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City of Santa Barbara

California

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA PLANNING COMMISSION

RESOLUTION 013-19
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT CERTIFICATION
FOR THE PLAN SANTA BARBARA GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
SEPTEMBER 30, 2010

PLAN SANTA BARBARA FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT CERTIFICATION:

Plan Santa Barbara (Plan SB) is the planning process to update Santa Barbara’s General Plan. The General
Plan shapes the City through goals, policies and programs concerning growth management, environment,
housing, transportation and land use to best meet our community needs now and in the future

The Final Program Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the Plan Santa Barbara General Plan Update

(GPU), publicly released by the City of Santa Barbara on September 16, 2010, includes the following
componenis: :

FEIR Volume I:  Final Program Environmental Impact Report

FEIR Volume II: Appendices

FEIR Volume II1: Response to Comments

FEIR Volume IV: Hybrid Alternative Analysis and Plan Santa Barbara Impact Summary Tables

WHEREAS, on September 29-30, 2010, the Planning Commission held a noticed public hearing on the
Final Program Environmental Impact Report for the Plan Santa Barbara General Plan Update.

WHEREAS, 18 people appeared to speak regarding the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR)
thereto, and the following exhibits addressing the FEIR were presented for the record:

1. Staff Report with Exhibits, dated September 16, 2010, including:
a Exhibit B: PlanSB EIR Project Impact and Mitigation Summary
b. Exhibit C: EIR Alternatives Analysis Summary
c. Exhibit D: Listing of GPU and DEIR Commenters
d. Exhibit E: Planning Commission FEIR Certification Findings

€. Power Point Slide Presentation
2. Correspondence received by the Commisston:
a. Natasha Lohmus, Department of Fish and Game, via email
b. Dave Davis and Megan Birney, Community Environmental Council, via email
c. Connie Hannah, League of Woman Voters, Santa Barbara, CA
d. Jeffrey King, Mesa Architects, via email
e. Lisa Plowman, SB4ALL, via email
f. Bernie Bernsiein, via email
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g, Bruce Burnworth, via email

h. Kellam de Forrest, via email

1. Norbert H. Dall and Stephanie D. Dall, via email
J- Tracy Fernandez, Santa Barbara, CA

~

J. Michael Holliday, via email

[

Paul Pommier, Sr., via YouPlanSB website
m. Paula Westbury, Santa Barbara, CA
n Deborah Wright, via email

0. Sheila Lodge, via email

p- LeeAnne French, Citizens Planning Association, via email

qg. | Fred Sweeney, Upper East Association

. Jarrell C. Jackman, Santa Barbara Trust for Historic Preservation and

Richard Rozzelle, District Superintendent, California State Parks

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City of Santa Barbara Planning Commission:

Certified the Final Program Environmental Impact Report dated September 2010 for the Plan Santa :
Barbara General Plan Update, making Findings A through C below pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines
§15090 and City CEQA Guidelines §I1.2, based on information provided in the EIR process, staff report
and Exhibit E, public input, and Commission discussion, and including clarifying additions and edits to
the Final EIR by the Planning Commission as identified in Section II below.

A

The final EIR has been completed in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act

(CEQA).

The FEIR for the Plan Santa Barbara General Plan Update was prepared in accordance with
applicable procedures and content requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), State CEQA Guidelines, and City of Santa Barbara CEQA Guidelines.

An advertised Notice of Preparation for the EIR was issued January 15, 2009 for a 30-day

agency and public comment period, and a Planning Commission public scoping hearing was held
on January 29, 2009,

The EIR documents have been prepared by a qualified team headed by AMEC Earth and
Environmental, Inc., working under oversight of experienced City staff.

The Draft EIR underwent a noticed 60-day public review and comment process March 19-May
18, 2010, including a noticed Planning Commission public hearing held April 28, 2010.
Comments on the Draft EIR were received from 15 public agencies, 16 community/ public
interest organizations, 45 individuals, and six City commissions and committees.

The Final EIR includes written responses to comments received on the Draft EIR and associated
edits to the EIR analysis. Proposed responses to comments and hearing notice were provided to
public agencies that commented on the Draft EIR ten days prior to the EIR certification hearing.
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The EIR analysis meets CEQA requirements for a General Plan Program EIR, and FIR standards
of adequacy pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15151.

The final EIR was presented to the Planning Commission. and the Planning Commission
reviewed and considered the information contained in the final EIR. Pursuant to requirements of
Government Code §65354, the Commission will make recommendations on adoption of the
proposed Plan Santa Barbara General Plan Update to the Santa Barbara City Council, which
recommendations have been informed by Commission consideration of the final FIR.

The proposed Final EIR was issued to the public and provided to members of the Planning
Commission on Thursday, September 16, 2010. The Planning Commission held a noticed public
hearing on Wednesday September 29, 2010, and received a staff presentation of the Final EIR
and public comment, and reviewed and considered the information contained in the Final EIR.

The final EIR as amended reflects the Planning Commission’s independent judgment and
analvysis. . :

IL Said certification action above is subject to inclusion of the following clarifying additions and edits to
the Final EIR documents, which do not alter the FEIR conclusions:

A,

Addition to Volume I-FEIR, EIR Summary, page 7 at the end of the “Alternatives to the Project”
section, and to Volume IV-Hybrid Alternative Analysis, page 1-1 Introduction, Section 1.1,
beginning as new fourth paragraph, as follows:

Background on Hybrid Alternative Discussions

As envisioned by the California Environmental Qualicy Act (CEQA) and State CEQA Guidelines,
City decision-makers for the Plan Santa Barbara General Plan Update are considering
modifications to project policies to incorporate mitigation and some policy components from the

alternatives analyzed in the Environmental Impact Report (EIR), to reduce environmental effects
and/or best address Plan objectives.

Initial Planning Commission Hybrid: The initial Planning Commission hybrid alternative package
recommended to City Council (June 2010) is a policy set that the Commission fekt would best
address the following key criteria for the General Plan Update:

1. Maximize the achievement of Plan Objectives set forth in the Sustainability Framework and
~ Principles, including Living within Our Resources;

2. Provide a guiding long-term vision and innovative flexible policy framework with
implementation tailored and modified as needed by the Adaptive Management Plan;

3. Mitgate environmental impacts to the maximum extent feasible;
4. Achieve internal consistency and balance among and between the policies;

5. Ensure the policies are realistic, operational, capable of being implemented, and have support
from key community stakeholders; and

6. Support the economic vitality of the City Downtown and as a whole.
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Components of the initial Planning Commission recommended hybrid modifications to the Plan
mchaded:

«  Reduction of the non-residential growth cap (io a total of 1 million SF, with no exclusions)

«  Stronger Transportation Demand Management (TDM) and parking pricing programs to mitigate

traffic congestion, reduce energy and greenhouse gas generation, and improve jobs/housing

balance

* Residential parking maximums Downtown (1.5 spaces/unit) and parking sales/rental separate
from the housing to address building sizes and affordability and traffic management
(“unbundling™)

*  Reduced unit sizes and increased density incentives in appropriate areas to promote affordable
workforce housing and traffic management (27-45 du/acre and up to 60 dw/acre for community

benefit projects with supermajority vote; 50% density increase for rental and employer-
sponsored housing in commercial and multi-family areas)

* Stronger design standards to address compatible building sizes and protection of historic
resources and community character (including guideline for primarily 2-3 story building heights
with 4” story only for community benefit projects with SUPEITNAJOriLy VOte)

« Swuronger historic resources protection policies (including buffers around historic districts,
designated resoutces, and Presidio)

* Increased affordable inclusionary housing requirement (25%), and relaxed second unit standards .
in commercial areas near transit cormdors and services and with consideration crrywide.

The Planning Commission initial recommended hybrid alternative was seen as a posttive

compromuse set of policies and received strong support from a large majority of the community
groups that have participated in the General Plan Update process.

Initial City Council Hybrid Akemnative: Initial City Council discussions provided direction for

consideration of many of the policy elements in the Planning Commission recommendations, but
some with further modifications. In response to public mput, Planning Commission
recommendarions, and Council discussion, softened policy language was considered for some
policies, based on concerns about economic interests, property rights, and Ivability/ community
character. Initial Council hybrid policies for consideration included:

*  Reduced non-residential growth cap (1 million SF), but with more exclusions [for EIR analysis,
an additional 0.5 million SF was assumed for excluded uses]

 Inclusion of the range of Transportation Demand Management strategles, but no assured
commitment to expansion of existing Transportation Demand Management and parking pricing
programs without demonstrated stakeholder support [no expansion beyond current TDM
program was assumed for EIR analysis] '

o Consider residential parking maximums downtown, and allow * unbundling” of housing and
parking costs

o Reduced unit sizes and density increases in appropriate areas (27-45 dw/acre; 50% density

overlay for rental/employer housing) [areas to be determined, consider Planning Commission
recommended areas]
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o Stronger design standards to address compatible building sizes and protection of historic
resources and community character (supermajority vote for buildings exceeding 45 feet; buffers
around historic districts, designated resources, and Presidio)

+  Consider mncreased affordable mclusionary housing requirement (25%) along with suspension
during economic downtumns, shiding scale for types of uses, and potential commercial fee; and

relaxed second unit standards on a neighborhood-by-neighborhood basis with neighborhood
SUppoTt.

Addition to FEIR Volume I, EIR Summary, page 7, at the end of the “Alternatives to the Project”

section (following the “Background on Hybrid Alternative Discussions” section added i item A.
above), as follows: -

Summary of FEIR Alternatives Analysis

The following summarizes EIR alternatives analysis of environmental impacts in the year 2030:

Class 2 Impacts (Less than Significant with Mitigation): The EIR identified the following potentially
significant impacts mitigated to less than significant levels: air quality (diesel particulates), biological
resources (loss of upland and riparian habitats); geological conditions (sea cliff retrear); hazards
(adequacy of facility capacity for household hazardous materials collection); heritage resources
(effects of development on historic resources); hydrology and water quality (extended range sea level
nise from climate changes); noise (highway noise level increases affecting residential uses); open
space and visual resources (gradual loss of open space); public wilities/ solid waste (adequacy of
long-term solid waste management facility capacity).

For these impacts on local resources, hazards, and services, potential significant impacts could be the

least under the Lower Growth Aliernative, and would be less than significant with mitigation (Class
2)

Under all the other alernatives, including the Plan Santa Barbara project, No Project, Additional
Housing, and Hybnd Alternatives, potentia/ significant impacts on resources, hazards, and services
would be similar in type and somewhat greater than the Lower Growth Alternative. However, these
mpacts would also be mitigated to less than significant levels (Class 2) under all the alternatives, for
the same residual impact level.

Class 1 Tmpacts (Significant): Al alternatives analyzed in the EIR would be expected to result in
Clss 1 impacts to Transportation (traffic congestion) and Climate Change (greenhouse gas
generation). Lower residual impacts for both issues are largely a result of a lower amount of non-
residential growth and more extensive application of Transporation Demand Management (TDM)
and parking pricing policies (which act to reduce impacts for existing traffic as well as the small
increment of additional growth).

The alternatives are ranked in the following order as to lowest transportation and climate change
mmpacts, and most effective mitigation, as analyzed in the EIR:

Additional Housing Allernative

The Addmional Housing Alternative assumes low non-residential growth (1.0 million SF), and
Robust TDM and parking pricing policies (ie., strongest expansion), resulting in lowest impacts on
waffic congestion (from existing 13 impacted intersections to 14 impacted intersections) and

greenhouse gas generation (1.4 million tons/year), as well as substantially better jobs/housing
balance (C.41 jobs/unit).
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Pian Santa Barbara Project

The Plan Sania Barbara project assumes two 2.0 million SF non-residential growth and Moderate
TDM/parking pricing expansion, resulting in the porensial for 20 impacted intersections and
estimated 1.62 tons/ year greenhouse gases. Roadway improvements could mitigate 2-3 intersections.
With application of Mitigation Measure T-2, the robust TDM/ parking pricing per Alternative 2,
most of these impacts would be mitigated. The jobs/housing balance would be in approximate
balance (1.44 jobs/unit). :

Lower Growth _Alternative

The Lower Growth Alternative assumes low non-residential growth (1.0 million SF), but no
expansion of TDM/ parking pricing, resulting in the potential for 18 impacted intersections and 1.58
million tons/year greenhouse gas generation, and improved jobs/housing balance (0.90 jobs/unit).
Because this alternative assumed a policy set to maintain or increase parking standards, the T-2
mitigation for robust TDM was not considered compatible with the policy set, and not applied n

the EIR analysis. However, if the T-2 mitigation was applied, the traffic and greenhouse gas impacts
could be lower than described for this alternative.

Hybrid Alternative

The Hybnd Alernative analysis in the FEIR assumed the lower non-residential growth cap of 1
million SF for designated categories, and the EIR analysis assumes an additional 0.5 million SF for
uses excluded from the categories. The policy set includes the range of TDM strategies, but no
committed level of expansion, and the FIR analysis therefore assumes no expansion of existing
TDM/ parking pricing programs. The less extensive TDM/ parking pricing has more influence than
the lower non-residential growth, and greater impacts result to traffic (estimated 20-26 ntersections)
and greenhouse gas generation (estimated 1.6 - 1.62 tons/year). The jobs/housing balance would be
somewhat better than the Plan Santa Barbara scenario (<1.44 jobs/unit). Application of the T-2
robust TDM/ parking pricing could substantially reduce the impacts.

No Project/ Elxisting Policies Alternative

The No Project Alternative assumes 2.2 million SF non-residential growth and no expansion of
existing TDM/parking pricing, resulting in the greatest impact on traffic congestion (26
mtersections), and greenhouse gas generation (1.62 million tons/ year). Application of the T-2 robust

TDM/parking pricing could substantially reduce the impact. The No Project Alternative worsens
the jobs/housing balance (2.04 jobs/ unit).

Edit in Volume IV-Hybrid Alternative Analysis, page 2-1, Section 2.1 Hybrnd Altemative
Description/ Overview/Background, o delete the following text from this section, and address it as

part of the addition to page 1-1 identified in ftem A above (“Background on Hybnd Alternative
Discussions”): g

The Hybrid Alternative would account for the following Planning Commission and City Council key
criteria for the General Plan Update:

1.

