88 68 114 114 0.0 0.00 0.04 0.00

S8L -2 3200 727 731 740 744 Q.23 " §.23 " 0.23 * 0.23
S8T 1 1600 540 540 569 569 0.34 0.34 0.38 38
SBR ¢} 0 0 0 0 o} 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
ESL ¢} 0 0 0 ¢ o 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
EBT 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0:00 0.00
.EBR 0 g 0 0 0 o} 0.00 0.00 0.00 ¢.00
WEL 1 1600 30 30 30 30 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
WET 0 0 I¢] 3} o] 0 0.00 4.60 G.ao 06.00

WER 1 1800 74 74 74 74 0.05 0.05 © 0.06 * 0.05
Lost Time G .1 o 01
Intersectiors Gapacity Utllization 0,52 0.52 0.54 (.54
Level of Service » A A A A
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Intersection: Milpas/US 101 88 Off-ramo

Volume Z’vphj 1 vie

Number | Capacity | Ewusting Exsung Plus Cumulaive Cumuiative Exisung Exsung Plus Curmuiauve Cumuiative

of Lanes {voni Proiect Plus Proisct Pratect - Plus Proect
NBL 0 0 0 ¢ 9 0 0.00 0.00 ¢.00 Q.00
NBT 2 3200 5N 571 . 580 580 018 0.18 .18 .18
NBR 0 0 0 4 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00
el 0 0 0 - 0 0 o | ooo 0.00 0.00 0.0

SBT 2 3200 745 749 787 792 021" 023" 0.25 " .25 "
SBR o} 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

(EBL 2 3200 558 556 377 577 017 017 * Q.18 * 0.18 ~
EBT ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 6.00 0.00 0.60
EBR 1 1600 220 220 ) 220 220 C.14 0.14 0.14 - 014
WEL g 0 G 0 ¢} i} 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
WEBT 0 v ] 0 4 0 0.00 0.00 a.00 0.00
WBR 0 0 0 0 o 0 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00
Lost Time 0.1 0.1 04 0.1
intersection Capacily Utilization 0.51 0.51 0.53 0.53
Leve! of Service A A A A
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Appendix B

CUMULATIVE PROJECT TRIP GENERATION
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Name/ Addrass Size Land use Type Approved! Ratel Nots Total TOTAL TOTAL
Pending Unit Trins iN ouT
1 Mission N
26 801 E. Micheltorena 30,000 st Medical {hospitatl) P 408 LU 720 (MedicalDental Office 1224 41,8 80,8
Bldg.), ITE 5th ed.

30 119°'W, Pedregosa St 10U Residential A 1,02 LU 210, [TE vip gen rale 1.0 0.7 04

39 1620 Bath S, 20U Resienyal A 1.02 LU 210, ITE thp gen rate 2.0 1.3 0.7

50 1812 Cashillo St 30U Residenual A 1.02 LU 210, [TE tnp gen rate 3.1 2.0. 11

58 1115 De La Vina St 20U Residential A 1.02 LU 210, [TE trip gen rate 2.0 1.2 0.7

57 1817 De La Vina 8L 20U Residentas A 1.0% LU210, TE lipgen rate 2.0 1.3 07

58 1819 De La Vina St 4 DU Resigental A 102 LU 210, ITE tip gen rate 44 2.5 1.8

100 1525 State St 117 af.  Office Addition A 3.40 LU 710 (General Cffice Bidg.), 0.4 0.0 0.4

{TE 5th ed.
101 1528 State St 2100 sf.  Commercial A 4,93 LU 814 (Specalty Retall 10.4 4.8 5.6
Center), ITE 5th & 6th ed.
Zone 1 Mission N 147.4 55.6 91.9
38% 62%
2 Mission 8
33 15821 San Pascusal SL 2 DU Residentiss P 102 LU 20, [TE trip gen rals A 2.0 1.4
48 1812 San Anares St 10U Residential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 1.0 0.7 0.4
Zone 2 Mission $ 4.1 2.8 1.5
64%  36%
3 Carrlllo N
31218 Bath 8t 4 DU Residental P 1,02 LU 210, ITE tp gen rate 4.1 2.6 1.5
100 W. Carrillo St 69,500 5  Office Building A 3,40 LU 710 (General Office Bldg.), 236.3 201 216.2
ITE 5th ed.
7 335 W. Carrilla St. 42 DU Residential 4 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 42.8 274 154
10 1035 Chapaia SL 35,000 sf.  Commarcial P 4.83 LU 814 (Speciaity Retail 1725 79.4 93.2
Center), [TE &th & 6th ad.
34 1317 Santa Babara St 4 DU Residential P 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 4.1 2.6 1.5
37 1021 Anacapa Sl -28.780 sf.  Office Building A 3.40 LU 710 (Genersi Office Bldg.), -g7.9 -8.3 -39.5
ITE Sth eq.
1021 Anacapa SL 29,780 si.  Office Building A 3.40 LU 710 {General Office Bldg.), 101.3 8.6 92.6
ITE 5th ed.
48 33 E. Carrilio 8L, 3,000 s.f. . Commercial A 4,93 LU 814 (Specially Retail 14.8 6.8 8.0
Canter), ITE 5th & 6th ed,
49 31 W, Carrilio SL 858 Rm  Hotsl A 0.71 LU 310 (Hotel), ITE &th ed. 87.5 18.5 488 .
53 117 W. De La Guemrs SL. 800 sf . Commercial A 4.93 LU 814 (Specially Relall 3.6 1.4 1.8
' Center), ITE 5th & 6th ed.

5% 1118 De La Vina &L -3 DU Residential A -0 -2, -2.0
1116 De La vina St 6 DU Elderly Residential A 0.21° LU 252, ITE tnp gen rate 202 12.1 8.1
1116 De La Vina 8. 2 DU Eiderly Carelaier A 1,02 Assume LU 210, (TE 20 1.3 0.7

60 932 De La Vina S. 172 sf.  Auto Care A 4.01 LU 840, ITE tnp gen rate 0.7 0.4 0.3

75 407 E. Micheltorena 3t 469 i Public Service £ 0,55 Assume Nursing riome- LU 3.5 G G2

Cenier 620 1TE
Zone 3 Carrilio N 567.8 170.9 386.7
30% 70%
4 Carrille §

23 1318 Kowaishi St 1 DU Residertial P 102 LU 210, [TE inp gen rate 1.0 a7 Q.4

32 1118 San Pascual St 3 DU Residential p 1.02 LU 210, {TE tnp gen rate 3.1 2.0 1.1

38 602 W. Anaparnu St, 4,800 sf.  Community Center P 2.26 LU 495, ITE lrip gen rate 10.8 4.0 8.8

97 1417 San Andres SL -1 DU Residential A 1.02 LU 2100 ITE tnp gen rate -1.0 -0.7 -0.4
1417 San Andres St 950 8F  Grocerw! {ast food A 29.15 LU (834+850)/2 277 14,7 13.0

107 1113 Walnut Ave, -1 DU Residential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE rip gen rate -1.0 -0.7 -0.4
1113 Walnut Ave. 3 DU Residential A 1.02 LU 210. [TE trip gen rate A 2.0 11
Zone 4 Carrillc 8 43.6 22,0 2.7

50% 50%
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Name/ Addrass Slze Land usa Type  Approved] Rats/ Note Total TOTAL  TOTAL