Maximize the achievement of Plan Objectives set forth in the Sustainability Framework and
Principles, including Living within Our Resources;

Provide a guiding long-term vision and innovative flexible policy framework with implementation
tailored and modified as needed by the Adaptive Management Plan;
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3. Miugate environmental impacts to the maximum extent feasible;
4. Achieve internal consistency and balance among and between the policies;

5. Ensure the policies are realistic; operational, capable of being implemented, and have support from

key community stakeholders; and

. Support the economic vitality of the City Downtown and as a whole.

Edit to FEIR Volume I, Section 16.12 Transponation Setting/Circulation/Other
Neighborhoods/ Mesa, page 16-6, third paragraph, fourth line:

Delete the word “formerly” before “SR 2257,

Addition to FEIR Volume I, page 16-71, Section 16.8 Transportation/Mitigation Measures, as new
paragraph at the end of Mitigation Measure Trans-1.c Develop an Intersection Master Plan to
Address Problem Intersections; and add to FIR Impact Summary and Mitigation Monitoring Tables
in Volumes I (page 32, Table ES-3 and page 23-23, Table 23-1) and Volume IV (page 5-7, Table 5.1
and page 6-24, Table 6-1):

Mesa Area Arterial and Side Street Improvements: Consider improvements as needed to address
effective travel operations and safety at Mesa area intersections, including Chiff Drive/ Meigs Road;

Cliff Drive/Flora Vista/Mesa Lane; Meigs Road/Red Rose Way; and Cliff Drive/Santa Barbara City
College West Entrance.

Addion to FEIR Volume I, pages 23-14 to 23-16, Table 23.1 EIR Mitgation Monitoring and
Reportng Program for Plan Santa Barbara, Measure RM VIS-2 Community Character; and addition
also in Volume 1V, PlanSB Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Table 6.1, pages 612 to é-14:

Under “Implementation Responsibility” column of the tables, for all subsections of RM VIS-2, add
“Historic Landmarks Commission” as one of the implementing commissions.

Edit to FEIR Volume I, page 19-15, Section 19.2.1 Regional Housing Needs Assessment, third
paragraph, fifth line:

Change reference for City percentage of South Coast population from “41” to “45”,

Edit to FEIR Volume 111, p. 759, Response to Comment C15-3 regarding DEIR p. 8-%

Delete “Portions of Hope Ranch (e.g.. Hope Ranch Annex) are located within the City, while the
rest of”.

This motion was passed and adopted on the 30 day of September, 2010 by the Planning Commission of

the City of Santa Barbara, by the following vote:

AYES:7 NOES:0 ABSTAIN:0 ABSENT: 0
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I hereby certify that this Resolution correctly reflects the action taken by the city of Santa Barbara
Planning Commission at its meeting of the above date.

\ /&M/ /Y, 28] 0

NCommission Secretary Date

PLEASE BE ADVISED:

THIS ACTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION CAN BE APPEALED TO THE CITY COUNCIL
WITHIN TEN (10) CALENDAR DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE ACTION WAS TAKEN BY THE
PLANNING COMMISSION. )



Plan Santa Barbara Program EIR EIR Summary

PLAN SANTA BARBARA
PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

EIR SUMMARY

Introduction

Plan Santa Barbara is a proposed General Plan update for the city of Santa Barbara to guide the amount, lo-
cation, and type of future growth through the year 2030. The policies and programs contained within Plan
Santa Barbara are built on a framework of sustainability principles.

The Plan policies are intended to allow for an increment of managed, sustainable growth within resource
capabilities, and to maintain environmental quality, community character, a vibrant economy, and a diverse
and healthy population. The increment of additional growth is proposed to provide for community needs
for affordable housing, economic vitality, and community benefit development.

This Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been prepared to evaluate environmental effects of
the Plan Santa Barbara Draft Policy Preferences (forwarded for environmental review by the City Council in
January of 2009), and the projected level of future growth that may occur under those policies. The EIR was
prepared in accordance with requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
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Plan Santa Barbara Draft Program Environmental Impact Report
City of Santa Barbara and Its Sphere of Influence
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This EIR Summary provides an overview of the proposed project policies, a description of project alterna-
tives with different policy and growth assumptions, and a summary of the EIR findings. Impacts and mitiga-
tion measures are listed in the detailed EIR Summary Tables ES-3- through ES-7 below.

Plan Santa Barbara Project Description

Plan Santa Barbara is a set of draft General Plan amendments to update goals, policies, and growth manage-
ment tools to guide development in the city of Santa Barbara through the year 2030.

Initial Plan update components include an updated Land Use & Growth
Management Element and Land Use Map (see EIR Figure 3.2), an up- | Plan Santa Barbara is a policy
dated Housing Element, and additional policy updates for other General | document providing direction on
Plan Elements. All of these proposed changes are guided by a set of sus- | the amount, type, and preferred
tainability principles, which constitute the framework of the General | location of a small increment of
Plan update. Many existing City policies would also remain part of the | 7€V development over 20 years,
General Plan. This policy package will provide direction for comprehen- as ,Wen as policy direction to

sive updates of all General Plan Elements in subsequent phases of the %Lindeém Ovir;]ll update of the
Plan Santa Barbara process. An Adaptive Management Program (AMP) is ty Seneral Han.

also proposed to provide monitoring of policy implementation and ef-
fectiveness, so that, as needed, policy modifications can be considered in a timely manner.

The central goal and policy of Plan Santa Barbara is “Living within Our Resources”, a reaffirmation of the
City’s commitment to sustainable development and resource conservation, and a continued focus on pro-
tecting quality of life and sense of place within the City. The policy framework within Plan Santa Barbara fo-
cuses on protecting historic resources and community character, maintaining a vibrant economy and diverse
population, increasing the supply of affordable housing to improve the jobs-housing imbalance, broadening
transportation and mobility options, and addressing global climate change, resource protection, and plan-
ning for sustainable infrastructure.

Only a small increment of additional growth is projected to gradually occur over the next two decades under
the proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies. This would include up to an estimated 2,795 additional residential
units and a limitation of no more than 2.0 million square feet of non-residential growth.

Affordable housing would have priority for use of limited resources such as water supply and traffic capaci-
ty. Plan Santa Barbara would extend the voter-approved Charter limits on non-residential development to the
year 2030 at the remaining un-built square footage from the original Measure E cap (no more than 1.5 mil-
lion square feet for net new development, plus 0.5 million square feet for minor additions, demoli-
tion/reconstruction, and annexations).

Plan Santa Barbara would continue policies to direct most development to the urban center as in-fill devel-
opment, with updated policy standards, such as incentives to reduce home sizes. Eventual development of
Sustainable Neighborhood Plans would foster livability through improvements in connectivity and walkabil-
ity, neighborhood-serving commercial and community services, open space and recreation, watershed pro-
tection, enhanced public trees and gardens. The AMP would require ongoing reassessment of performance
and refinement of planning tools to achieve overarching goals during the planning horizon to the year 2030.

The EIR also evaluates full build-out of the proposed Plan Santa Barbara General Plan, assumed to occur
over the next 40 or more years, to allow assessment of longer-range issues such as the effects of global cli-
mate change, and consideration of appropriate infrastructure sizing. The analysis considers commer-
cial/institutional growth of up to three million square feet and residential growth of up to 8,620 units over
this longer-term planning horizon.

City of Santa Barbara 2 September 2010 Certified Final



Plan Santa Barbara Program EIR EIR Summary

Policy Drivers and New General Plan Elements

Policy Drivers New General Plan Elements

Growth Management
Energy and Climate Change
Economic and Fiscal Health

Historic and Community Character
Public Health

Land Use and Growth Management
Economy and Fiscal Health
Environmental Resources

Historic Resources and Community Design
Housing

Circulation

Public Services and Safety

1218l

Plan Santa Barbara Goals and Objectives Overview
Comprehensively update the City General Plan to integrate the principles of sustainable development.

¢ Land Use and Growth Management

Affordable housing would be prioritized above other uses. Plan Santa Barbara Land Use policies would continue to
limit net additional non-residential development, and continue to allow a range of commercial, institutional, and light
industrial uses. The Land Use Map would retain designated land use types in most areas, with revised density catego-
ries.

¢ Economy and Fiscal Health

Policy amendments identify ongoing support for a strong economy with diverse businesses supporting essential services
and community improvements, as well as enhancement of educational and related employment opportunities for resi-
dents, encouragement of green businesses, and recognition of the interrelationship of commerce with transportation,
housing, and natural resources in supporting a healthy regional economy.

e Environmental Resources

Proposed policies promote protection and sustainable use of resources and minimizing exposute to hazards Measures are
included to minimize contribution to climate change and adapt to the anticipated effects of climate change; reduce energy
use; protect air quality, habitats and wildlife, creeks and water quality, agriculture, and visual resources; and address flood-
ing and noise issues.

o Historic Resources and Community Design

Policies are included for protection and enhancement of City historic and architectural resources and small town charac-
ter; development of buildings at an appropriate size and pedestrian scale; and provision of an attractive public realm (i.e.,
streets and paseos) with walkable, well-landscaped streets.

¢ Housing

The proposed policies provide direction for the location and type of new residential development, including measures
to promote housing affordable to both lower- and middle-income households, and discourage construction of high-
end units with disincentives.

e Circulation

Policies to manage traffic congestion, circulation, and parking include a variety of measures to optimize use of limited
roadway capacities, improve infrastructure for vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists, support regional commuter transit and
local bus service, and consider programs to reduce vehicle trips (such as alternative parking policies).

¢ Public Services and Safety

Proposed policies primarily focus on water supply, waste management, and emergency preparedness, including a required
update to the City Long-Range Water Supply Plan. The policies address adequate services and facilities for existing and
future residents, and long-term effects of climate change on public services and facilities.

City of Santa Barbara 3 September 2010 Certified Final
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Alternatives to the Project

The EIR evaluates a range of alternative policies and growth scenarios that have been under discussion in the
community, to identify their environmental effects compared to the project. Additional growth is also antic-
ipated within the City’s sphere of influence, either as annexations to the City or as unincorporated area growth.

No Project/Existing Policies Alternative: The No Project/Existing Policies Alternative (a required
component of all EIRs) considers the environmental effects of future development if the proposed Plan
Santa Barbara policy amendments did not go forward and existing policies continued. This provides a base-
line impact analysis against which the impacts of Plan Santa Barbara policies and the other alternatives can be
compared. The No Project/Existing Policies Alternative is projected to involve up to 2,795 additional hous-
ing units and about 2.3 million square feet of commercial space by the year 2030, with slightly more non-
residential development than under the Plan Santa Barbara policies. Impacts of growth over the next 20 years
are evaluated assuming continuation of historical growth rates and continuation of the existing City General
Plan goals and policies, and Measure E limits on non-residential growth through 2030. The amount of resi-
dential development would continue to be governed primarily by market forces and private property owner
initiative, but subject to existing resource protection policies.

Lower Growth Alternative. Analysis of the Lower Growth Alternative assumes up to an estimated 2,000
additional housing units and 1.0 million square feet of non-residential development by 2030, a substantially
lower amount of growth than under the Plan Santa Barbara policies. Policies associated with this alternative
include maintenance of lower residential growth, densities, and building heights in the downtown to protect
historic and visual resources and community character, and to constrain traffic and parking effects and water
use.

Table ES-1: EIR Analysis Assumptions for Projected City Population, Employment, and Housing
Growth to the Year 2030 Under Plan Santa Barbara and Alternative Policies

Plan Santa Barbara | No Project | Lower Growth | Additional Housing
Population Growth 6,700 6,700 4,800 10,464
Employment Growth 5,030 5,716 1,800 1,800
New Housing Units 2,795 2,795 2,000 4,360
Affordable Housing Demand! 2,764 3,375 1,167 1,167
Jobs/Housing Balance 1.437 2.04 0.90 0.41
Jobs-Employed Residents? 1.27 1.61 0.71 0.33

"Calecnlated assuming a similar income breakdown as the Project, with 75 percent of jobs providing moderate income or less and 1.27 workers per household.
Source: City of Santa Barbara 2009¢; AMEC 2009.

Additional Housing Alternative. The Additional Housing Alternative is assumed to result in up to an
estimated 4,360 additional housing units and 1.0 million square feet of non-residential space, a substantially
greater amount of residential growth than under the Plan Santa Barbara policies, and a lower level of com-
mercial growth. Policies evaluated under this alternative would direct additional residential in-fill develop-
ment and densities in the downtown and along commercial corridors, to provide more affordable housing
that supports the local economy and diverse population; improve the jobs/housing balance, and reduce
long-distance commuting and its associated air pollution, energy use, and regional traffic; and to provide
stronger traffic management and vehicle trip reduction strategies, such as greater support of local and re-
gional rail and bus transit, vehicle sharing, telecommuting, and parking management.
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Background on Hybrid Alternative Discussions

As envisioned by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and State CEQA Guidelines, City deci-
sion-makers for the Plan Santa Barbara General Plan Update atre considering modifications to project pol-
icies to incorporate mitigation and some policy components from the alternatives analyzed in the Environ-
mental Impact Report (EIR), to reduce environmental effects and/or best address Plan objectives.

Initial Planning Commission Hybrid: The initial Planning Commission hybrid alternative package recom-
mended to City Council (June 2010) is a policy set that the Commission felt would best address the follow-
ing key criteria for the General Plan Update:

1.

0.

Maximize the achievement of Plan Objectives set forth in the Sustainability Framework and Principles,
including Living within Our Resources;

Provide a guiding long-term vision and innovative flexible policy framework with implementation tai-
lored and modified as needed by the Adaptive Management Plan;

Mitigate environmental impacts to the maximum extent feasible;
Achieve internal consistency and balance among and between the policies;

Ensure the policies are realistic, operational, capable of being implemented, and have support from key
community stakeholders; and

Support the economic vitality of the City Downtown and as a whole.

Components of the initial Planning Commission recommended hybrid modifications to the Plan included:

Reduction of the non-residential growth cap (to a total of 1 million SF, with no exclusions)

Stronger Transportation Demand Management (TDM) and parking pricing programs to mitigate traffic
congestion, reduce energy and greenhouse gas generation, and improve jobs/housing balance
Residential parking maximums Downtown (1.5 spaces/unit) and parking sales/rental separate from the
housing to address building sizes and affordability and traffic management (“unbundling”)

Reduced unit sizes and increased density incentives in appropriate areas to promote affordable work-
force housing and traffic management (27-45 du/acte and up to 60 du/acre for community benefit
projects with supermajority vote; 50% density increase for rental and employer-sponsored housing in
commercial and multi-family areas)

Stronger design standards to address compatible building sizes and protection of historic resources and
community character (including guideline for primarily 2-3 story building heights with 4" story only for
community benefit projects with supermajority vote)

Stronger historic resources protection policies (including buffers around historic districts, designated
resources, and Presidio)

Increased affordable inclusionary housing requirement (25%), and relaxed second unit standards in
commercial areas near transit corridors and services and with consideration citywide.

The Planning Commission initial recommended hybrid alternative was seen as a positive compromise set of
policies and received strong support from a large majority of the community groups that have participated
in the General Plan Update process.

Initial City Council Hybrid Alternative: Initial City Council discussions provided direction for consideration
of many of the policy elements in the Planning Commission recommendations, but some with further mod-
ifications. In response to public input, Planning Commission recommendations, and Council discussion,
softened policy language was considered for some policies, based on concerns about economic interests,
property rights, and livability/community character. Initial Council hybrid policies for consideration in-
cluded:
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e Reduced non-residential growth cap (1 million SF), but with more exclusions [for EIR analysis, an addi-
tional 0.5 million SF was assumed for excluded uses]

e Inclusion of the range of Transportation Demand Management strategies, but no assured commitment
to expansion of existing Transportation Demand Management and parking pricing programs without
demonstrated stakeholder support [no expansion beyond current TDM program was assumed for EIR
analysis]

e Consider residential parking maximums downtown, and allow “unbundling” of housing and parking
costs

e Reduced unit sizes and density increases in appropriate areas (27-45 du/acre; 50% density ovetlay for
rental/employer housing) [areas to be determined, consider Planning Commission recommended areas]

o Stronger design standards to address compatible building sizes and protection of historic resources and
community character (supermajority vote for buildings exceeding 45 feet; buffers around historic dis-
tricts, designated resources, and Presidio)

o Consider increased affordable inclusionary housing requirement (25%) along with suspension during
economic downturns, sliding scale for types of uses, and potential commercial fee; and relaxed second
unit standards on a neighborhood-by-neighborhood basis with neighborhood support.

Summary of FEIR Alternatives Analysis

The following summarizes EIR alternatives analysis of environmental impacts in the year 2030:

Class 2 Impacts (Less than Significant with Mitigation): The EIR identified the following potentially signifi-

cant impacts mitigated to less than significant levels: air quality (diesel particulates), biological resources (loss
of upland and riparian habitats); geological conditions (sea cliff retreat); hazards (adequacy of facility capaci-
ty for household hazardous materials collection); heritage resources (effects of development on historic re-
sources); hydrology and water quality (extended range sea level rise from climate changes); noise (highway
noise level increases affecting residential uses); open space and visual resources (gradual loss of open space);
public utilities/solid waste (adequacy of long-term solid waste management facility capacity).

For these impacts on local resources, hazards, and services, potential significant impacts could be the least
under the Lower Growth Alternative, and would be less than significant with mitigation (Class 2.)

Under all the other alternatives, including the Plan Santa Barbara project, No Project, Additional Housing,
and Hybrid Alternatives, potential significant impacts on resources, hazards, and services would be similar in
type and somewhat greater than the Lower Growth Alternative. However, these impacts would also be miti-
gated to less than significant levels (Class 2) under all the alternatives, for the same residual impact level.

Class 1 Impacts (Significant): All alternatives would be expected to result in Class 1 impacts to Transporta-
tion (traffic congestion) and Climate Change (greenhouse gas generation). Lower residual impacts for both
issues are largely a result of a lower amount of non-residential growth and more extensive application of
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) and parking pricing policies (which act to reduce impacts for
existing traffic as well as the small increment of additional growth).

The alternatives are ranked in the following order as to lowest transportation and climate change impacts,
and most effective mitigation, as analyzed in the EIR:

Additional Honsing Alternative

The Additional Housing Alternative assumes low non-residential growth (1.0 million SF), and Robust TDM
and parking pricing policies (i.e., strongest expansion), resulting in lowest impacts on traffic congestion
(from existing 13 impacted intersections to 14 impacted intersections) and greenhouse gas generation (1.379
million tons/year), as well as substantially better jobs/housing balance (0.41 jobs/unit).
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Plan Santa Barbara Project

The Plan Santa Barbara project assumes two 2.0 million SF non-residential growth and Moderate

TDM/ parking pricing expansion, resulting in the posential for 20 impacted intersections and estimated 1.574
tons/year greenhouse gases. Roadway improvements could mitigate 2-3 intersections. With application of
Mitigation Measure T-2, the robust TDM/ patking pricing per Alternative 2, most of these impacts would be
mitigated. The jobs/housing balance would be in approximate balance (1.44 jobs/unit).

Lower Growth Alternative

The Lower Growth Alternative assumes low non-residential growth (1.0 million SF), but no expansion of
TDM/patking pricing, resulting in the potential for 18 impacted intersections and 1.506 million tons/yeat
greenhouse gas generation, and improved jobs/housing balance (0.90 jobs/unit). Because this alternative
assumed a policy set to maintain or increase parking standards, the T-2 mitigation for robust TDM was not
considered compatible with the policy set, and not applied in the EIR analysis. However, if the T-2 mitiga-
tion was applied, the traffic and greenhouse gas impacts could be lower than described for this alternative.

Hybrid Alternative

The Hybrid Alternative analysis assumed the lower non-residential growth cap of 1 million SF for designat-
ed categories, and the EIR analysis assumes an additional 0.5 million SF for uses excluded from the catego-
ries. The policy set includes the range of TDM strategies, but no committed level of expansion, and the EIR
analysis therefore assumes no expansion of existing TDM/parking pricing programs. The less extensive
TDM/ patking pricing has more influence than the lower non-residential growth, and greater impacts result
to traffic (estimated 20-26 intersections) and greenhouse gas generation (estimated 1.571 tons/year). The
jobs/housing balance would be somewhat better than the Plan Santa Barbara scenario (<1.44 jobs/unit).
Application of the T-2 robust TDM/parking pricing could substantially reduce the impacts.

No Project/ Existing Policies Alternative

The No Project Alternative assumes 2.2 million SF non-residential growth and no expansion of existing
TDM/patking pricing, resulting in the greatest impact on traffic congestion (26 intersections), and green-
house gas generation (1.605 million tons/year). Application of the T-2 robust TDM/parking pricing could
substantially reduce the impact. The No Project Alternative worsens the jobs/housing balance (2.04
jobs/unit).

Areas of Known Public Controversy

The following were among areas of planning and environmental controversy raised by members of the pub-
lic, organizations, and agencies during the EIR scoping process and during initial hearings for preparation of
the Draft Plan Santa Barbara General Plan update:

e Increased residential densities

e Allowable building heights and sizes

e Increased congestion on local roads and U.S. Highway 101

o Insufficient affordable housing and relationship to long-distance commuting

e Reliability and sources of the City water supply

e Preservation and protection of historic resources, scenic views, and community character
o Greenhouse gas emissions and compliance with AB 32 mandates for emission reductions
o Air quality effects on residential development along Highway 101

o Water quality effects from discharge of treated wastewater into the ocean
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Issues to be Resolved

Plan Santa Barbara General Plan policies involve a broad range of City resources and issues. Inevitably, adop-
tion of a new long-range plan for a community involves trade-offs and decisions on issues of public con-
cern. Some of the key issues to be resolved during the adoption of the Plan Santa Barbara General Plan up-
date involve balancing among sometimes competing objectives, such as the following:

Competing Objectives/Tradeoffs

Commercial and institutional growth and
associated economic opportunities

Protection of resources, provision of affordable
housing, minimizing congestion, energy demand,
and air pollutant emissions

Improvements in the jobs-housing balance
and increased provision of affordable
housing

Retention of the City’s small town character;
how to fund and regulate housing

A continued shift toward walkable, in-fill
development, higher densities, and an em-
phasis on multiple modes of transportation
(walking, biking, etc.)

A more suburban style of development with am-
ple parking, lower densities, and lower building
heights

Reduction of traffic congestion through
improved parking management and trip
reduction measures

Reduction of traffic congestion through tradi-
tional road improvement measures, and lower
trip-generating, mixed-use in-fill development

Substantial changes to land use develop-
ment and transportation practices to ad-
dress State-mandated greenhouse emis-
sions reductions to 1990 levels

More limited land use and transportation meas-
ures to address climate change requirements,
consistent with historic practices

(g1t

Plan Santa Barbara and the Lower Growth and Additional Housing alternatives represent different ways to
meet some or all of Plan Santa Barbara’s objectives while avoiding or minimizing impacts. Plan Santa Barbara
policies are intended to address a balance between objectives for living within resources and protecting the
community character, and also providing more affordable housing to support ongoing economic vitality and
population diversity, and improve the jobs/housing balance to reduce the level of commuting and asso-
ciated impacts.

Based on the EIR analysis, it appears that the Lower Growth Alternative may most successfully meet
project objectives related to protection of community character and environmental resources, but may be
less successful at meeting those related to decreasing reliance on the automobile, energy conservation, im-
proving the jobs-housing balance to maintain economic vitality and population diversity. The Additional
Housing Alternative may most strongly meet the objectives related to decreasing reliance on the automobile,
energy conservation, improving the jobs-housing balance to support economic vitality and population diver-
sity, and providing more housing for all economic segments of the community, but may be less successful at
meeting objectives related to protection of community character and living within the community’s re-
sources.
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Listing of Impacts

Please refer to tables ES-3, -4, and -5 for lists of environmental impacts resulting from implementation of
Plan Santa Barbara.
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SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES
GROUP 1: SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Transportation

Key Issues: How should the community address incremental increases in traffic congestion from beneficial devel-
opment undetr Plan Santa Barbara? Should we focus on low trip-generating, mixed-use growth and strongly pursue
programs to shift transportation modes for a portion of travelers, or rely on growth restrictions and road im-
provements to help avoid congestion?

Important transportation issues include how to avoid or minimize increases in congestion of local streets,
reduce long distance commuting, and improve mobility options for City residents.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to address Transportation issues (Policy numbers may have changed
with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Land Use Measures to Reduce Congestion: Policies and programs to encourage use of multiple forms of
transportation and minimize congestion through land use and neighborhood planning could substantially reduce
the potential transportation impacts of additional development within the City (LG2-Limit Non-Residential
Growth, LG4-Location of Residential Growth, LG9-Mobility Oriented Development Area (MODA), EF4-
Jobs/Housing Balance, LG15-Sustainable Neighborhood Plans, and C22-Trip Generation Rates).

Transportation Infrastructure Measures to Reduce Congestion: Policies and programs to improve multi-
modal infrastructure, and improve safety conditions for pedestrians, cyclists, cars, and buses (C1-Reduce Transpot-
tation Energy Use and Increase Alternative Transportation Infrastructure and Ultilities, EF10-Infrastructure Im-
provements, C2-Pedestrian Crossings, C3-Bike Lanes, C4-Personal Transportation, C5-Optimize Capacity, C7-
Intermodal Connections, C8-Excess Motor Vehicle Capacity, C10-Vehicle Speeds).

Parking Management Measures to Reduce Congestion: Proposed policies to reduce parking requirements
and set parking maximums in the MODA and manage public parking prices in the Central Business District could
reduce vehicle trips and congestion in the Downtown area (C16-Parking Maximums, C18-Residential Parking Re-
quirements in the MODA, C13-Appropriate Parking).

Regional Transit Measures to Reduce Congestion: Proposed policies in the Circulation Element to pursue
cooperative commuter transit programs and identify funding mechanisms for transit would help reduce long-
distance commuting and regional highway congestion (C6-Regional Commuter Transit, C12- Transit Funding).

EIR Transportation Impact Analysis

Potential Impacts of Growth in 2030: Substantial increases in congestion on highways, arterial roadways, and at
intersections.

Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential impacts would be lessened by emphasizing mul-
tiple modes of transportation, programs to reduce trips, and land use policies which result in reduced trip genera-
tion.

EIR Mitigation Measures: MM TRANS-1 would address intersection level of service impacts through physical
roadway and operational improvements; MM TRANS-2 would greatly ease future congestion by substantially re-
ducing traffic generation.

Plan Santa Barbara Impact Level: Impacts of increased congestion would be significant. With the implementa-
tion of the mitigation measures, severe congestion could be limited to 6 of 52 intersections studied.
Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - somewhat greater; Lower Growth —
somewhat less; Additional Housing — substantially less.
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Global Climate Change

Key Issues: How should the City address State requirements to reduce greenhouse gas emissions such as carbon dio-
xide? How should potential damage from climate change-induced hazards be addressed, such as accelerated coastal
bluff retreat, increased wildland fire and flood hazards, and potential variations or reductions in water supply?

Global climate change issues include measures to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. (Measures to
avoid or adapt to climate change-induced hazards are addressed in other EIR sections, including Geological
Conditions, Hazards, Hydrology and Water Quality, and Public Utilities, and would be addressed by Plan
Santa Barbara proposed policy ER3-Comprehensive Climate Change Action Plan).

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to address Global Climate Change (Policy numbers may have
changed with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Measures to Reduce GHG Emissions
from Transportation: Proposed Plan Santa
Barbara policies would help to reduce trip
generation and associated fuel use and
greenhouse gas production (LG4-Location
of Residential Growth, LG9-Mobility
Oriented Development Area (MODA),
LG15-Sustainable Neighborhood  Plans,
EF4-Jobs/Housing Balance, ER14-Lower
Emissions Vehicles and Equipment, C1-
Reduce Transportation Energy Use and In-
crease Alternative Transportation Infra-
structure and Facilities, and C6-Regional
Commuter Transit.) These measures were
taken into account in the Plan Santa Barbara
traffic model used to project future miles
traveled by future development.

s TN NG Ty & ool R P e

Global climate change resulting from accumnlation of GHGs is expected to have a
variety of effects such as sea level rise, which could subject Santa Barbara’s water-
Measures to Reduce GHG Emissions | Jront and beaches to inundation and flooding within the next 50-100 years.
from Buildings: Plan Santa Barbara policies
that would help to reduce energy consumption in buildings and associated GHG generation include: (LG2-Limit
Non-Residential Growth, LG3-Future Residential Growth, LG9-Mobility Oriented Development Area (MODA),
ER3-Comprehensive Climate Change Action Plan, ER5-Energy Efficient Buildings, ER9-Solar Energy, CHS-
Commercial and Mixed Use Development Standards and Guidelines, and H10-Density Incentive for Sustainable
Resource Use).