Pending  Unit _Trins IN ouT
5 Castilio N .
8- 608-814 Chapia St 8,799 s.f. Commercial P 483 LU 814 {Soeciaity Rewd 288 " 13.2 15.4
) Center), ITE 5th & 6th ec.
11 328 Chapala S -1,624 5.1, Used car A 2,50 Assums New Car Sale- LU 4.1
. Deatership 841, ITE
328 Chapala St 11,578 st Commercial A 4,93 LU 814 (Specalty Retail 571
. Center), [TE 5th & 6th ed.
328 Chapala St 17 BU Rasidential Iy 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 173 .
12 328 Chapala St -1,624 5.1, Used car p 2.80 Assums New Car Saie- LU 44 2.0 2.0
Deatershup o 841, ITE -
328 Chapals St . 18 DU . Residental P 102 LU 210, [TE rip genrate 18.4 1.8 8.8
328 Chapala 3t 12,866 s.i. Retail P 4.83 LU 814 {Speciaity Rewil 834 - 00 . 0.0
Center), ITE 5th & 6th ed,
21 123 W, Gutierrez St. 1210 st commercial p 4.93 LU 814 (Specialty Ratall 8.0 27 3.2
Center), ITE 5th & 6th ea.
35 518 State St 3915 sf. ~  Ctice P 3.40 LU 740 {General Office Bldg.), 18.3 11 12.2
TE 5th ed.
40 431 Bath St. 1,699 st Commercial A 4.93 LU 814 (Specialty Retail 8.4 38 4.5
Canter), ITE &th & 6th ed.
431 Bath 51, -1 DU Residentisl A 1,02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 1.0 0.7 0.4
5% 217 W, Cota St. 1 DU Residential A 1.02 LU 210, 1TE tnp gen rale 1.0 0.7 0.4
54 418 W. Del La Guerra St 6 DU Residartiz A 1,02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 6.1 3.8 2.2
50 414 De La Vina §t. 6 DU Residentia} A 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 6.1 39 2.2
70 231 E. Haley 5L 20U Residential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 2.0 1.3 0.7
97 333 W. Qrtega St. 20U Residential A 1,02 LU 210 {TE trip gen rate 2.0 1.3 0.7
103 620 State St -8,800 s.f. Commercial A 4.93 LU 814 (Speciaity Retail -34.0 -15.8 -18.3
Center), ITE 5th & Bih ed.
620 State SI. 9,890 s.f. Commercial A 4,93 LU 814 (Spedialty Retail 48.8 224 28.3
Centar), ITE 5th & 6th ed. .
Zone B Castllio N 2354 47.8 53.8
47% 53%
6 Castlilo 8
4 336 W. Cabrillo Bivd, 2 Rm  Hotal P 0.71 LU 310 (Hotel), ITE 8th ed. 14 0.4 1.0
{Doubtetrea/ Hilton)
§ 22 Castiio 8L 5 Rm Hotel P 071 LU 310 {Hotel), ITE 6th ed. 3.6 1.0 2.6
13 423 Chapala St. -8,124 s, Charity A 4,20 Assume Apparel Store (LU -34.1 -17.4 -17.1
. : 870) . . .
423 Chapala St, 17,342 s.f. Charity A 4.20 Assume Appare! Store (LU 72.8 364 38.4
870}
14 700 Block CHH Drive (Santa 3,000 Siuden Comrmunity P 0.17 LU 540, ITE kip gen rate 510.0 346.8 163.2
Barpara City College LRDP) ts College .
22 434 W. Gutierrez St. .3 DU Residential P 1,02 LU 210, ITE tip gen rate 31 2.0 N
44 28 W, Cabrillo Blvd, 15 Rm Hotet A 0,71 LU 310 (Hotei), ITE 6th ed. 10.7 29 7.7
45 301 W. Cabrille Bivd, 244 5.l Declke+ food =4 52.40 Assume 244dsf FasiFoog 12.8 6.5 6.3
\ : venuor restaurant (LU 833}
63 113 Harpor Way 2,744 s.d. Maritime Museurn | A 11.54  Assume Multimedia 317 15.8 15.8
Recreational Facil, ITE (LU
425)
113 Harbor Way 86 Seats Marlime Museum A 0.07 Assume Movie Theater w/ aut 8.0 3.4 3.0
Theater matinee (LU 443) ITE
66 132 Harbor Way 3.240 s.1, “office and retail" A 4.17  50% LU 814 (Specialty Retail 13.5 3.7 9.8
Center), & 50% LU 710 :
(General Office Bldg.}, ITE 5th
ed.
73 309 Ladera St -2 DU Residential A 1,02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 220 -1.3 8.7
. 309 L.adera St. 4 DU Residential A 1,02 LU 210, ITE rip gen rate 4.1 2.6 1.5
85 200 W, Montecito St 6499 5.1, Commercial A 4.83 LU 814 (Specialty Retail 32.0 14.7 17.3
Center), [TE 5th & 6th ed.
200 W, Montecitc St 2 DU Rasidential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE frip gen rate 2.0 1.3 0.7
86 302 W. Montecito St -2,062 s.f. Office Builaing A 3.40 LU 710 (General Office Bldg.), -7.0 -0.6 -B.4
ITE 5th ed.
302 W. Moniecits 5t - 3 DU Rasidential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 31 2.0 11
Zone € Castiflo 8 663.5 420.2 243.4