EIR Global Climate Change Impact Analysis

Potential Impacts of Growth in 2030: Increased emissions of GHGs from buildings and especially transportation
fuel combustion.

Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential impacts would be lessened by reduction in trip
generation associated with new and existing development, continuing and expanding green building programs, and
diversion of landfill waste.

EIR Mitigation Measure: MM TRANS-2 would provide the most effective single set of tools available to sub-
stantially reduce GHG emissions by greatly limiting vehicle trip generation and vehicle miles traveled.

Plan Santa Barbara Impact Level: Impacts to GHG emissions and global climate change would be significant.
Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - somewhat greater; Lower Growth — less;
Additional Housing — substantially less.
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GROUP 2: IMPACTS LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION

Air Quality

Key Issue: How should the City address projected increases in air emissions from mobile and stationary sources,
and protect residential uses close to Highway 1017

Important air quality issues are consistency with the regional Clean Air Plan for attainment of air quality
standards, and potential diesel particulate risks to development along transportation corridors.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies for attainment of Air Quality standards (Policy numbers may have
changed with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Reduce Air Pollution: Plan Santa Barbara policies would accele-
rate City progress on reducing air pollution and meeting or ex-
ceeding Clean Air Plan targets through adoption of new policies
aimed at reducing vehicle trips, improving energy efficiency in
buildings, and promoting low-emission fuels and vehicles (C13-
Appropriate Parking, C18-Residential Parking Requirements
LG4-Location of Residential Growth, LG9-Mobility Oriented
Development Area, ER5-Energy Efficient Buildings, ER10-
Incentives for Alternative/Advanced Fuel Infrastructure, ER14-
Low-Emission Vehicles and Equipment).

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies to reduce Short-
Term Construction Emissions (Policy numbers may have
changed with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Traffic and congestion on U.S. Highway 1071 contri-
butes to local air pollution.

Emission Standards: Plan Santa Barbara proposed policy ER16-
Development Mitigation would establish standard construction conditions as ordinance requirements that would
apply to all construction projects.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies to reduce Residential Development near Emission Sources:
Development Setback : Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policy, ER12-Highway 101 Set-Back, provides direc-
tion to establish an interim 5-year screening guideline of 500 feet from U.S. Highway 101, for siting of resi-
dential and other sensitive land uses while tracking the phased State regulatory program to reduce diesel par-
ticulate emissions. This policy would help reduce potential future impacts related to sensitive land uses and
high traffic areas.

EIR Air Quality Impact Analysis
Potential Impacts of Growth in 2030: Increased future emissions and exposure to air pollutants, at a level con-
sistent with the level identified in the Clean Air Plan.
Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential impacts would be lessened by policies to re-
duce vehicle trips and construction emissions; development guidelines; and alternative energy promotion.
EIR Mitigation Measures: MM AQ-1 would limit development within 250 feet adjacent to U.S. Highway 101.
MM TRANS-2, Reductions in Traffic Demand would substantially reduce air pollutant emissions (i.e., Impact
AQ-3.1).
Plan Santa Barbara Impact Level: Impacts to air quality would be less than significant with mitigation.
Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - somewhat greater; Lower Growth —
somewhat less; Additional Housing — substantially less.
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Biological Resources

Key Issues: What mechanisms can the City implement to conserve and restore areas of contiguous habitats and
wildlife corridors that are appropriate for long-term preservation of such resources?

Important biological resources include habitats, water quality, sensitive species and creek corridors.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to protect important Upland Habitats and Species (Po/icy num-
bers may have changed with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Protect Habitats: Updated General Plan policies and programs could improve City protection and management
of important habitats and wildlife (Policies ER19-Protection of Wildlife and Native Vegetation Policies and Design
Guidelines; ER21-Multi-Use Plan for Coast; ER22-Native Species Habitat Planning Guidelines; ER26-Creek Set-
backs and Restoration Standards and Guidelines; and ER27-Creekside Development Guidelines, and the Adaptive
Management Program).

Protect Trees: Updated provisions to protect trees and landscaping (ER 17/18); updated policies to protect native
habitats/corridors (ER19/22); multi-use plan to protect coastal resources (ER21); and trails management to protect
recreational/habitat uses (ER23).

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies to protect Creek and Riparian Woodland Habitat and Spe-
cies (Policy numbers may have changed with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Protect Riparian Habitats: Policies for further protection of riparian habitats and wildlife (ER19-Protection of
Wildlife and Native Vegetation, ER22-Native Species Habitat Planning Guidelines, ER26-Creek Setbacks and Res-
toration Standards and Guidelines, and ER27-Creekside Development Guidelines).

Protect Water Quality: Policies to establish additional water quality and creek protection and restoration stan-
dards and development guidelines (Policies ER24-Creck Resources and Water Quality, ER25-Storm Water Man-
agement Guidelines, ER26-Creek Setbacks and Restoration, and ER27-Creekside Development Guidelines).

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies to protect Coastal Habitats and Species (Policy numbers may have
changed with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Protect Creeks and Estuaries: Policies for further protection for riparian habitats and wildlife (ER19-Protection
of Wildlife and Native Vegetation, ER22-Native Species Habitat Planning Guidelines, ER26-Creek Setbacks and
Restoration Standards and Guidelines, and ER27-Creekside Development Guidelines).

Protect Beaches and Dunes: Policies for further protection for coastal habitats and species (ER19-Protection of
Wildlife and Native Vegetation and ER21-Multi-Use Plan for the Coast.

EIR Biological Resources Impact Analysis
Potential Impacts of Growth in 2030: Incremental loss, fragmentation, and disturbance to important habitats
and species.

Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential impacts would be lessened by increased preser-
vation/ restoration of open space habitats, development guidelines, and restoration measures.

EIR Mitigation Measures: MM VIS-1 would require identification and protection of important natural open
space/habitat areas that merit long-term protection, and MM BIO-2.c would provide stronger creek setbacks.

Plan Santa Barbara Impact Level: Impacts to habitats and species would be less than significant with mitigation.

Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - similar or somewhat greater; Lower
Growth — similar or somewhat less; Additional Housing — similar or somewhat greater.
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Geological Conditions

Key Issues: How can the City address long-term issues related to damage of existing homes and public facilities
from ongoing coastal bluff retreat?

Important geological conditions include seismic hazards (e.g., earthquakes, liquefaction), areas of geological
and soil instability, and ongoing sea cliff erosion.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to address Seismic
Hazards (Policy numbers may have changed with subsequent drafts of
the Plan):

Seismic Hazards: Plan Santa Barbara policies PS12-Emergency
Workforce and PS13-Consideration of Disabilities in Emergency
Planning, require policy updates to foster increased emergency
coordination with other jurisdictions in the South Coast, and in-
creased consideration of people with disabilities in emergency
plans.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies to address Geologic
and Soil Hazards (Policy numbers may have changed with subsequent
drafts of the Plan):

Sea CIiff Retreat: Policy ER1-Climate Change, directs the City to
require the incorporation of climate change mitigating measures _ :

in new development, which could partially address accelerated | ¢,, cliff retreat is typically a slow, gmdmz/pme;
bluff retreat. Policy ER3-Comprehensive Climate Change Acton | joweer, major biuff failures occur periodically such
Plan, directs the City to prepare a comprehensive climate action as the 2008 bluff failure at Shoreline Park.
plan, which could include a Shoreline Management Plan that ac-
counts for accelerated bluff retreat.

EIR Geological Conditions Impact Analysis
Potential Impacts of Growth in 2030: Additional development in geologically hazardous areas; ongoing or acce-
lerated coastal bluff retreat.
Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential impacts would be lessened by development
guidelines; building codes; and the City Seismic Safety and Safety Element.
EIR Mitigation Measure: MM GEO-1 would address coastal bluff retreat through update of the 75-year bluff
retreat guidelines and development of a Shoreline Management Plan to identify, manage, and to the extent feasible,
mitigate or reduce climate change-induced sea level rise impacts on public facilities and private property along the
City shoreline.
Plan Santa Barbara Impact Level: Cliff retreat impacts would be less than significant with mitigation. Other
seismic and geologic impacts would be less than significant.
Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - similar; Lower Growth — similar or
somewhat less; Additional Housing — somewhat greater.
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Hazards

Key Issues: Are any additional City measures needed to address usual continuing risks associated with accident
potential, hazardous materials, and wildland fires?

Public safety issues include ongoing risks from accidents (e.g., aircraft, hazardous materials transportation),
commercial, industrial and residential hazardous materials use, and wildland fires, all addressed by extensive
existing regulations.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies to address Hazardous Materials (Policy numbers may have changed
with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Commercial and Industrial Hazards: Plan Santa Barbara General Plan policy LG12 would encourage the preset-
vation of light manufacturing uses by amending zoning to a narrow range of uses, which would not preclude the
limited and well-defined development of residential uses.

Household Hazardous Materials: Plan Santa Barbara would address impacts from household hazardous mate-
rials and waste through MM HAZ-2, which would direct coordination with regional jurisdictions to expanding the
future capacity of existing hazardous waste collection sites.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies to address Wildland Fires (Policy numbers may have changed with sub-
sequent drafts of the Plan):

Wildland Fires: The proposed City Land Use Element Map does not increase development potential within high
fire hazard areas. Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies LG5 and LG6 could limit new development in high fire
hazard areas by transfer of development rights to urban areas. Policy H14 would restrict second units in high fire
hazard areas.

Emergency Response: Plan Santa Barbara General Plan Policy PS12 would expand coordination with other
jurisdictions on the South Coast to provide for emergency response workforce, and PS13 would update emergency
plan provisions for persons with disabilities.

EIR Hazards Impact Analysis

Potential Impacts of Growth in 2030: Additional development in areas subject to risks from accidents, hazard-
ous materials, and wildland fire.

Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential impacts would be lessened by existing aircraft
regulations and hazardous materials regulations, development guidelines; building codes; the City Seismic Safety
and Safety Element, and emergency response provisions.

EIR Mitigation Measures: MM HAZ-1 would direct coordination with regional jurisdictions for expanding the
capacity of existing hazardous waste collection sites.

Plan Santa Barbara Impact Level: Household hazardous materials impacts would be less than significant with
mitigation. Other hazards are less than significant.

Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - similar; Lower Growth — similar or some-
what less; Additional Housing — somewhat greater.
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Heritage Resources

Key Issues: Are additional City measures required to address protection of historic structures and districts, such
as El Pueblo Viejo?

Heritage resources include archeological resources, paleontological features, and historic buildings and dis-
tricts.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to protect Heritage Resources (Policy numbers may have changed
with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Archaeological Resources: Policies promotes awareness,
appreciation, and understanding of Chumash culture through
exhibits and incorporation of elements in development (CH6-
Chumash Culture and Archaeological Resources).

Protection of Historic Resources: Policies and programs in
the Historic Resources and Community Design (CH) Ele-
ment contain recommendations intended to protect the
City’s small town character, improve urban design, and pro-
tect heritage resources(Policy CH1-Adaptive Reuse, CH4-
Development Review Adjoining Designated Historic Struc-
tures, CH9-Commercial and Mixed-Use Building Size, Bulk
and Scale Requirements, CH10-Building Height Limits in e
Downtown, Downtown Residential Buffer Areas and Next to | E/ Presidio de Santa Barbara, founded in 1782, marked
Historic Structures). the beginning of Spanish settlement of Santa Barbara.

EIR Heritage Resources Impact Analysis

Potential Impacts of Growth in 2030: Additional development and redevelopment near historic structures and
archaeological sites.

Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential impacts would be lessened by existing devel-
opment policies, ordinances, and design guidelines, and proposed development policies to improve the compatibil-
ity of building design near historic structures.

EIR Mitigation Measures: MM HER-1 would strengthen policies related to construction and development de-
sign and density adjacent to historic structures and in historic districts; RM-VIS-3 would require protection of
community character through adoption of form-based codes, floor area ratios, and other measures to protect
community character.

Plan Santa Barbara Impact Level: Impacts to heritage resources would be less than significant with mitigation.
Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - somewhat greater; Lower Growth — sub-
stantially less; Additional Housing — somewhat greater.
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Hydrology and Water Quality

Key Issues: How can the City most effectively further efforts to protect and improve surface and ground water
quality, reduce flood hazards, and minimize storm water runoff effects?

Important hydrology and water quality issues include flooding, storm water runoff, and water quality of
creeks, groundwater, and the ocean.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to address Hydrological Issues (Policy numbers may have changed
with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Flood Control and Drainage: Plan Santa Barbara Policy
ER30-Floodplain Mapping Update would direct studies to up-
date floodplain boundaries on Flood Insurance Rate Maps;
ER26-Creek Setbacks and Restoration directs update of creek
setback standards for new development along crecks, along
with guidelines for creek restoration, pervious surfaces, and
appropriate land uses within creekside buffers; ER25-Storm
Water Management Guidelines would incorporate guidelines
from the City Storm Water Management Plan into the General
Plan. Proposed program ER28-Master Drainage Plan would
develop a comprehensive drainage plan and development stan-
dards to better address drainage issues, and opportunities for
drainage retention/detention. These measures would provide
citywide coordination of existing City storm water management
policies that are applied on a project-by-project basis, to the
benefit of reduced storm water runoff and flooding.

Mission Creek flows throngh central Santa Barbara and the
close proximity of development can contribute to potential
flooding and surface water guality problems.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies to protect Water Quality (Policy numbers may have changed with sub-
sequent drafts of the Plan):

Protect Water Quality: Plan Santa Barbara policies direct the establishment of additional water quality and creek
protection and restoration standards and development guidelines (proposed Policies ER24-Creck Resources and
Water Quality, ER25-Storm Water Management Guidelines, ER26-Creek Setbacks and Restoration, and ER27-
Creekside Development Guidelines).

Protect Coastal Water Quality: Plan Santa Barbara policies to establish additional water quality, creek protection
and restoration standards, and development guidelines would address effects on ocean water quality from storm
water (Policies ER24-Creek Resources and Water Quality, ER25-Storm Water Management Guidelines, ER26-
Creek Setbacks and Restoration, and ER27-Creekside Development Guidelines).

EIR Hydrology and Water Quality Impact Analysis
Potential Impacts of Growth in 2030: Additional development in floodplains and near creeks, and minor increas-
es in urban runoff.
Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential impacts would be lessened by development and
flood control regulations, programs, ordinances and guidelines; and proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies.
EIR Mitigation Measures: MM HYDRO-1.a would identify policy options, costs, and consequences for address-
ing sea level rise issues; and, MM HYDRO-1.b would add a comprehensive analysis of water savings from specific
conservation measures to the City’s Long Term Water Supply Program. MM BIO-2.c would provide stronger creck
setbacks.
Plan Santa Barbara Impact Level: Impacts to hydrology and water quality would not be significant with mitigation.
Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project-similar; Lower Growth—similar or somewhat less; Additional
Housing — somewhat greater.
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Noise

Key Issues: Are additional measures needed to address potential noise impacts to existing residences from gradual
increases in roadway traffic noise along major transportation corridors (e.g., U.S. Highway 101), as well as new
mixed-use developments in the downtown entertainment district?

Key noise issues include a proposed change to the City exterior noise standard and potential noise effects
from transportation corridors.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to reduce Noise (Policy numbers may have changed with subsequent drafts
of the Plan):

Reduce Increased Transportation Noise: Circula- —rm
tion Element policies to reduce vehicle trips would in-
crementally reduce projected increases in noise vo-
lumes and the width of projected noise corridors along
City arterials and U.S. Highway 101. These reductions | [
are accounted for in the traffic model which provided
input data for noise modeling,.

Noise Sensitive Uses: Proposed Plan Santa Barbara
Policy ER37-New Noise Guidelines for Residential
zones change the exterior noise standards to the more
widely accepted 65 dBA from the current 60 dBA,
while ensuring that interior noise levels remain healthy.

\ 3 X ~5
- .
Reduce Construction Noise: Plan Santa Barbara Poli- | Traffic along U.S. Highway 101 is a major source of noise within

cy ER38-Construction Noise proposes to establish the City and is of particular concern where it borders residential
construction noise standards for mixed-use urban and neighborhoods such as near the Micheltorena Street overpass.

more suburban residential areas (i.e., allowable days, hours, and types of construction).

EIR Noise Impact Analysis
Potential Impacts of Growth in 2030: Higher roadway noise levels generated by gradual increases in traffic vo-
lumes could impact existing residences and new development along Highway 101; increased development near
noise sources could affect new homes.
Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential impacts would be lessened by existing policies
and development guidelines.
EIR Mitigation Measures: MM TRANS-2 would substantially limit growth of traffic and roadway noise levels;
MM NOISE-1 requires City to work with neighborhoods, Caltrans, and Union Pacific Railroad to reduce impacts
of higher roadway noise levels through construction of soundwalls or retrofitting older structures.
Plan Santa Barbara Impact Level: Impacts from noise would be less than significant with mitigation.
Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - similar; Lower Growth — somewhat less;
Additional Housing — substantially less due to lower growth in traffic volumes.
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Open Space and Visual Resources

Key Issues: What tools should the City employ to ensure the preservation of important contiguous areas of open
space, protection of key public views, and retention of Santa Barbara’s small town community character?

Important open space and visual resources include natural areas and vegetation, parks, trees and landscap-
ing, architectural features and buildings, and scenic views of mountains, coastline, and creek corridors.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to protect Open Space and Views (Po/icy numbers may have changed
with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Open Space Protection: Policies to further protect creeks, hillsides, trees, open spaces (ER41); Direct develop-
ment to urban atreas; increase open space within the urban core (LGY); Include patks/community gardens as
Community Priority development (LG10); Establish open space standards for new residential development, in-
cluding access to public open space within 2 mile radius, dedicate usable open space on-site, or contribute in-lieu
fees (LG11); Include parks/trails, community gardens, tree planting, watershed/creek protection, access to creeks
in Sustainable Neighborhood Plans (LG15); Establish updated park/open space standards for acres/population,
optimal walking distances, types of facilities needed (LG16); Develop funding mechanisms for parks/open space
and require contributions by large projects (LG17); Establish program for community gardens (LG18).

Habitat, Wildlife and Tree Protection: Update provisions to protect trees/landscaping (ER 17/18); Update pol-
icies to protect native habitats/corridors (ER19/22); Multi-use plan to protect coastal resources (ER21); Trails
management to protect recreational/habitat uses (ER23).

Scenic View Protection: List important public scenic views and development standards for protection (ER39);
add view protection policies to General Plan and design/environmental guidelines (ER40); pursue scenic highway
designations/ design guidelines (LG19).

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies to protect Neighborhood Character and Compatibility (Po/icy
numbers may have changed with subsequent drafis of the Plan):

Design Guidance: Additional development standards and guidelines for smaller unit sizes; commercial and
mixed-use building size, bulk, and scale requirements; building height limits in downtown; setbacks, landscaping
and open space; parking requirements; multi-family building design; neighborhood compatibility; and form-based
codes (CH7-15). Additionally, Plan Santa Barbara would protect the character of neighborhoods through adoption
of new General Plan Policies CH8, CH9, CH10, and CH15, which would regulate building design and require that
building height, size, bulk, and scale would be in keeping with community character.

EIR Open Space and Visual Resources Impact Analysis

Potential Impacts of Growth in 2030: Loss or fragmentation of open space; obstruction of some views of hill-
sides and mountains; gradual change in downtown character.

Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential impacts would be lessened by policies to in-
crease presetvation/trestoration of open space; stronger development guidelines such as form-based codes to en-
sure building sizes and heights are compatible with surrounding areas and community character; and view protec-
tion measures.

EIR Mitigation Measures: Open space impacts would be further reduced by MM VIS-1 to protect important
natural open space/habitat areas; and MM BIO-2.c would provide stronger creck setback measures. Recommended
measure RM VIS-2 provides more detail for area-specific form-based code and floor area ratio guidelines.

Plan Santa Barbara Impact Level: Impacts to open space, community character, and views would be less than
significant with mitigation.

Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - greater; Lower Growth — open space simi-
lar, views/character less; Additional Housing — open space similar, views/character greater.
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Public Utilities

Key Issues: Would the City’s long-term water supply be adequate to serve existing residents and new growth, es-
pecially during droughts? How should long-term capacity for solid waste disposal be increased to support future
growth?

Important public utilities issues include provision of water, wastewater treatment and disposal, and solid
waste disposal services.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to provide adequate Public Utilities (Policy numbers may have
changed with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Long-Term Water Supply: Policies pro-
vide direction for program updates to safely
manage long-term water supply, expand ex-
isting water conservation and recycling ef-
forts, and establish new avenues to store
and purchase water supplies (PS1-Long-
Term Water Supply Program, PS2-Water
Conservation Program, PS3-Recycled Wa-
ter, PS4-Groundwater Banking, PS5-On-
Site Storage and Reuse, PS6-Agricultural
Water ~ Marketing ~ Agreements, PS7-
Gibraltar and Cachuma Reservoirs, and the
Adaptive Management Program).

Wastewater Collection and Treatment:
Policies could reduce future wastewater | Policies to promote water conservation wonld reduce existing and potential future
generation by promoting water conserva- water demand and belp manage and optimize long-term water supply.

tion and providing guidelines for use of
gray water in new development and the retrofitting of existing development, (Policy PS2-Water Conservation Pro-
gram, would PS5-On-Site Storage and Reuse).

Solid Waste Management: Several policies would help to reduce the generation of solid waste requiring landfill
disposal, and expand materials recycling and reuse(PS8-Solid Waste Management Programs, PS9-
Construction/Demolition Materials Reuse and Recycling, and PS10-Local Recycled Materials; CH1-Adaptive
Reuse).

EIR Public Utilities Impact Analysis
Potential Impacts of Growth in 2030: Increased use of water, and increased wastewater and solid waste.
Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential impacts would be lessened by continuing water
supply and wastewater management programs, and emphasizing reduction of waste; increased use of recycled wa-
ter; and continued increases in recycling.
EIR Mitigation Measures: MM PU-1 would continue efforts to develop waste-to-energy capacity, and work with
regional jurisdictions for future expansion of landfill capacity.
Plan Santa Barbara Impact Level: Solid waste impacts would be less than significant with mitigation. Water
supply, wastewater, and power /communications utility impacts would be less than significant.
Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - similar; Lower Growth — substantially less;
Additional Housing — somewhat greater.
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GROUP 3: NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

Public Services

Key Issues: Are any additional City measures needed to ensure that increased demand for public services such as
24 y
police, fire, parks, and schools does not exceed the capacity of service providers?

Public services include police, fire, parks and recreation, and public school services.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to provide adequate Public Services (Policy numbers may have
changed with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Police and Fire Services: Policies would
reaffirm City measures for maintenance and
enhancement of public services, including
police and fire protection. The existing
budget process would ensure adequate staff-
ing. (Public Services and Safety Element
Objective, PS2-City Infrastructure, Facilities
and Services Have Capacity to Meet Exist-
ing and Foreseeable Demand; Adaptive
Management Program).

Parks and Recreation Services: Policies
emphasize provision of park or recreational
amenities as part of new development
(LG10-Community Benefit Non-Residential
Land Uses and LG11-Community Benefit
Residential Land Uses); direct that park and Plaga Vera Crug is an inmportant neighborhood park on the City’s Eastside.
recreational facilities be considered in | Neighborhood parks are infrequent in some of the City’s nrban areas.
neighborhood planning and that new or im-
proved standards be established to address these needs (policies LLG15-Sustainable Neighborhood Plans and
LG16-Park and Open Space Standards and Planning); and direct consideration of funding mechanisms to foster
development of park and recreation facilities (LG17-Park, Recreation and Open Space Acquisition and Mainten-
ance Funding).

Public School Services: Policies would give priority to development of new schools in areas underserved by ex-
isting schools, and direct development of comprehensive neighborhood plans that take into account schools (Poli-
cy LG10-Community Benefit Non-Residential Land Uses, Policy LG15-Sustainable Neighborhood Plans).

EIR Public Services Impact Analysis
Potential Impacts of Growth in 2030: Increased demand on police, fire, parks, and public school services.

Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential impacts would be addressed by existing City
policies and budget process which provide for funding of public services, and developing sustainable neighbor-
hood plans.

EIR Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures required.
Plan Santa Barbara Impact Level: Impacts to public services would be less than significant.

Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - somewhat greater; Lower Growth — sub-
stantially less; Additional Housing — somewhat greater.
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GROUP 4: ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

Energy

Key Issues: How should the City implement the most effective measures to promote energy conservation and re-
duce consumption of non-renewable fossil fuels, particularly oil for transportation?

Important energy demand issues include use of non-renewable fossil fuels for transportation and electrical
power generation.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to address Energy Implications (Policy numbers may have changed
with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Citywide Transportation Fuel Consumption: Po-
tential future vehicle trip generation and overall in- "
creases vehicle miles traveled associated with popula- | i
tion growth would be reduced or partially offset by
implementation of proposed additional transporta-
tion demand reduction and alternative transportation
measures. Policies would help to reduce energy use
for travel and associated impacts (LG4-Location of
Residential Growth, LG9-Mobility Oriented Devel-
opment Area (MODA), LG15-Sustainable Neigh-
borhood Plans, EF4-Jobs/Housing Balance, ER14-
Lower Emissions Vehicles and Equipment, C1-
Reduce Transportation Energy Use and Increase Al- =

ternative Transportation Infrastructure and Facilities, The city of AY anta .Barba.m recently installed a solar facility that will
and C6-Regional Commuter Transit). Additionally, supply City buildings with renewable power.

implementation of an Adaptive Management Pro-
gram (AMP), which would evaluate, provide feedback, and allow for revisions to components of the General Plan
for achievement of Plan Santa Barbara goals, would allow for strengthening of energy conservation measures
throughout the 20-year planning period.

Citywide Building Energy Consumption: Policies would promote energy conservation (LG2-Limit Non-
Residential Growth, LG3-Future Residential Growth, LG9-Mobility Oriented Development Area (MODA), ER3-
Comprehensive Climate Change Action Plan, ER5-Energy Efficient Buildings, ER6-Local Renewable Energy Re-
sources, ER8-Facilitate Renewable Energy Technologies, ER9-Solar Energy, CH8-Commercial and Mixed Use
Development Standards and Guidelines, and H10-Density Incentive for Sustainable Resource Use).

EIR Energy Implications Analysis

Potential Effects of Growth in 2030: Increased use of non-renewable energy sources. Energy supplies are ex-
pected to be adequate. Indirect effects on climate change, air quality emissions, and potential economic effects.

Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential effects would be lessened by existing and pro-
posed green building programs and policies to reduce trip generation.

Plan Santa Barbara Effects: Substantial increases in energy demand could occur.

Mitigation: None required, but Mitigation TRANS-2 to reduce vehicle trips would be the single most effective
tool the City can employ to reduce energy demand.

Comparative Effects of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - somewhat greater; Lower Growth — less;
Additional Housing — substantially less.
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Population Growth and Jobs/Housing Balance Analysis

Key Issues: How should the City foster sustained economic vitality and population diversity, and improve the
City and regional jobs/housing balance, especially that between jobs and affordable housing?

Important issues regarding growth and housing include the supply of housing (especially affordable hous-
ing), and allowing for economic growth.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to assist in housing for the workforce (Policy numibers may have
changed with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Housing Availability: Policies provide strong direction to limit non-residential growth in favor of new residential
development, and to seek regional solutions to the existing jobs/housing imbalance (LG1-Resource Allocation
Priority, LG2-Limit Non-Residential Growth, LG11-Community Benefit Residential Land Uses, and LG14-
Regional Land Use Blueprint). Policies also provide direction to increase production of affordable and workforce-
oriented housing within the MODA (Policies H4-Unit Size and Density, H10-Density Incentive for Sustainable
Resource Use, H13-Residential Density Standards, and H14-Second Unit Incentives).

Wages and Employment: Policies supporting business and employment (ER3-Economic Development Plan and
Special Studies, to prepare plans to aid start up and green businesses; EF9-Livable Wages, to recruit or retain busi-
nesses that provide livable wages; EF10-Infrastructure Improvements, to prioritize capital improvements to retain
or expand businesses; EF11-Technology, to encourage and invest in technology to support local business; EF15-
Protect Industrial Zoned Areas, to retain land to support well paid jobs in trades, product development and green
businesses, and EF19-Coordinate with SBCC, to provide a skilled and knowledgeable labor pool).