83% %
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Namel Addrass Slze’ Land use Typse  Approved/ Ratel Nota Totat TOTAL  TOTAL
Panding Unit Trivs N ouT
7 Garden N
1 834 Anacapa Si -8,507 s.f. -~ Commercial p 483 LU B14 (Specialty Ratail 214 2125 147
Centar), ITE 5th & 6th ea.
634 Anacapa St <1 DU Residential P 1,02 LU 210, ITE np g8n rate -1.0 Bl 0.4
B34 Anacapa S’ 32,000 s, Commarcial P 4.93 LU 814 {Soecialty Retail 157.8 728 862
Centar), ITE 5th & 8th ed.
634 Anacapa Sl 3 DU Residential P 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate .34 2.0 1.1
2 £33 E. Anapamu St 40U Resigentiat P 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rale A 2.6 1.5
16 517 €. Cota St. 2,942 s.f, commercial P 493 LU 814 (Speciaity Retail 148 8.7 7.8
) . - Centery, [TE 5th & Bth ed.
17 136 E. De La Guerra St 380 s, commercial P 4.93 LU B14 {Specisity Retai .8 0.8 1.0
: Center}, [TE 5tn & Bth ed.
20 518 Garden St 7180 si. medical Clinic P 518 ITE Inp gen rate. LU 630 37.0 18.5 18.5
518 Garden S 2,000 sd, medical Clinig p 5,48 [TE irip gen rate, LU 630 10.4 8.2 52
24 821 Laguna St 2 DU Residential P 1.02 LU 210, [TE tnp gen rale 20 1.3 0.7
27 535 E, Montecito St -28,610 £ building P 3.40 LW 710 (General Office Bldg. ), -97.3 -8.3 -89.0
: ITE 5th sd.
535 E. Montecito SL 40,610 s.f, Office Building P 440 LU 710 (Gereral Office Bidg.), 1381 17 126.3
ITE 5th ed.
28 111 E. Ortega St 10U Residential P 1.02 LU 210, [TE trip gen rate 1.0 0.7 0.4
29 425 E. Onega St. 20U Residential 2 1,02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rete 20 1.3 0.7
47 333 £. Canon Perdido 20U Residential A 1,02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 20 1.3 Q7.
52 G085 E, De La Guerra St 1 DU Rasidential A 1,02 LU 210, [TE trip gen rate 1.0 0.7 0.4
61 519 Garden Si 967 s.f. storage A 028 Mini-Warenouse (LU 154), ITE 03 1 0.1
trip gen
5{8 Garden 8. -1 OU Residential A 4,02 LU 210, [TE tip gen rate -1.0 0.7 0.4
82 727 Garden S, 2,887 s Office A 3.40 LU 710 (General Office Bidg.). .8 0.8 9.0
) ITE 5th ed.
727 Garden St 2 DU Residential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 2.0 1.3 07
63 817 Garden St. 1 DU Rasidantial A 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 1.0 0.7 0.4
817 Garven 8L, 3,523 s, Qffice A 3,40 LU 710 (General Office Bidg.), 12.0 1.0 1.0
ITE 5th ed.
84 918 Garden St. 1,625 sf, Commercial A 4.93 LU 814 (Specialty Retail -8.0 37 4.3
Center), ITE 5th & 6th ed.
915 Garden St 23 Rm Holel A 0.71 LU 310 (Hotel), ITE 6th ed. 16.3 4.5 118
68 501-512 £, Gutierrez SL 14,300 5.1, Office Building AP 100 5.0 5.0
69 815 E. Haley SV 820 Bond Ave  -2,560 s.l. Commercial A 4.93 LU 814 (Soecialty Retail -12.8 5.8 5.8
- ' Center), TE 5th & 6th ed. )
815 E. Haley SV 820 Bond Ave -1 DU Residential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate -1.0 0.7 B4
815 £, Haiey SU 820 Bond Ave 14,009 sd. Storage/ Office A 1.85 50% LU 710 (General Office 128 3.8 9.1
4 Bldg.), ITE 8th ed.& 50%
Stergage
815 E. Haley St/ 820 Bond Ave 2 DU Residential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE wip gen rate 20 1.3 0.7
74 1021 Laguna 81, 20U Residential A 1.02 LU 21D, ITE irip gen rate 2.0 12 0.7
83 403 E. Mentecito St 8,159 sf. Office Building A 3.40 LU 710 (General Office Bldg.), 217 2.4 254
N Tk Sth ed.
84 535 E, Montecito St -28.610 s, Office Building p 340 LU 710 (Generat Office Bidg.),  -97.3 -8.3 -$9.0
[TE 5th ed.
535 E. Montecito SL 40810 st Office Building P 3.40 LU710 (General Office Bldg.), ~ 138.1 11.7 126.3
{TE 5th ed.
87 1306 Qlive St 10U Residential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 1.0 0.7 0.4
88 928 Olive St 1 DY Resiaential A 102 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 1.0 0.7 4
88 111 E. Orlega St -1 DU Rasidential A 102 LU 210, (TE trip gen rate -1.0 0.7 0.4
111 E. Oriega SL. 999 sl Office A 3.40 * LU 710 (General Office Bidg ), 34 3 3.1
ITE 5th ed,
141 E. Orlega St 20U Residential A 1.02 LU 240, {TE trip gen rale 2.0 1.3 a7
90 531 E. Onega St. 6,700 s.t Community A 2.26 LU 485, ITE trip gen rale 151 5.6 8.5
Center
91 607 E. Orega St. -1 DU Residential A 1.02 LU 210, 1TE trip gen rate -1.0 0.7 0.4
807 E, Qrlaga St 2 DU Residential A 1,02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 2.0 1.3 0.7
93 225 N, Quarantina St. 1 DU Residential A 1.02 LY 210, {TE trip gen rate -1.0 -0.7 0.4
225 N. Quarantina St. 2522 sf office A 3.40 LU 710 (General Ofiice Bldg.). 8.8 0.7 7.8
' ITE Sthed.
94 805 N. Quarantina 8t 400 sf. Churen A 0,66 LU 580, ITE trip gen rate 1.4 0.8 0.6
96 1007 Rinconada Rd, 2 DU Residential A 1,02 LU 210, ITE ip gen rate ~2.0 -1.3 0.7
1007 Rinconada Rd. 8 DU Residential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE inp gen rate 8.2 5.2 2.9
Zone T Garden N 401.4 1321 268.3
33% 87%
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Namsl Address Size Land use Typs  Approved/ Rate/ Note Total  TOTAL TOTAL

Randing Unit Trips N oUT
8 Garden S )
1§ 214 E. Yanonali St 238,087 s.h. commarcial/ P . 1.08 LU 110, TE tnp gen rate 411 -5.8 .35.4
industnal
214 E. Yananati 5. 2,000 s.f. market P 36.22 LU 852, ITE tip gen rate 724 355 38.9
214 E. Yanonali St 41 DU Residantial P 1.02 LU 210, [TE tnp gen rate 41.8 26.8 8.1
19 130 Garden St ~19.505 s Industrizl P 1.08 LU 110, [TE trip gen rate 214 2.8 -18.1
130 Garden Sl 250 Rm Hotel P 071 LU 310 (Hotal), ITE 6ln ed. 1715 48.8 128.7
38 210 Steams Whart , 482 s.b. Restaurant P 48,30 39 seats 238 3.0 20.8
42 55 E. Cabrito Bivd. 180 R Hotet A 071 LU 310 (Hotel), [TE Bth ed. 10638 293 7.2
43 202 €, Cabrilio Bivd. acre  Recreation park A 5.0 25 2.5
80 12 E. Montecilo SL 100 bed Youth Hostel A 0,58 Assuma Nursing Home- LU 0.1 0.0 6.0
620, ITE
81 22 E. Montecito St. -14,900 s, Tapless bar P 15.48 Drinking place (LU 838), ITE -230.8 -156.9 -73.9
rp gen
22 E, Montecito St 72 Rm Hotel p 071 LU 310 (Hotel), ITE Bthed. 51.1 14.1 374
99 20¢ Santa.Barbara -1 DU Resigential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate -1.0 07 0.4
209 Santa Baroara 1,000 st Commercial A 493 LU 814 (Speciatty Retail 4.9 2.3 2.7
: Center), ITE &th & 8th ed.
200 Santa Barbara 1 DU Residential A 1,02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 1.0 0.7 0.4
102 35 State SL 18,826 s.f. Commercial A 4,93 LU 814 (Specialty Retall -92.8 427 50,1
Cenler), ITE 5th & 6th ed. )
35 Slate 8L 162 DU Residential A 1,02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rale 165.2 105.8 59.5
38 State S 17,500 sl. Commercial A 493 LU 814 (Spedialty Retall 88.3 387 486.6
Center), ITE 5th & 6th ed,
104 230 Stearns Wharf 83 seals Restaurant A 0.42 LU 832, ITE trip gen rale 34.9 $20.2 14.6
165 220 Searns Wnar! 248 seals Restaurani A 042 LU 832, ITE trip'gen rate 104.2 804 43.7
Zone 8 Garden S 487.8 178.9 308.0
37% §3%
9 Miipas N
18 821 W. Figueroa St. 1 DU Rasidential A 1,02 LU 210, ITE tip gen rate 1.0 0.7 0.4
25 1318 E. Mason St 3ol Residential 2 1,02 LU 210, ITE lrip gen rate 3.4 2.0 1.1
31 326 8. Salinas St. 2 DU Residential P 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 20 1.3 0.7
41 809 Bond Ave, 1,470 i Office Building A 3.40 LU 710 (General Office Blag.), 5.0 0.4 4.6
ITE 5th ed.
67 1024 £, Guilerrez St 1D Residential A 1.02 LU 210 1TE tip gen rate -1.0 -0.7 0.4
1024 &, Gutisrrez 5t 30U Residential A 1,02  LU210, ITE trip gen rale 34 2.9 S
71823 Jennings Ave. : -1 DU . Residential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE tnp gen rate B R 3.7 0.4
823 Jennings Ave, 1,523 s, Commercial A 4.93 LU B14 (Specialty Ratail 7.5 3.5 4.1
Center), {TE 5th & 6th ed.
72 811 £, Mason St 2,600 st Commercial A 493 LU 814 (Specially Retail 12.8 3.9 6.9
Center), ITE 5th & 6th ad,
76 1037 M. Milpas St. 1 DU Resigential A 1.02 LU 210, (TE trip gen rate 19 a7
77 222 M. Milpas S 2,000 sl Addition A 12.01 LU BBQ, ITE wp genrate 8.3 19 16.9
. Suparmarket )
78 231 #. Milpas St 536 s.f. Addition to Mini- A 38.22 LU 852, {TE tripgenrate 18.4 9.5 8.9
market .
82 1232 E. Montecito St -1 Dy Residential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate -1.0 -0.7 0.4
1232 E. Montecita St. 2 DY Residential A 1,02 LU 210, ITE trip gen rate 20 1.3 0.7
95 815 Quinietos St -1 OU Residential A 1.02 LU 210, ITE lrip gen rate -1.0 0.7 0.4
8185 Quinietos 8t 15,000 s.f. Industrial - A 1,08 LW 110, ITE trip gen rate 16.2 2.3 13.9
106 728 Union St 1,375 sd. Warehouse A 0.29 Mini-Warehcuse (LU 181), ITE 0.4 0.2 0.2
' Addition tnp gen
Zone 9 Milpas N 105.5 46,1 53.5
4% 56%
10 Milpas 8
5 633 E. Cabrillo Bivd, conference expansion P Assuming no extra trips 0.0 0.0 0.0
46 816 Caciqua St 11,856 s.f, Homeiess Center A 8.0 4.0 4.0
79 201 M. Milpas St 3,489 5., Commaercial A 4.93 LU 814 {Speciaity Retall 172 - 78 9.3
. cdnter), ITE Sth & Blh ed. ‘
Zone 10 Milpas 8 2582 11.8 133
47% - 53%
TOTAL TRIPS 2548.0  1088.0 1458.8
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| Appendix C
SUPERTICKETS VEHICLE TRIP REDUCTION