Affordable Housing Demand: Policies would limit net new non-residential expansion, and prioritize scarce re-
sources for affordable housing (LG1-Resource Allocation Priority, LG2-Limit Non-Residential Growth). Policy
LG14-Regional Land Use Blueprint would promote cooperation and planning with neighboring jurisdictions, in-
cluding for the provision for affordable housing.

Affordable Housing Provision: Policies would prioritize development of affordable housing over all other new
development (LG1-Resource Allocation Priority). Policies would also include incentives to provide increase af-
fordable housing production, decrease unit size and include affordable housing in new multi-family and mixed-use
development (LG11-Community Benefit Residential Land Uses would; H3-Average Multi-Family Residential Unit
Size; H5-Incentives for Affordable-By-Design Units; H6-Promote Affordable and Workforce Housing Produc-
tion; H9-Inclusionary Affordable Housing Amendments). Policies would also encourage UCSB and SBCC to pro-
vide affordable housing for students, faculty, and staff (H8-Educational Institutions). Policies would encourage
pursuit of legislative amendments or other opportunities for the extension of RDA funding (H17- Redevelopment
Funding for Affordable Housing).

EIR Population and Jobs/Housing Balance Implications Analysis
Potential Effects of Growth in 2030: Increased population, jobs/affordable housing ratio worsened.
Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential effects would be lessened by proposed policies
that restrict unit sizes and promote construction of affordable and workforce housing.
Plan Santa Barbara Effects: Jobs and housing would be in balance for the small increment of growth; affordable
housing production could likely decline and a substantial shortfall in affordable housing supply could continue for
the City as a whole.
Comparative Effects of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - similar for jobs/housing and growth, great-
er for affordable housing; Lower Growth — similar for jobs/housing, greater for affordable housing, less for
growth; Additional Housing - less for jobs/housing and affordable housing, substantially greater for growth.
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Socioeconomic Issues Analysis

Key Issues: Are there additional City measures needed to address environmental or service issues in lower-
income and ethnic minority neighborhoods?

Socioeconomic issues for lower-income and ethnic minority populations include avoidance of environmen-
tal hazards and adequacy of housing, economic, and community services.

Proposed Plan Santa Barbara policies to protect Lower-income and/or Ethnic Minority Popula-
tions (Policy numbers may have changed with subsequent drafts of the Plan):

Protection of Neighborhoods: Policies could potentially benefit low- S5 =
er-income and ethnic minority populations by emphasizing the retention
and increase of neighborhood-serving commercial and other socioeco- /
nomic and public facility resoutces, in areas such as Lower East/Milpas :
Street corridor (EF7-Minority Businesses and LG15-Creation of Sus-
tainable Neighborhood Plans).

il "i" ET .
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Provision of Public Services: Policies would give priority to develop-
ment of new schools in areas underserved by existing schools, and direct

development of comprehensive neighborhood plans (LG10-Community
Benefit Non-Residential Land Uses; Policy LG15-Sustainable Neigh-
borhood Plans). Proposed public recreational service policies would en-
hance recreational resources for all residents, and suitable for the needs
and demographics of each neighborhood (LG16-Park and Open Space
Standards and Planning, LG17-Park, Recreation and Open Space Acqui-

The Eastside and Westside neighborhoods
include more than a dozen neighborhood mar-
kets, often located in old homes. These marfkets
provide accessible food and goods to residents
without the need of a car.

sition and Maintenance Funding, and LG18-Community Gardens on
Vacant Lands). Transportation policies would enhance alternative modes of transportation such as walking, cycl-
ing, and buses.

Affordable Housing Availability: Policies would limit non-residential development, and prioritize scarce re-
sources for affordable housing (LG1-Resource Allocation Priority, LG2-Limit Non-Residential Growth)Housing
policies would provide incentives and requirements for affordable and rental housing retention and development
(H1, H4, H5, Ho, H7, H9, H11, H12, H13, H14, H15, H16, H17). LG14-Regional Land Use Blueprint would
promote cooperation and planning with neighboring jurisdictions, including for the provision for affordable
housing.

EIR Socioeconomic Implications Analysis

Potential Effects of Growth in 2030: Potential loss of neighborhood commercial services through redevelop-
ment, potential over-use of existing public services, and a probable decline in affordable housing production.

Existing and Proposed Plan Santa Barbara Policies: Potential effects would be lessened by the existing Neigh-
borhood Improvement Plans program, and Sustainable Neighborhood Plans under Plan Santa Barbara.

Plan Santa Barbara Effects: Socioeconomic effects would not be substantial.

Comparative Impacts of Alternatives: No Project/Existing Policies - somewhat greater; Lower Growth —
somewhat greater; Additional Housing — substantially less.
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Plan Santa Barbara Program EIR

EIR Summary

ALTERNATIVE COMPARISON SUMMARY

This table compares the impacts of each alternative to those of Plan Santa Barbara. Section 22, Summary of
Alternative Analysis, provides a more detailed comparison of the impacts of each alternative. The Lower
Growth Alternative has been identified as being environmentally superior for community based impacts
(e.g., Open Space and Visual Resources, and Heritage Resources) while the Additional Housing Alternative
would be environmental supetior for regional impacts (e.g., Transportation, Population and Jobs/Housing

Balance).
Table ES-2: Impact of Alternatives Compared to Plan Santa Barbara Impacts
Alternatives
No Project/Existing
Issue Area Policies Lower Growth Additional Housing
Air Quality Somewhat greater Somewhat less Substantially less

Biological Resources

Similar or somewhat greater

Similar or somewhat less

Similar or somewhat greater

Geological Conditions

Similar

Similar or somewhat less

Somewhat greater

Hazards

Similar

Similar or somewhat less

Somewhat greater

Heritage Resources

Somewhat greater

Substantially less

Somewhat greater

Hydrology and Water Similar Similar or somewhat less Somewhat greater
Quality
Noise Similar Somewhat less Substantially less

Open Space and Visual Re-
sources

Greater for Open Space, visual
resources, and Community
Character

Similar for Open Space; sub-
stantially less for visual re-
sources and Community Cha-
racter

Similar for Open Space; great-
er for visual resources and
Community Character

Public Setvices

Somewhat greater

Substantially less

Somewhat greater

Public Utilities

Similar

Substantially less

Somewhat greater

Transportation

Somewhat greater

Somewhat less

Substantially less

Additional Envitonmental

Analysis

Energy

Somewhat greater

Less

Substantially less

Global Climate Change

Somewhat greater

Less

Substantially less

Socio-economic Issues

Somewhat greater

Somewhat greater

Substantially less

Population and Jobs-
Housing Balance

Similar for jobs/ housing bal-
ance; worsens affordable hous-
ing balance; similar growth-
inducement

Similar for jobs/ housing bal-
ance; worsens affordable hous-
ing balance; less growth-
inducement

Improves jobs/ housing and
jobs/ affordable housing bal-
ances; Greater growth-
inducement

Project Objectives Met

Partially

Partially

All

City of Santa Barbara
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Table ES-3: Class I Impacts — Significant Impacts

Transportation
Residual Im-
Impacts Mitigation Measures pact Level
IMPACT TRANS-1: INCREASED | MM TRANS-1 INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE AND AR- | Significant

CONGESTION- CITY STREETS AND
INTERSECTIONS

More vehicle trips would increase the number of inter-
sections exceeding the City's 1.OS standard from 13
fo 20. Impact TRANS-1.2. Impacted Intersections
with Potential for Partial Mitigation

Intersection #1. Olive Mill Road & Coast Village
Roadlmpact TRANS-1.3. Impacted Intersections
without Feasible Intersection Improvement Mitiga-
tion

Intersection #7. Milpas Street & Quinientos Street

Intersection #12. U.S. Hwy 101 Southbound Ramps &
Garden Street

Intersection #13. U.S. Hwy 101 Northbound Ramps
& Garden Street

Intersection #14. Gutierrez Street & Garden Street
Intersection #19. Haley Street & Castillo Street

Intersection #26. Carrillo Street & U.S. Hwy 101
Northbound Ramps
Intersection #27. Carrillo Street & U.S. Hwy 101
Southbound Ramps
Intersection #28. Carrillo Street & San Andres Street
Intersection #31. Mission Street & U.S. Hwy 101
Southbound Ramps

Intersection #32. Mission Street & U.S. Hwy 101
Northbound Ramps

Intersection #39. Las Positas Road & Modoc Road

Intersection #40. Las Positas Road & U.S. Hwy 101
Southbound Ramps

Intersection #41. U.S. Hwy 101 Northbound Ramps
& Calle Real

Intersection #44. Las Positas Road & State Street

TERIAL CONGESTION

The City shall add the following new programs to the Plan Santa Barbara Circulation

Element:

1.a. Installation of Improvements at Intersections Currently Controlled

By Stop Signs

o Install traffic signals or roundabouts at impacted intersections which are currently con-
trolled by stop signs. Under Plan Santa Barbara, this includes the following intersec-
tions:

- Mission Street & Modoc Road

- Las Positas Road & Cliff Drive

- Olive Mill Road & Coast V'illage Road

- Cabrillo Boulevard & U.S. Hwy 101 Southbound Ramps

1.c. Develop an Intersection Master Plan to Address Problem Intersec-
tions

o A program shall be established to develop a Master Plan that identifies current and
future deficiencies at City intersections and identifies feasible improvements and funding
sources to improve problem intersections, to potentially include the intersections as de-
scribed below:

- Intersection #7. Milpas Street & Quinientos Street: Improvements conld require in-
stallation of an additional SB through and) or free right turn lane. This would require
acquisition of ROW, including potentially parking lots and or structures. Widening
this intersection to add an additional lane would likely require building demolition.
Because operations would remain at 1.OS C (V') C ratio of 0.77) with the addition
of project traffic in 2030, the City wonld need to weigh the expense of this improve-
ment against the relatively free flowing nature of traffic at this intersection.

- Intersection #12. US 101 Southbound Ramps & Garden Street: Potential inm-
provements to this intersection could include addition of a second southbound through
lane. However, it is unclear now much this alteration would improve the P.M. peak
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Table ES-3: Class I Impacts — Significant Impacts (Continued)

Transportation

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Residual Im-
pact Level

Intersection #45. Hitchcock Way & State Street
Intersection #47. La Cumbre Road & State Street

Intersection #48. Hope Avenue & U.S. Hwy 101
Northbound Ramp/Calle Real

honr 1LOS. Addition of a second sonthbound through lane would do little to improve
operations, wonld canse significant alignment issues for the northbound throngh move-
ments, and necessitate narrowing the sidewalfk.

Intersection #13. US 101 Northbound Ramps & Garden Street: Restriping to pro-
vide northbound dual lefi-turn lanes onto the northbound on-ramp conld improve
LOS at this facility. This interchange has approximately 108 feet of public right of
way under the overpass. Therefore, while restriping may create significant alignment is-
sues for the northbound throngh lanes, the relatively wide ROW combined with poten-
tial narrowing of existing lanes may allow flexibility for other improvement options.
However, because operations would remain at 1.OS C (V7/ C ratio of 0.78) with the
addition of project traffic in 2030, the City would need to weigh the expense and po-
tential drawbacks of this improvement against the relatively free flowing nature of traf-
fic at this intersection.

- Intersection #14. Gutierreg Street & Garden Street: The City shall commission a
Gutierrez and Garden Street Intersection Improvement Plan to consider improvements
options for this intersection and the cost and trade-offs associated with potential widen-
ing. No feasible improvements appear to be available at this location. Limited right of
way along Gutierrez and the presence of multiple businesses lining this segment of
roadway would require expensive and controversial building acquisition and demolition
and may not fully mitigate this impact. Becanse operations would deteriorate to an ex-
cessively congested 1.LOS D (17/ C ratio of 0.89) with the addition of project traffic in
2030, the City would need to weigh the potential to address substantial increases in
congestion with the expense of potential improvements and possible serious secondary
consequences.

- Intersection #19. Haley Street & Castillo Street: Consistent with the options pre-
sented in the Haley Street/ Castillo Street Intersection Improvement Analysis (Pen-
freld-Smith, October 2002), the City shall investigate installation of potential in-
provements at this location, including; a roundabont and) or, on- and off-ramp reconfi-
gurations; street closures, interchange conversion to a standard diamond, and signal
timing modifications. Because operations are projected to remain at a moderately con-
gested LOS D (17/ C ratio of 0.83) in the P.M. peak hour with the addition of
project traffic in 2030, the City wonld need to weigh the expense of potential inm-
provement against associated benefits and levels of congestion.
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Table ES-3: Class I Impacts — Significant Impacts (Continued)

Transportation

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Residual Im-
pact Level

- Intersection #26. Carrillo Street & US 101 Northbound Ramps: Addition of a
free right turn would potentially improve 1.OS' at this location and mitigate this im-
pact. Space for improvements or widening at this location is extremely limited due to
the proximately of Mission Creek. Such improvements may require portions of such a
lane to be cantilevered out over the creek or the adjacent flood control access easement,
with associated expense. Because operations are projected to remain at a moderately

congested 1.OS D (17/ C ratio of 0.83) in the P.M. peak hour with the addition of
project traffic in 2030, the City would need to weigh the expense of potential im-
provement against associated benefits and levels of congestion.

- Intersection #27. Carrillo Street & US 101 Southbound Ramps: Extension of the
southbound off ramp right-turn lane could improve operations at this intersection, but
may not substantially change the intersection level of service. Because operations would
remain at 1.OS C (V') C ratio of 0.77) with the addition of project traffic in 2030,
the City would need to weigh the expense of this improvement against the relatively free
flowing nature of traffic at this intersection.

- Intersection #28. Carrillo Street & San Andres Street: Conversion of this location
to a double-lane roundabout is possible and may improve the level of service to the
B/ C range. While installation of a roundabout may address congestion at this loca-
tion, the high differential between volumes on Carrillo and San Andres Streets indi-
cates that roundabout operations may be problematic. In addition, improvements at
this location may entail acquisition of adjacent properties. Because operations are pro-
Jected to remain at a moderately congested 1.OS D (17/ C ratio of 0.83) in the P.M.
peak hour with the addition of project traffic in 2030, the City would need to weigh
the excpense of potential improvement against associated benefits and levels of conges-
tion.

- Intersection #31. Mission Street & US 101 Southbound Ramps: Capacity-related
mprovements at this location wonld require major interchange improvements. These
wonld need to be combined with adding new travel and/ or turn lanes along this corri-
dor to the east, potentially to Bath or De la Vina Streets. Such improvements, while
physically feasible, would cost millions of dollars and have potential secondary impacts
(structural demolition, tree removal, bike and pedestrian conflicts, property acquisition,
potential building demolition, etc). The draft Improving Access to Cottage Hospital —
Las Positas/ Mission Circulation Options Report ( IBI Group, May 2009) sets
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Table ES-3: Class I Impacts — Significant Impacts (Continued)

Transportation

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Residual Im-
pact Level

Jorth a list of improvements that have the potential to reduce congestion and improve
LOS at this intersection.

- Intersection #32. Mission Street & US 101 Northbound Ramps: Capacity-related
mprovements at this location wonld require major interchange improvements. I'hese
would need to be combined with adding new travel and/ or turn lanes along this corvi-
dor 1o the east, potentially to Bath or De la Vina Streets. Such improvements, while
Physically feasible, wonld cost millions of dollars and have potential secondary impacts
(structural demolition, tree removal, bike and pedestrian conflicts, property acquisition,
potential building demolition, etc). The draft Inmproving Access to Cottage Hospital —
Las Positas/ Mission Circulation Options Report (1BI Group, May 2009) sets
Jorth a list of improvements that have the potential to reduce congestion and improve
LOS at this intersection.

- Intersection #39. Las Positas Road & Modoc Road: Conversion of this location to a
double-lane roundabont is possible and may improve the level of service to the B/ C
range. However, the volumes on Las Positas Road are almost double those on Modoc
Road; projected total volumes are thirty percent higher than the existing roundabout at
US 101/ Milpas Road. The high differential between Modoc Road and Las Positas
Road volumes indicates that roundabout operations may be problematic. Becanse oper-
ations are projected to remain at a moderately congested 1.OS D (V7] C ratio of 0.83)
in the P.M. peak honr with the addition of project traffic in 2030, the City wonld
need to weigh the expense of potential improvement against associated benefits and le-
vels of congestion.

- Intersection #40. Las Positas Road & US 101 Southbound Ramps: A recently
completed study (Improving Access to Cottage Hospital — Las Positas/ Mission Cir-
culation Options Report, IBI Group, May 2009) recommends addition of a second
left-turn lane for the off-ramp. These types of improvements would require the prepara-
tion of a Project Study Report for this location.

- Intersection #41. US 101 Northbound Ramps & Calle Real: A recently completed
study (Improving Access to Cottage Hospital — Las Positas/ Mission Circulation
Options Report, IBI Group, May 2009) recommends redesign of the off-ramp as a
“hook” ramp, creating a new intersection, and allowing for two-way traffic on Calle
Real. These types of improvements would require the preparation of a Project Study
Report for this location.
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Table ES-3: Class I Impacts — Significant Impacts (Continued)

Transportation

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Residual Im-
pact Level

- Intersection #44. Las Positas Road & State Street: Extension of turn lanes wonld
improve field conditions (i.e. actnal operations), but would not improve the intersection
LOS (due to limitations of ICU methodology). Additional southbound left-turn ca-
pacity wonld not improve the LLOS. The eastbound left-turn movement wonld benefit
from additional capacity. Becanse operations would deteriorate to an excessively con-
gested 1LOS D (17/ C ratio of 0.89) with the addition of project traffic in 2030, the
City would need to weigh the potential to address substantial increases in congestion
with the expense of potential improvements and possible serions secondary conse-
quences.

- Intersection #45. Hitchcock Way & State Street: Installation of an additional east-
bound right turn capacity could improve operations at this intersection. Ihese inm-
provements would require property acquisition and possible building demolition on the
SW corner property. Becanse operations would remain at 1.OS C (17/ C ratio of
0.78) with the addition of project traffic in 2030, the City wonld need to weigh the
expense of this improvement against the relatively free flowing nature of traffic at this
intersection.

- Intersection #47. La Cumbre Road & State Street: Reconfiguration of the north-
bound approach to consist of two lefi-turn lanes, two through lanes, and one right-turn
lane wonld enable removal of the split phase. This would return operations to L.OS C
or better. Property acquisition wonld likely be required to complete this improvement,
mpacting the gas station on the northeast corner and the retail uses on the SE corner.
Because operations are projected to remain at a moderately congested .OS D (17/C
ratio of 0.83) in the P.M. peak hour with the addition of project traffic in 2030, the
City would need to weigh the expense of potential improvement against associated bene-

fits and levels of congestion.

- Intersection #48. Hope Avenne & US 101 Northbound Ramp/ Calle Real: Addi-
tion of an easthound right-turn pocket and northbound right-turn lane would eliminate
the north/ south split phase reconfiguration of the off-ranp would improve .OS at
this location. This wonld require major construction and coordination with Caltrans
and acquiring property from the adjacent auto dealerships.

- Mesa Area Arterial and Side Street Improvements: Consider improvements as needed
to address effective travel operations and safety at Mesa area intersections, including
Cliff Drive/ Meigs Road; Cliff Drive/ Flora V'ista/ Mesa Lane; Meigs Road/ Red
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Table ES-3: Class I Impacts — Significant Impacts (Continued)

Transportation

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Residual Im-
pact Level

Rose Way; and Cliff Drive/ Santa Barbara City College West Entrance.
MM TRANS-2 REDUCTIONS IN TRAFFIC DEMAND

The City shall add the following new policies and programs to the Plan Santa Barbara
Land Use Element, Circulation Element:

2.a. Neighborhood Stores

o Amend City Ordinances and permit requirements to ease establishment of small neigh-
borhood markets in appropriate locations.

2.b. Increase Percentage of Downtown Housing Occupied by Down-
town Workers

o Affordable housing projects in Downtown shall include provisions prioritizing Down-
town workers to the extent legally possible.

o Concentrate new housing development within and adjacent to the Downtown core and
mplement ordinance and policy changes that expedite and facilitate housing construction
of housing in and aronnd Downtown.

2.c. Expand TDM program

o Add a new policy- Transit Pass Program Enhancement: Al new appropriate
residential and commercial development within MODA and larger developments city-
wide shall provide subsidized bus passes to employees and residents. The City shall
work with regional partners to ensure that subsidiged transit pass programs encompass
all excisting and future regional bus and/ or rail transit services (in addition to M'TD
services) and that the fare media used by the subsidized transit pass program is compat-
tble for use on all services to increase user convenience and reduce barriers to entry for
new participants.

o Add new policy- Parking Cash-Out: The City shall develop a parking cash-ont
ordinance that wonld apply to a broader number of employers than the current State law
(e.g., to include employers with less than 50 employees, employers who own their own
parking, etc.) and require compliance for new employers and promote voluntary phased
compliance for existing employers. The ordinance shall require periodic submittal of

proof of compliance with the local and/ or existing State parking cash-out requirements
for all subject employers. For example, proof of compliance conld be submitted as part of
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Table ES-3: Class I Impacts — Significant Impacts (Continued)

Transportation

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Residual Im-
pact Level

the application for a new or renewed business license.

Add a new policy- Safe Routes to Schools: The City shall support the Safe
Routes to Schools Program through construction of physical inprovements where appro-
priate and through coordinating with the School District to vigorously promote the pro-
gram. As part of its update of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plans, the City will
identify key pedestrian and bike routes to all schools, describe any needed improvements
to enhance the safety and attractiveness of such routes and program funding to accom-
Plish these improvements in a reasonable time frame. The City will also coordinate with
the School District and concerned parent organizations to craft and implement and pro-
motional ontreach progran.

Add a new policy- Telecommuting and Alternative Work Schedules: The
City shall actively support expansion of telecommuting and use of alternative work sche-
dnles through work with all public and private employers in the City.

Add a new policy- Car and Van Pooling: The City shall actively support expan-
sion of car and van pool programs including requirement for preferential parking in all
new appropriate developments, provision of subsidies where needed, etc.

Add a new policy- Car Sharing: The City shall actively support creation of a car
sharing program. Incentives or subsidies shall be provided to developers in the main
commercial core areas to encourage inclusion of car sharing programs in new development
or redevelopment.

2.d. Enhance bicycle and pedestrian access and infrastructure

Add a new policy: Bicycle Master Plan that prioritizes City rights of way for use by
bicyclist and identifies bicycle infrastructure and programs as necessary to achieve Plati-
num designation as a Bicycle-Friendly Community from the 1eague of American Cycl-
ists for consideration by the City Council.

Add a new policy: Pedestrian Master Plan that requires amendment to the current

Master Plan to identify and construct “missing links”, pedestrian amenities (e.g., street
lighting, benches, trees, etc) along high volume pedestrian corridors, around transit stops
and stations, and at other key pedestrian destinations (parks, schools) and identifies lo-
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Table ES-3: Class I Impacts — Significant Impacts (Continued)

Transportation

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Residual Im-
pact Level

cations requiring traffic calming measure along key pedestrian routes.

Consider adoption of tiered development impact fees (with discounts for community bene-
fit uses) as needed to fund improvements.

2.e. Improve Housing Availability

Pursue measures to promote housing of large employment organizations within the city.

(e.g., staff] teacher housing)

2.f. Parking Management
Amend policy C13- Appropriate Parking to::

Direct the City Parking Committee to implement parking management changes for on-
and off-street parking that phase out time linits, phase in a pricing strategy to reduce
commmnter reliance on public parking and identify and install necessary technology to
support these changes with the goal to keep on-street parking occupancy rates at 85% (so
that 1 in 8 spaces, or about one space per block, will always be available) and off-street
occupancy rates at 95%.

Amend policy 17- Residential Parking Program to:
Strengthen residential permit parking program and potentially allow non-residents to
pay to park in permit districts with spaces available.

2.g. Improve Transit Services

Add a new Policy, Improved Transit Service: The City shall work with Work with
MTD and other regional partners to increase frequency of service during peak commute
periods and expand non peak services, including to reduce peak period headways from
10 to 5 minutes on primary transit corridors, reduce non-peak period headways along
primary transit corridors, increase frequency of MTD regional excpress lines, and sub-
stantially improve funding of regional bus services (such as the Clean Air Express). The
City, in coordination with regional partners, shall also pursue expansion of commuter
rail service to the City.
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Table ES-3: Class I Impacts — Significant Impacts (Continued)

Global Climate Change
Residual Im-
Impacts Mitigation Measures pact Level
CITYWIDE TRANSPORTATION GHG | Mitigation measure MM TRANS-2, Reductions In Traffic Demand would apply. Rec- | Significant

EMISSIONS IN 2030 AND EFFECTS
ON CLIMATE CHANGE

ommended measures RM ENERGY-1, Transportation Fuel Consumption, and RV
AQ-1, Reduce Sonrces of Air Pollutants, wonld also apply.
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation

Air Quality
Residual
Impacts Mitigation Measures Impact Level
IMPACT AQ-3: LOCATION OF RESI- | MM AQ-1 LOCATION OF SENSITIVE LAND USES L.ess.Than
DENTIAL LAND USES The City shall reword Policy ER12-Highway 101 Setback subsection “a” to read as fol- S1gn1ﬁca.r.1t
o oo : ) With Mitiga-
Potential air quality tmpacts from increased number of | lows: don
residents near freeway and commercial/ industrial uses. | o« New development of residential or other sensitive receptors (exccluding minor additions or
Impact AQ-3.1. Proximity to U.S. Highway 101 remodels of excisting homes or one unit on vacant property) on lots of record within 250
Jeet of U.S. Hwy 107 will be prohibited in the interim period until California Air Re-
sources Board (CARB) phased diesel emissions regulations are implemented and diesel
enmission risks reduced. The City will monitor the progress of CARB efforts.
The City shall reword Policy ER12-Highway 101 Setback to add the following new subsec-
tion:
o Pursue funding and installation of sound walls, trees and shrubs along unprotected areas
of U.S. Hwy 101 1o create a barrier to reduce particulate transmission.
Mitigation measures MM TRANS-2, Reductions in Traffic Demand would also apply.
Biological Resources
Residual
Impacts Mitigation Measures (and Recommended Measures) Impact Level
IMPACT BIO-1: UPLAND HABITATS | MM BIO-1 UPLAND HABITAT AND SPECIES PROTECTION Less Than
AND SPECIES 1.a. Important Upland Habitat and Corridor Areas Program Sig.niﬁcz'u?t
Potential future development could displace or disturb | T}, City shall add to Policy ER22-Native Species and Habitat Planning as follows: thh Mitiga-
on

important upland habitats and special status species.
Impact BIO-1.1. Coastal Sage Scrub

Impact BIO-1.2. Oak Woodlands

Impact BIO-1.3. Grasslands

Impact BIO-1.4. Chaparral

o Important Upland Habitat Protection. Protect, enhance, and preserve conti-
guous areas of important upland habitats and wildlife corridors that merit long-term
protection for habitat and wildlife values, inciuding coastal sage scrub of generally 5.0
acres or greater, oak woodlands of generally 0.5 acres or greater, perennial grasslands of
generally .025 acres or greater, annual grasslands of generally 5.0 acres or greater, cha-
parral areas of 5.0 acres or greater and important wildlife movement corvidors including
creeks and tributaries.

o Identification of Important Upland Habitats. As part of the Land Use
and Growth Management Element’s Parks, Recreation Trails and Open Space Identi-
fication Program, map important City upland habitats and wildlife corridors that merit
long-term protection for habitat and wildlife values, including coastal sage scrub, chapar-
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Biological Resources

Impacts

Mitigation Measures (and Recommended Measures)

Residual
Impact Level

ral, oak woodlands, perennial grasslands, annual grasslands, and important wildlife
movement corridors (refer to Figure 7.1 and mitigation measure MM V'1S-1). The map
will provide a tool to more easily implement the Important Upland Habitat Protection
policy above.

1.b. Wildlife Corridor Protection Policy

The City shall add to Policy ERT9-Protection of Wildlife and Native 1 egetation as fol-

lows:

e Restore, Enhance, and Preserve Important Wildlife Migration Corri-
dors In Upland Areas. Foster urban wildlife linkages and corridors by preserving
excisting trees within identified wildlife corridors (refer to MM Bio-1a above and Figure
7.1), planting new trees, and installing and maintaining appropriate native landscaping
in new development within or adjacent to important upland wildlife corridors and all
streams. Efforts shall also be made to minimize disturbance to understory vegetation,
soils, and any aquatic habitats that are present below the trees in order to provide for
movement of species that utilize these habitats.