“This section explains the methodology and the assumptions used to develop the estimate of the
potential effectiveness of the Superticket transit pass program in reducing the number of
employees leaving the downtown during the PM peak traffic hour. It is imporant to understand
that the estmation - of effectiveness of an experimental trip reduction measure such as the
Superticket program involves a number of assumptions and in some Cases judgements, as the
necessary data regarding downtown employees and their travel characteristics was not fully
available. Each major step in the analysis is described below. The steps coincide with the
columns presented in Table C-1. ’

Step 1 - Geographic Distribution of Employees

The first step in estimating the potential reduction in PM peak hour vehicle trips resulting from
the Supertickets Program was to determine the geographic distribution of downtown ermployees
currently parking downtown. This geographic distribution was used to identify the areas that may
experience the greatest shift from automobile to transit. People living in close proximity to the
downtown area would have shorter trips, so transit would be a more viable option for themi, as
evidenced by the lower percent of persons traveling. downtown by automobile presented in the
TenEyck & Company survey, and noted in Table C-1in Column E. Because the Supertickets
program would be implemented with downtown employees, it was impormant to find the
geographic distribution of employees, rather than all visitors to the downtown area, The
TenEyck & Company survey provided this information through a cross-tabulation of ZIP code of
residence and number of residents who work downtown (Column B). This information was used
1o determine the geographic distribution (by zip code of residence) of downtown workers
(Column C). This was calculated using the estimate of 20,226 total downtown employees that
reside within the MTD service area (from the Traffic Solutions Survey) times the percentage
distribution for each zip code in Column B.

Step 2 ~ Average Duaily Employee Population

The total number of employees downtown is not the same as the number of employees in the
downtown on an average day. This reflects the fact that some downtown employees work less
than 5 days per week. The TenEyck & Company survey also provided information about the
number of days per week that each downtown werker commutes (o the downtown area,
indicating that on average a downtown employee travels downtown 4,71 days per week. The
daily average number of employees downtown is 4.71 divided by five weekdays, or about 94.2%
of the total estimated 20,226 downtown employees residing wjthin the MTD service area. AS .
shown in Column D in Table C-1 this calculation results in an estimate of 19,053 employees that
live within the MTD service area in the downtown area on an average weekday.

Step 3 - Average Daily Number of Employees Traveling Downtown by Auto

The TenEyck & Company survey also provided information as to how many emplovees drive
their autos to downtown. Column E in Table C-1 shows the percent of the employees traveling
downtown from each zip codes as reported in the survey. Multiplying this percentage times the
average daily number of employees downtown ( Colurmn D) results in the-average daily number
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of employees driving downtown as shown in Column F.  This results in an estimated total of
16,1535 employees driving downtown on a typical weekday.

Step 4 - Estimated Shift from Auto to Transit

The mode shift from automobile to transit for the downtown workers residing In each ZIP code
was estimated based on the mode shifts from auomobile to transit observed after the
implernentation of the Denver ECO Pass Program and the University of Wisconsin UPASS
Program. The results of the Denver program were used to obtain an overall percentage reduction
in automobile use, while the results of the UPASS program were used to estimated the way in
which use of the passes varies with distance. The percentage of persons wraveling by automobile
in these studies before implementation of the programs was compared to the percentage of
downtown Santa Barbara workers currently traveling by automobile for each ZIP code area. This
ratio was then multiplied by the mode shift observed in these case studies 10 yield the expecied
mode shift for downtown Santa Barbara workers as shown in Column G in Table C-1. Column
H shows the percentage of workers that would travel by auo for each ZIP code after the
Supertickets program is in place. The weighted average of the estimated shifts from automobile
to transit for each ZIP code was used to estimate the expected shift from automobile to transit
resulting from the Supertickets Program, as shown in Table C-1 in Column I. The shift would
*result in a reduction of the number of daily auto trips leaving the downtown to a total 15,097
trips.

Step 5 ~ Net Reduction in PM Peak Hour Trips.

The net reduction in average daily employee trips leaving the downtown is the different between
the daily employees trips before and after the implementation of the Supertickets program as -
shown in Column J of Table C-1. The resulting estimated net reduction is 1,058 daily employee
trips leaving the downtown. In order to estimate the number of these daily vehicle trips that
would be reduced from PM peak hour traffic volumes, an effort was made to determine the
percentage of downtown emplovees that currently depart the downtown during the peak hour.
Unfortunately, this information is not directly available for downtown Santa Barbara. The first
step in estimating this number was to determine the number of retail stores employees compared
to the number of office workers in downtown Santa Barbara, Because retail and office
employees have different commute pamerns, and would typically leave their workplaces at
different times of the day, it was important to distinguish the two types of employees in order to
accurately estimate the reduction in PM peak hour vehicle trips resulting from distributing
Supertickets to downtown employees.

Although there aren’t data available that provide the number of office employees and retail
emplovees in downtown Santa Barbara, it is known that downtown Santa Barbara has a greater
percentage of retail employees than typical urban downtown hreas, and it was conservatively
assumed that 50 percent of the workers in the downtown area are "office” employees and 50
‘percent are "retail' employees. The percentage of office and retail workers leaving their
workplaces during the PM peak hour is based on information presented in the San Francisco
Guidelines for Envirommental Review and the I[nstitute for Transportation Engineers Irip
Generation Manual. The San Francisco Guidelines for Environmental Review provides a
work/non-work split for office and retail daily and PM peak hour trip generation rates. These
respective work/non-work splits. were applied to standard daily and PM peak hour ITE trip
generation rates for office and retail uses. After applying the work/non-work splits to the ITE
trip generation rates, the ratio of PM peak hour work trips to daily work trips was calculated for
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the office and retail uses. The estimated ratio of PM peak hour office work trips to daily office
work trips is 31.5 percent, and the estimated ratio of PM peak hour retail work trips to daily retail
work trips is 12 percent. Because daily work trips include inbound and outbound trips, the
estimated proportion of office and retail employees leaving downtown workplaces during the PM
. peak hour would be 63 percent and 24 percent, respectively.

" Conservatively assuming that 50 percent of the workers in the downtown area are "office"
employees and 30 percent are "retail” employees, and that 63 percent of the office workers and
24 percent of the retail employees leave during the PM peak hour, approximately 43 percent of
the total daily trips leaving the workplace would occur during the PM peak hour. Therefore, 43
percent of the downtown employees are estimated to leave the workplace during the PM peak
hour. If 43 percent of the downtown employees leave the workplace during the PM peak hour,
the Supertickets Program would result in a reduction of about 435 PM peak hour vehicle trips as
shown in Column J of Table C-1. Accounting for the 23 trips reduction already artributed to
transit passes under the City’s current transit pass program, vields a net reduction of 432 PM
peak hour trips if passes were provided to all 20,226 employees living within the MTD service
area.
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WILBUR
SMITH
ASSOCIATES

ENGINEERS » PLANNERS
V145 MARKET STREET o TENTH FLOCOR « SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103-1545 » (415} 436-9G30 » FAX (415} 436-9337

July 27, 2000

George Gerth

Manager of Streets, Parking and T ransgportation Operations
City of Santa Barbara '

P.0O. Box 1990

Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990

Re: Lot 6 Queuing Analysis

Dear George:

This letter presents the queuing analysis of the entering and exiting traffic for the planned Lot 6 parking
structure as requested in the June 30, 2000 Development Application Review Team (DART) letter. Cumrently
the project provides three entry lanes and three exit lanes, with two entry and exit lanes on the Anacapa Street

ntage and one entry and exit lane at the rear of the structure with access from Anapumu Street.  The design
assumes that the entry lanes will be conwolled by ticket machines and gates which are actuated by the entry of a
vehicle, and that the exit lanes will be controlled by a cashler with gates. This is the current mode of operations
used in all City lots and structures. For the queuing analysis we have looked at three scenarios:

o The weekday afternoon commute hour — approximately 4:30 - 5:30 PM
o The weekday morning peak arrival hour — approximately 9:30 = 10:30 AM
o A weekday evening peak arrival or departure hour during a major performing arts event.

The methodology that we used is that recommended in the publication Parking Structures, Second Edition
which documents the methodology and provides nomographs which indicate the design queues for different
intensities of vehicle flows versus system service capacities.” As with most traffic engineering designs practices
it is not tvpical to design for the absolute peak, but to design for a condition that falls within an 80 to 90 percent
range of probability. For this analysis we choose a design conditions where the queues are based on a 90
percent probability curve. This means that if one were to randgmly observe the length of the queues
periodically during the peak hour, the observed queues would be less than or equal 1o the queue length predicted
by the probability curve 90 percent of the time.

T A, Chrest, M. Smith, S. Bhuyam; Parking Structures, Second Edition; 1296, pages 99- 113. - _
TRA, GHANA« ALBANY, NY « ANAHEM, CA» ATLANTA, GA e BALTMORE. MD « BANGKOK, THALAND « CARACAS, VENEZUELA «CHARLESTON, SC » CHICAGO, L
LEVELAND, OF o COLUMBIA, SC e COLUMBUS, OH  FALLS CHURCH, VA o HONOLULUY, Hi ¢ HONG KONG e HOUSTON, TX o ISUN, NJ o KUWAIT » KNOXVILLE, ™
LEXNGTON, KY » LONDON, ENGLAND o MILWAUKEE, Wi » NEW HAVEN, CTe ORLANDO, Fl e OVERLAND PARK, K5« PHLADELPHIA, PA » PITTSBURGH, PA & RALEIGH, NC
PICHMOND, VA « SALTLAKE CITY, UT ¢ SAN FRANCISCO; CA » SAN JOSE, CA o TALLAMASSEE, FL » TAMPA, FL » TORONTO, CANADA s WASHINGTON, DC
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The inputs into the queuing mode! are the volume of vehicles expected to arrive or exit during the peak hour and
the service rates of the parking equipment these vehicles will need to clear on entry or exit. For enwy conditions
"we have assumed the recommended service rate of 300 vehicles per hour for an automatic ticket spiuer and gate
operation on a sharp turn for the vehicles. The exit service rate is 120 vehicles per hour for a cashienng
operation on a sharp turn for the vehicles.

Queuing Analysis Results

Table 1 as attached shows the results of the quening analysis. The peak vehicle flow rates for the three peak
demand scenarios were tested assuming one, two, and three entry and exit lanes. A single lane configuration
would result in excessive queuing in the morning peak in both directions, in the afternoon peak in the exiting
direction, and in both directions for a major event.

A two lane entry and exit condition would have adequate capacity for the morming peak, but would not have
adequate exiting capacity for the aftemoon or major peaks. A three lane exit configuration is needed to
accommodate the afternoon peak, and three lanes would not be adequate to accommodate the special event

peak. '
The analysis shows that two entry lanes would provide adequate capacity for all three of the peak flow =
scenarios. Providing the third entry lane, as is currently in the design, would assure that there would be almost
no queuing and would provide redundancy in the event of an equipment failure in one of the lanes. Three exit
lanes are necessarv to handle normal afternoon peak hour flows. Additional measurss to expedite exiting will
be needed during major. events.

Queuing Related Issues

The Anapumu Street entrance and exit would be quite attractive to drivers approaching the site for the south and
the east, as they would avoid having to drive north one extra block in order to enter the site form Anacapa
Street. Based on the traffic distribution assumptions used in the traffic study of this project, the Anapumu
Street exit and entrance could attract as much as 52 percent of the traffic travelling to and from the site if it
attracted all of the traffic coming to or from the south and east. Mostdikely it would not attract all this traffic,
but it is likely that this entrance and exit would serve more than one third of the volume in and out of the
structure. This issue is important because if the Anapumu entrance and exits did not attract at least one-third of
the traffic, then the queuing at the Anacapa entrance and exit would exceed that predicted by the model which
assumes uniform distribution of traffic at all the entry- exit lane locations. It is important that the Anapuma
entrance and exit have full left-turn access at Anapumu Street.

As noted -in the DART cemments entering queues of one or more cars at Anacapa Street will block the
sidewalk. A two lane entry at Anacapa Strest and a single lane at Anapumu Street will assure that there is
almost never a queue. [f a single entrance lane is desired from Anacapa, one solution would be to move the
entrance to the far north end of the building, which will allow the entry gates to be set back into the structure,
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increasing the queuing area so that a one car queue (in addition to the car at the entry gate) would not block the
sidewalk. This design also eliminates the tight turn for vehicles entering the structure, which increases the
capacity of the lane to 500 vehicles per hour. If this design option is not selected, then a partial solution will be
to move the centerline of the entry and exit areas on Anacapa Street outward towards the ends the building four

feet, which would improve the wming radius for vehicles entering and exiting the structure and therefore
increase the capacity of the gates, reducing queuing.

As the exit lanes are in the structure, queuing at these lanes will sometimes block vehicles attemnpting to
circulate past the exit areas to other portions of the structure. These conflicts occur on the main level near the
Anacapa exits and at the Anapamu exit. The conflicts will be between exiting and entering traffic. However,
the conilicts occur on paths that most drivers would be unlikely to use. For example, most drivers entering from
Anapuma Street would go directly into the basement levels, Those that choose to make the sharp turn to the
right to enter the path to the upper levels would expose themselves to the conflicts at the Aracapa exit area.
Because this structure has about 50 percent of the parking below the main floor and 50 percent above it will be
important to provide an electronic signing system that will advise them of which levels have available paking,
and also which path to take to seek that parking. In the afternoon peak, when exiting volumes are high, drivers"
should be discouraged from taking those paths that lead to a potential conflict. Pavement markings and even
stop signs could be used in these conflict areas to encourage drivers to keep these areas clear.

Currently 63 percent of the parking transactions are for drivers staying less than 75 minutes and are free,
meaning that the transaction time for these transactions are much less than where cash must be exchanged.
Typically the free transactions take abour 15 seconds, where the paid transactions involve 25 - 30 seconds.

k)

Conclusions
Table 2 shows a refined queuing analysis which employs the following assumptions:

¢ The Anacapa Steet entrance is relocated to the north end of the building increasing the entry
capacity to 500 vehicles per hour per lane because the sharp turns would be eliminated.

s The capacity of the exit lanes was increased to reflect 60 percent of the transactions being free
parking and requiring only 15 seconds each.

e The traffic volume split between the Anacapa and Anapuma Smaet access/egress points was assumed
to be a 50/50 percent split.

s After spemal events a prepay method would be used to expedite exiting, Increasing the exiting
capacnty to 180 vehicles per hour.

This analvsis demonstrates that:

Byv relocating the Anacapa Street entrance to the north a one lane entrance would assure that vehicles would

not queue into the sidewalk area during peak arrival periods. Queuing would occur at the Amapumu
entrance and exit, but there is adequate queue space at this location.
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2. For major events further measures will be necessary to expedite the exiting traffic. One approach would be
to use both of the Anapumu lanes as exits. This would allow 400 vehicles to exit In about 30 minutes
assuming that at least half of the drivers used a pre-pay method to present the cashier with a validation ticket

on exiting.

Based on these results we recommend that the Anacapa Street entrance be moved to the north end of the
building and reduced to a single lane.

Very truly yours,

WILBUR SMITH ASSOCIATES

William E. Hurrell, P.E.
Regional Vice President

WEH/weh
044000
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Table 2
Lot 6 Queuing Analysis - Assuming 50/50% Split of Traffic Between AnacapalAnapumu &
Capacity Increase due to 60% Free Parking Transactions & Modified Anacapa Entrance.

[ AM Peak Hour | - . PMPeak Hour |Major Event Peak
. in Out Total In Out. Total In “Qut

Vehicle Flow Rate/ ' ,
Vehicles per hour . 321 107 428 160 239 398 400 400
Anacapa Street 160 53 214 80 120 200 200 200
Anapumu Street 160 53 214 80 120 200 200 200
Single Lane In & Out from Anapumu Street

Lanes 1 1 1 1 1 1
Capacity/Lane/Hour 300 192 300 182 300 180
Capacity/Hour 300 192 300 192 300 180
Intensity * 0.53) 0.28 0.27 0.62 0.67 1.11
Design Queue** 2.5 1 3 4 5] Infinite**

Single Lane In & Out from Anacapa Street with entrance moved to north end of building

Lanes 1 1 1 1 1 1
Capacity/Lane/Hour 500 182 ‘ 500 182 : 500 180
Capacity/Hour 500 192 , 5001 C 192 500 180
Intensity * 0.32 0.28 0.16 0.62 ) 0.40 1,11
Design Queue™ 1 1 05 4 21 Infinite™

Two Lanes In & Outifrom Anacapa Street with entrance moved to north end of building

Lanes 2 2 2 2 2 2
Capacity/Lane/Hour 500 192 500 192 300 180
Capacity/Hour 1000 384 1000 384 800 360
Intensity * 0.16 0.14 0.08 0.31 0.33 0.58
Design Queue** 0.5 0.5 0 1 1 3
Notes:

" Intensity is the hourly vehicle flow rate divided by the capacity .

** The design queue is the 90 percent probability queue length predicted by the intensity of lane utilization.
The number of cars in the queue does not include the car being serviced.”
** When the intensity exceeds 1.00 the model estimates a queue of infinite length.
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PLANNING COMMISSION REVISED CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

1221 ANACAPA STREET%GRANADA GARAGE (MST2006-000457)
AUGUST 24,2006

‘The development of the Real Property approved by.the Planning Commission on March 1,

2001 is limited to 10,330 square feet of offices, bicycle station, public restrooms, trash and
storage; a 575-space parking structure; and the improvements shown on the Development Plan
signed by the chairman of the Planning Commission on said date and on file at the City of
Santa Barbara.

Owner shall comply with the Landscape Plan as approved by the Historic Landmarks
Commission (HLC). Such plan shall not be modified unless prior written approval is obtained
from the HLC. The landscaping on the Real Property shall be provided and maintained in
accordance with said landscape plan. '

The Owner shall meet with the City Police Department Crime Analyst to determine how
lighting, egress and other design features can be designed and installed so as to reduce the

potential number of calls for police service to the Real Property.

Exterior lighting, where provided, shall be consistent with the City's Lighting Ordinance. No
floodlights shall be allowed. Lighting shall be directed toward the ground.

Prior to issuance of a Building Permit or Public Works Permit, the City Parking Program shall
submit to the City Engineering Division public improvement plans for construction of
improvements on Anacapa and Anapamu Streets. Public Works Improvement Plans shall be
submitted separately from Building Permit- plans. As determined by the City Engineering
Division, the improvements shall include decorative sidewalk to match adjacent sidewalks,
driveway aprons modified to meet Title 24 requirements, curbs, gutters, underground utilities,
water system, sewer system, Type A street lights, mid-block traffic signal on Anapamu Street,
storm drain system, curb drain outlets, pollution prevention interceptor device, parkway
landscaping, street trees, tree grates, and adequate positive drainage. The public improvement
plans shall be prepared by a registered civil engineer and signed by the City Engineer.

The City Public Works Department shall complete the following prior to the issuance of any
building permits: g

1. A qualified representative for the City Public Works Department, approved by the City
Planning Division, shall be designated as the Project Environmental Coordinator (PEC).
The PEC shall be responsible for assuring full compliance with the provisions of the
mitigation monitoring and reporting program to the City. The PEC shall have authority
over all other monitors/specialists, the contractor, and all construction personne] for
those actions that relate to the items listed in this program.

2. At least 20 days prior to commencement of construction, the contractor shall provide
written notice to all property owners, businesses and residents within 450 feet of the
project area. The notice shall contain a description of the proposed project, a
construction schedule including days and hours of construction, the name and phone
number of the Project Environmental Coordinator (PEC) who can answer questions, and
provide additional information or address problems that may arise during construction.
A 24-hour construction hot line shall be provided. Informational signs with the PEC’s

EXHIBIT B
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name and telephone number shall also be posted at the construction site on Anacapa and

* Anapamu Streets and be provided for residents at the Victoria Hotel and patrons of the

City Library and County Administration Building.

The City Public Works Department shall contract with a City-approved archaeologist
for preparation of an Extended Phase 1 Subsurface survey and for monitoring during all
ground disturbing activities associated with the project, including, but not limited to,
grading, excavation, trenching, vegetation or paving removal and ground clearance in
the areas identified in the Cultural Resources Study prepared for this site by SAIC dated
March 29, 2000. The contract shall establish a schedule for monitoring and a report to
the City Environmental Analyst on the findings of the monitoring. Contract(s) shall be
subject to the review and approval of the Environmental Analyst.

To determine if any remnants of previous structures are present, an Extended Phase 1

‘Subsurface survey shall be conducted by a City-qualified archaeologist prior to issuance

of a building permit for excavation for the proposed parking structure and offices. To
provide for adequate exposure of any buried cultural materials, mechanically excavated
trenches shall be employed. The survey shall focus on areas in the immediate vicinity
of the sites where the former historic structures were located. If the Extended Phase 1
Subsurface Survey identifies intact archaeological deposits that will be affected by the
project, then their significance shall be evaluated through Phase 2 Significance
Assessment investigations and any necessary mitigation measures identified in
accordance with City Master Environmental Assessment procedures. The Phase 2
Report shall be submitted for approval by the Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC).

If the proposed project will adversely impact significant archaeological resources as
identified through a Phase 2 Significance Assessment, then a Phase 3 data recovery plan
shall be prepared, accepted by the City Environmental Analyst and the Historic
Landmarks Commission, and implemented. That portion of the Phase 3 program that
requires work on-site shall be completed prior to continuing construction in the affected
area. If prehistoric or other Native American remains are encountered, a Native
American representative shall be contacted consulted, and shall remain present during
all further subsurface disturbance in the area of the find. If the discovery consists of
potentially human remains, the Santa Barbara County Coroner and the California Native
American Heritage Commission must also be contacted. Work in the area may only
proceed after authorization is granted by the Environmental Analyst.

Any archaeological resources recovered from the site shall be curated at the Central
Coast Information Center (CCIC). All curation costs shall be borne by the property
owner.

The proposed building plans shall incorporate energy efficiencies in the project design.
The following are some measures which should be incorporated into project building
plans unless the applicant provides evidence, to the satisfaction of the City Planning and
Building and Safety Divisions, that incorporation of a specific measure is not feasible:
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The installation of low NOy residential water heaters and space heaters per
specifications in the 1998 Clean Air Plan; ‘

The installation of heat transfer modules in furnaces;
The use of light colored water-based paint and roofing materials;

The installation of solar panels for water heating systems and other facilities and
/or the use of water heaters that heat water only on demand;

The use of passive solar cooling/heating;
The use of natural lighting;

Use of concrete or other non-pollutant materials for parking lots instead of
asphalt;

Installation of energy-efficient appliances and lighting;

Installation of mechanical air conditioners and refrigeration units that use non-
ozone depleting chemicals; ‘

Use of landscaping to shade buildings;
Installation of sidewalks and bike paths;
Installation of covered bus stops to encourage use of mass transportation;

Space and electrical outlets to accommodate electric vehicle charging facilities
within the parking structure;

Installation of information kiosks, displaying in bilingual format, bus schedules
and public education information on air quality issues and promoting the use of
alternative transportation; and incentives for employees or discounts for patrons
who use alternative transportation.

7. A solid waste management plan shall be prepared by the City Public Works Department
and reviewed and approved by the City Community Development Department. The
plan shall identify feasible measures to address the construction and operation of the
parking lot, bicycle station and office uses which may include, but are not limited to, the
following:

Provision of space and/or bins for storage of recyclable materials within the
project site. This information shall be shown on the building plans and installed
as a part of the proposed project’s improvements.

Development and implementation of a plan for collection of recyclable materials
on a regular basis. ’

Development of Source Reduction Measures, indicating the method and amount
of expected reduction. :
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f.

g.

Implementation of a program to purchase recycled materials used in association
with the proposed project (paper, newsprint, etc.). This could include requesting
suppliers to show recycled material content.

Implementation of a monitoring program (quarterly, bi-annually) to attain and
maintain a 35-50% minimum participation in recycling efforts.

Implementation of a composting landscape waste reduction program.

Requirements for construction and demolition waste source reduction, reuse and
recycling to the maximum extent feasible.

The City Public Works Department shall submit a Final Construction Management Plan
to the Planning Division to fully replace the 210 public parking spaces that will be

* unavailable during the construction period and to provide sufficient parking to serve

project construction workers. The temporary alternative transportation and parking plan
shall demonstrate how the 210 displaced public parking spaces and the construction
worker parking will be provided during the entire construction period. The plan shall be
reviewed and approved by the City Transportation Planning Division and
Environmental Analyst and shall be implemented throughout the entire construction
period. The plan shall include the following mandatory elements: '

a.

A marketing and signage program to inform construction workers and
Downtown customers and employees of the temporary parking and alternative
transportation arrangements.

Provision of free off-street parking spaces for construction workers on-site or at
an off-site remote location. If the remote parking area is more than three blocks
from the project site, shuttle service to the construction site shall be provided.

On-site or off-site storage shall be provided for construction materials and
equipment. Storage of construction materials within the public right-of-way is
prohibited.

Other elements of the plan necessary to mitigate the temporary loss of public parking
could include (but shall not be limited to):

d.

Barly implementation of Mitigation Measure T-1 (Superticket Program) in
conjunction with MTD's planned expansion of the electric shuttle routes prior to
occupancy of the parking structure.

Temporary conversion of on-street parking on selected downtown streets within
three blocks of the project site from parallel to angle parking. Possible locations
could include Chapala Street between Figueroa and Victoria Street, Victoria
Street between Chapala and Anacapa Streets, and Anapamu Street between
Chapala and Anacapa Streets. '
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f. Develop programs with the County to provide additional customer parking at
‘County buildings or provide more County services over the phone, internet or at
remote locations. ‘

g. Develop a temporary parking area for County employees and other Downtown
employees at a remote location (such as the County Bowl). If the remote parking
area is more than three blocks from the project site, shuttle service to employee
workplaces shall be provided.

h. In conjunction with employers in the project vicinity and Traffic Solutions,
provide additional incentives for employees who use alternative modes of
transportation or telecommute during the construction period (such as preferred
parking for employees who carpool).

i Provide temporary downtown customer ‘parking at remotes sites.  First
preference shall be given to lots within a three block radius of the project site
that may not be fully utilized during weekdays (such as church parking lots).

- Temporary conversion of existing public or private parking lots within three
blocks of the project site to assisted (valet) parking for customers and employees
to provide additional vehicle capacity, including the County lots, City Parking
Lot 5, and the Louise Lowry Davis Center.

9. The route of construction-related traffic shall be approved by the Transportation
Operations Division and the Environmental Analyst to minimize trips through
surrounding residential neighborhoods.
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G. The City Parking Program shall fund the following transit enhancements:

Line/Item Transit Improvement PM PHT* Timing/Status
Crosstown Shuttle | New line 140 Implemented 7/01
Lines 1 &2 Increase to 10-minute peak 130 | Scheduled to begin 1/07

headways
Mesa Loop New line (3-yr test period) 40 Scheduled to begin 1/07

*Sour

ce: MTD Staff

Data on use-of-passes the transit enhancements shall be collected on an on-going basis. A
report shall be prepared quarterly during the first year of the program and annually thereafter
by the applicant and reviewed and approved by the City Transportation Planning Division and
the City Environmental Analyst en-pass-usage-based on farebex data collected by MTD. Based
on the results of the report, in the event that the City Parking Program contribution te-pass
program-transit enhancements does not continue to reduce project traffic by at least 229 Peak
Hour Trips (PHTs) and 985 Average Daily Trips (ADTs) and the identified peak hour impacts
at specific intersections, the City Parking Program shall implement additional measures to
maintain the effectiveness of the program in a manner approved by the City Council. These
additional measures shall be implemented within 90 days of the release of each report and may
include (but shall not be limited to): '

1. 3

frequency (headways);

2. Funding additional targeted marketing efforts for the pass—program transit
enhancements;

3. Increasing parking fees at City garages by:

a. Raising hourly rates;

b. Decreasing the free period;

c. Charging additional fees for vehicles that enter or exit during peak hours.
4. Reducing the free period for on-street parking.
5. Implementing carpool incentives for carpools of three or more.

Monitoring of the program including any additional measures shall be continuous. The
effectiveness of the program shall be reported and the program adjusted as necessary quarterly
for the first year of the program and annually thereafter. The City Parking Program's

" contribution to the annual-pass-program transit enhancements shall continue for the life of the

Lot 6 parking structure unless an alternative City program is funded and implemented that is
equally effective in reducing project traffic and air quality impacts and has been approved by
the Planning Commission as an amendment to the Conditions of Approval for the Lot 6 project.
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H. A construction conference shall be scheduled by the General Contractor. The conference shall
include representatives from the Public Works Department, Building Division, Planning
Division, the Parks and Recreation Department, the Watetfront Department and the Contractor. -
The following information shall be specified on the construction plans submitted for building
permits:

1. During site grading and transportation of fill materials, regular water sprinkling shall
occur using reclaimed water whenever the Public Works Director determines that it is
reasonably available. During clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation, sufficient
quantities of water, through use of either water trucks or sprinkler systems, shall be
applied to prevent dust from leaving the site. Each day, after construction activities
cease, the entire area of disturbed soil shall be sufficiently moistened to create a crust.

2. Throughout construction, water trucks or sprinkler systems shall also be used to keep all
areas of vehicle movement damp enough to prevent dust raised from leaving the site.
At a minimum, this will include wetting down such areas in the late morning and after
work is completed for the day. Increased watering frequency will be required whenever
the wind speed exceeds 15 mph.

3. Trucks transporting fill material to and from the site shall be covered from the point of

origin.

4. The haul route(s) for all construction-related trucks, three tons or more, entering or
exiting the site, shall be approved by the Transportation Engineer.

5. After clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation is completed, the entire area of
disturbed soil shall be treated to prevent wind pickup of soil. This may be
accomplished by:

a. Seeding and watering until grass cover is grown;

b. Spreading soil binders;

c. Sufficiently wetting the area down to form a crust on the surface with repeated
soakings as necessary to maintain the crust and prevent dust pickup by the wind;

d. Other methods approved in advance by the Air Pollution Control District.

6. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc., shall be paved as soon as possible.
Additionally, building pads should be laid as soon as possible after grading unless
seeding or soil binders are used.

7. Noise generating construction activity shall be prohibited, Sundays, and holidays and
between the hours of 4 p.m. to 7 a.m. except night work between the hours of 4 p.m. to
7 a.m. on weekdays as allowed under Condition H-8. Holidays are defined as those
days which are observed by the City of Santa Barbara as official holidays by City
employees. Non-noise generating construction activity is herein defined as construction
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10.

11,

activities wholly conducted within the interior of an enclosed building, and which are
not audible from the exterior of the building.

" All construction equipment, including trucks, shall be professionally maintained and

fitted with standard manufacturers’ muffler and silencing devices and sound control
devices and techniques such as noise shields and blankets shall be employed as needed
to reduce the level of noise to surrounding businesses and residents.

The applicant shall provide written notice to all property owners, businesses and
residents within 300 feet of the project and the City Planning and Building Divisions at
least 48 hours prior to commencement of any night work between the hours of 4 p.m.
and 7 a.m. weekdays. Night work shall not be permitted on weekends and holidays.

A City-approved archaeologist/s shall be present during demolition of the existing
parking lot and construction of the multi-level parking structures. All ground disturbing
activities within 30 meters of the historic period structures or any other intact
archaeological deposits shall be monitored by the City-approved archaeologist,
consistent with the requirements of the Phase 1 Cultural Resources Survey prepared by
SAIC and dated March 29, 2000. If cultural resources are encountered or suspected,
work shall be halted immediately, the City Environmental Analyst shall be notified.
The archaeologist shall assess the nature, extent and significance of any discoveries and
develop appropriate management recommendations for archaeological resource
treatment, including but not limited to redirection of grading and/or excavation
activities. If prehistoric or other Native American remains are encountered, a Native
American representative shall be contacted consulted, and shall remain present during
all further subsurface disturbance in the area of the find. If the discovery consists of
potentially human remains, the Santa Barbara County Coroner and the California Native
American Heritage Commission must also be contacted. Work in the area may only
proceed after authorization is granted by the Environmental Analyst. If the findings are
potentially significant, a Phase 3 recovery program and/or other mitigation shall be
prepared, accepted by the Environmental Analyst and the Historic Landmarks
Commission and implemented as described in F-5, above.

Prior to the start of any vegetation or paving removal, demolition, trenching or grading,
contractors and construction personnel shall be alerted to the possibility of uncovering
unanticipated subsurface archaeological features or artifacts associated with past human
occupation of the parcel. If such cultural resources are encountered or suspected, work
shall be halted immediately, the City Environmental Analyst shall be notified and a
City-approved archaeologist shall be consulted. The latter shall be employed to assess
the nature, extent and significance of any discoveries and to develop appropriate
management recommendations for archaeological resource treatment, including but not
limited to redirection of grading and/or excavation activities. If prehistoric or other
Native American remains are encountered, a Native American representative shall be
contacted consulted, and shall remain present during all further subsurface disturbance
in the area of the find. If the discovery consists of potentially human remains, the Santa
Barbara County Coroner and the California Native American Heritage Commission
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must also be contacted. Work in the area may only proceed after authorization is
granted by the Environmental Analyst. If the findings are potentially significant, a
Phase 3 recovery program and/or other mitigation shall be prepared and accepted by the
Environmental Analyst and the Historic Landmarks Commission and implemented as
described in Condition F-5, above. '

Construction-related truck trips shall not be scheduled during p.m. peak hours (4:00
p.m. to 6:00 p.m.) to help reduce truck traffic on adjacent streets and roadways.

The following requirements shall be incorporated into, or submitted with the construction plans
submitted to the Building and Safety Division with applications for building permits. All of
these construction requirements must be completed prior to the issuance of a Certificate of

Occupancy: /

L. Employee lockers shall be provided in all employee bathrooms.

2. Provision of space and/or bins for storage of recyclable materials within the project site.
3. An oil/water separator shall be installed or other Best Management Practices (BMPs)

shall be employed to treat parking lot runoff from the project site.

All Planning Commission Conditions of Approval shall be provided on a full size drawing
sheet as part of the drawing sets. A statement shall also be placed on the above sheet as
follows: The undersigned have read and understand the above conditions, and agree to abide
by any and all conditions which is their usual and customary responsibility to perform, and
which are within their authority to perform.

Signed:

Property Owner Date
Contractor Date -License No.
Architect Date License No.
Engineer - Date : ’License No.

Prior to issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy, the Owner of the Real Property shall
complete the following:
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1. Repair any damaged public improvements (curbs, gutters, sidewalks, etc.) subject to the

review and approval of the Public Works Department. Where tree roots are the cause of
the damage, the roots are to be pruned under the direction of the City Arborist.

2. The annual transit pass program described under Condition G shall be funded,
implemented and fully operational.

Public improvements as shown on the public improvement plans.

4, A final report on the results of the archaeological monitoring shall be submitted by the
City-approved archaeologist to the Environmental Analyst within 180 days of
completion of the monitoring and prior to the issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy
(Final Inspection), whichever is earlier.

NOTICE OF DEVELOPMENT PLAN
TIME LIMITS:

The development plén approved, per SBMC Section 28.87.350, shall expire four (4) years from the
date of approval unless:

1. A building or grading permit for the work authorized by the development plan is issued prior to
the expiration date of the approval.

2. A time extension is granted by the Planning Commission for one (1) year prior to the expiration
date of the approval, only if it is found that there is due diligence to implement and complete the
proposed project.