Mitigation measure MM V'1S-1, Open Space Protection and Restoration, would also apply.
Recommended Measure:
RM BIO-1 UPLAND HABITAT AND SPECIES PROTECTION

The City should consider modifying Policy ER19-Protection of Wildlife and Native 1 egeta-
tion as follows:

e Oak Woodland Protection. Site new development outside of oak woodlands to
the maxcimum extent feasible. Within and adjacent to oak woodlands: (1) avoid remov-
al of specimen oak trees; (2) preserve and protect oak saplings and native understory ve-
getation within areas planned to remain in open space; (3) provide landscaping compati-
ble with the continnation and enbancement of the habitat area, consisting primarily of
native species and excluding use of invasive non-native species; (4) include conditions of
approval for habitat restoration of degraded oak woodlands where such development
creates direct or indirect impacts to the affected habitat; 5) minimize or avoid installa-
tion of high water use landscaping (e.g., lawn) under the dripline of oak trees.

IMPACT BIO-2: CREEK, WETLAND
AND RIPARIAN WOODLANDS HABI-
TATS AND SPECIES

MM BIO-2 CREEKS, RIPARIAN HABITAT AND SPECIES PRO-
TECTION

Less Than
Significant
With Mitiga-
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Biological Resources

Impacts

Mitigation Measures (and Recommended Measures)

Residual

Potential future development conld displace or disturb
important creek and riparian habitats and associated
Status species.

Impact BIO 2.1. Riparian Habitats and Wildlife

2.a. Creek Channel Restoration Policy and Program

The City shall add new policies or programs to the Plan Santa Barbara Environmental
Resources Element as follows:

o Creek Naturalization. The placement of concrete or other impervious materials
into, or piping of, major creeks and primary tributaries shall be probibited except for
water supply projects or flood control projects that are necessary for public safety, or to
maintain or repair a structure that protects existing development. These protection meas-
ures shall only be used for water supply or flood control purposes where no other less en-
vironmentally damaging method is available and the project has been designed to minim-
1ze damage to creeks, wetlands, water quality, and riparian habitats. Whenever feasible,
excisting concrete lining shall be removed from creek channels, and reaches of drainages
that have been previously under-grounded shall be “daylighted.”

o Surface Water Drainage Restoration. Set a goal to restore or daylight a total
of at least 0.5 miles of surface water drainages over the life of Plan Santa Barbara.
Priority areas for restoration include segments of Mission Creek consistent with sound

flood control practices, the reach of Arroyo Hondo Creek through City College, the tri-

butary to Arrgyo Burro Creek west of Las Positas Road, and the segment of Arroyo
Burro Creek adjacent to La Cumbre Plaza.

2.b. Riparian Woodland Habitat Restoration Program

The City shall modify Policy ER22- Native Species and Habitat Planning as follows:

e Native Riparian Habitat Protection. New development and redevelopment
projects shall result in no net reduction/ loss in size and value of native riparian habitat.

e Riparian Habitat Restoration. Set a goal to increase riparian habitat within the
City and)/ or its sphere of influence by 20 acres or more, and 1 linear mile or more, over
the 20-year life of Plan Santa Barbara. Priorities for restoration include perennial
reaches of the major streams, reaches of creek on publicly-owned land, and degraded
areas of the City’s three major creeks.

2.c. Creek Setback Development Policies

The City shall modify Policy ER26-Creek Setbacks and Restoration Development Stan-
dards Update as follows:

o Creek Setback Standard. A creek sethack of greater than 25 feet from the top of
bank shall be established for new structures and bard surfaces adjacent to creeks and

Impact Level
tion
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Biological Resources

Impacts

Mitigation Measures (and Recommended Measures)

Residual
Impact Level

wetlands.
Recommended measure RM HY DRO-1, Flood Hazards wonld also apply.
Recommended Measure:

RM BIO-2 CREEKS, WETLAND, AND RIPARIAN HABITAT AND
SPECIES PROTECTION

2.a. Riparian Woodland Protection Policies

The City should consider modifying Policy ER19-Protection of Wildlife and Native 1/ egeta-
tion as follows:

e Riparian Woodland Protection. Site new development ountside of riparian wood-
lands to the extent feasible. Within and adjacent to riparian woodlands: (1) avoid re-
moval of mature native trees; (2) preserve and protect native tree saplings and understory
vegetation; (3) provide landscaping within creek sethack compatible with the continua-
tion and enbancement of the habitat area, consisting primarily of appropriate native spe-
cies and excluding use of invasive non-native species; (4) include conditions of approval
for habitat restoration of degraded oak woodlands where such development creates direct
or indirect impacts to the affected habitat; (5) include water quality protection and en-
hancement measures consistent with the adopted City Storm Water Management Plan.

IMPACT BIO-3: COASTAL HABITATS | Mitigation measure MM BIO-2, Creeks, Riparian Habitat and Species Protection wonld L.ess~Than
AND SPECIES apply. Significant
Potential for future development to displace or substan- | Recommended Measure: Z%;h Mitiga-
. . . . o

tially disrupt important coastal habitats (creeks, estn- | Recommended measure RM BI O-2, Creeks, Wetland, and Riparian Habitat and Species
aries, dunes, beaches, bluff scrub, and woodlands) and | Prytoction wonld also apply.
Special status species.
Impact BIO 3.1. Creeks and Estuaries
Geological Conditions

Residual

Impacts Mitigation Measures (and Recommended Measures) Impact Level

IMPACT GEO-2: GEOLOGIC AND | MM GEO-1 COASTAL BLUFF RETREAT AND SAND SUPPLY Less Than
SOIL INSTABILITY AND HAZARDS 1.a. Adaptive Management Planning Significant
Potential for geological and soil instability and ha- With Mitiga-

The City shall add the following policy to the Plan Santa Barbara Environmental Resonrces
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Geological Conditions

Impacts

Mitigation Measures (and Recommended Measures)

Residual
Impact Level

zards, including landslides, expansive soils, erosion,
sea cliff retreat, and radon gas.
Impact GEO-2.4. Sea Cliff Retreat

Element:

o Updated Bluff Retreat Review Guidelines.
- Bluff sethacks shall be adequate to address long-term erosion and slope stability is-
sues.

- Update the existing Seismic Safety Element bluff retreat formula (which uses an av-
erage biuff retreat rate of 8 inches per year) to reflect updated bluff retreat rate of 12
inches per year. Recalculate the resultant expanded area to be included in 75-year
bluff retreat setback line that is used to screen individnal projects which are required
to prepare project-specific analysis to identify the 75-year retreat line for the property
and any design measures to avoid or minimize hazgards. Monitor information about
climate change and periodically update bluff retreat rate and 75-year retreat line to re-

Slect new data of potentially accelerated bluff retreat rates.
The City shall modify Policy ER3-Comprebensive Climate Change Action Plan to include
the following to address projected longer-range bluff retreat, sand supply, and other adaptive

management issues associated with climate change:

o Shoreline Management Plan. Develop a comprebensive Shoreline Management
Plan to identify, manage and to the extent feasible mitigate or reduce climate change-
induced sea level rise tmpacts upon public facilities and private property along the City
shoreline. The proposed Shoreline Management Plan should continue City coordination
with the Beach Erosion Authority for Clean Oceans and Nourishment (BEACON),
the County, other South Coast cities, and UCSB to manage coastal issues, including: 1)
protection/ restoration of natural sand transport and sand supply replenishment projects;
2) natural bluff restoration, stabilization and erosion control measures; 3) non-intrusive
methods to slow sand transport and retain sand along the beaches that front the City’s
bluffs; 4) coordination with private property owners on bluff management and retreat;
and 5) funding mechanisms to implement beach replenishment and methods to reduce
bluff retreat.

Recommended Measure:

RM GEO-1 SEA LEVEL RISE AND COASTAL BLUFF RETREAT
In order to address the potential long-term effects of sea level rise on bluff retreat, the City

should consider adding the following policy to the Plan Santa Barbara Environmental Re-
sources Element:

tion
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Geological Conditions

Impacts

Mitigation Measures (and Recommended Measures)

Residual
Impact Level

1.a. Siting of Development and Public Facilities
Modify the Local Coastal Plan “Sea Cliff Retreat # 1" to read:

Sea CIiff Retreat. “Bluff setbacks shall be adequate to address long-term erosion
and slope stability issues. New development on top of a cliff shall be placed at a distance
away from the edge of the cliff, such that potential accelerated rates of erosion and cliff
material loss associated with climate change-induced sea level rise as projected by the
State of California, or a site-specific geologic investigation that accounts for climate
change, will minimize sea cliff-related impacts, and not seriously affect the structure dur-
ing the expected lifetime. The design life of new structures is presumed to be a minimum
of 75 years. Exact future rates of accelerated sea cliff retreat are unknown, but are cur-
rently projected to be 12 inches per year, potentially accelerating to 1 to 3 feet per year if
sea level rise progresses.

The City recognizes the need for owners of threatened coastal properties to perform main-
tenance and modest improvements to threatened coastal homes and other facilities. The
City’s goal is to minimize exposure of substantial new improvements to hazards of bluff
retreat and avoid the need for installation of environmentally harmful coastal protection
structures that could be requested to protect such improvements. To meet these goals, the
following guidelines apply:

- Protection for existing structures shall first focus on techniques that avoid use of coast-
al protection structures including use of non-intrusive techniques such as drainage con-
trol, installation of dronght tolerant landscaping, construction of cantilevered grade
beam: foundations, removal of threatened outbuildings, ete.

- Relocation of threatened structures further inland on parcels shall be favored over in-
stallation of coastal protection structures.

- The siting of new major improvements shall consider accelerated rates of sea cliff re-
treat associated with climate change-induced sea level rise as projected by the State of
California, or a site-specific geologic investigation that accounts for climate change.”
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Hazards
Residual
Impacts Mitigation Measures Impact Level
IMPACT HAZ-2: HAZARDOUS MATE- | MM HAZ-2 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS L.ess.Than
RIALS The City shall add the following new policy to the Plan Santa Barbara Public Services and %grﬁfi\(;lant
Potential public safety impacts associated with contami- | Safety Element: ti011t1 fga-

nated sites, commercial/ industrial hazardous materials
use, and household hazardous materials.

Impact HAZ-2.3. Household Hazardous Materials
and Waste

e Household Hazardous Waste Disposal Capacity. Coordinate with other
South Coast jurisdictions and the waste management industry to establish additional
household hazardous waste collection facility capacity on the South Coast.

Heritage Resources

Residual Im-

Impacts Mitigation Measures pact Level
IMPACT HER-3: HISTORICAL RE- | MM HER-1 PROTECTION OF HISTORIC BUILDINGS, STRUC- L@ Than .Ség‘
SOURCES TURES, AND DISTRICTS nificant With
Mitigation

Potential for loss or damage to important buildings,
Structures, and other bistorical resources.

1.a. Protection of Historic Structures and Buildings
Add new policy as follows:

o Construction Adjacent to Historic Structures. Provide that construction
activities adjacent to an important historical structure do not damage the bistorical struc-
ture. For projects involving substantial demolition and/ or grading adjacent to an impor-
tant historical structure, include any necessary measures to provide that such construction
activities do not damage the historical structure, as determined in consultation with the
City Urban Historian, or in approved Historic Structures Report recommendations.
Such measures conld include participation by a structural engineer and/ or an historical
architect familiar with bistoric preservation and construction in the planning and design
of demolition or construction adjacent to important historic structures. Where appropri-
ate, study and mitigation for potential damage of certain historic structures (e.g., older
adobe structures) shall be considered when adjacent development might result in a change
in micro-climate of the affected historic structure.

1.b. Protection of Landmark and Historic Districts

Implement a Historic Preservation Work Program for surveying and identifying future His-
toric Districts throughout the City, including mapping and evaluating Historic Resonrces
within El Pueblo Viejo to determine where Historic Districts, permanent buffer areas, and
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Heritage Resources

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Residual Im-
pact Level

overlay gones should be considered to ensure further protection from new development, as well
as buffer protection for historic adobe structures, the Brinkerhoff Avenne District, significant
City Landmarks, and E/l Presidio State Historic Park.

Add new Historic Resource Protection policy HR5 to the Historic Resources Element as
Sfollows:

»  Historic Resource Protection. ldentify and designate Historic Districts or
grouping of historic resources and consider additional implementation actions listed in
LG13 and LLG14 such as revised development standards, buffer protection and overlay

gones to_further protect historic resources.

Add new Historic Resource Protection Implementation Action HR5.1 to the Historic Re-
sources Element as follows:

o Bufters. Implement a priority focus on buffer protection for the historic adobe struc-
tures, the Brinkerboff Avenue District, significant City Landmarks, and El Presidio
State Historic Park.

Add new Historic Structures Implementation Action L.G14.5 to the Plan Santa Barbara
Land Use and Growth Management Element as interim measures to establish buffer zones
to further protect historic resources as follows:

a. Require that all parcels within 100 feet of a Historic Resonrce located within the
downtown core be identified and flagged for careful consideration by decision-matkers
prior to approval of any development application including increased bonus density
proposals.

b. Require all development proposed within 250 feet of historic adobe structures, E/
Presidio State Historic Park, and other significant City Landmarks and the grounp-
ing of landmarks in close proximity to El Pueblo V'iejo be subject to Preservation
Design Guidelines in the core of the City to protect these resources. Protection may
require actions such as adjustments in beight, bulk, or setbacks.

¢. Adopt Interim Preservation Design Guidelines within six months of the General
Plan Update adoption that ontline suggested buffer protection methods establishing
Specific distance, sethack, height limits, separation and step back criteria for parcels
adjoining designated Historic Resonrces.

Recommended measure V1S-2, Community Character wonld also apply.
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Hydrology and Water Quality

Residual Im-

Impacts Mitigation Measures pact Level
IMPACT HYDRO-1: FLOOD HAZARDS | MM HYDRO-1 SEA LEVEL RISE (EXTENDED RANGE IMPACT) | Less Than
Potential for future development to increase flood ha- | 1.a. Adaptive Management Planning; Flooding Signiﬁqgt
zards. The City shall add the following measures to Plan Santa Barbara Policy ER3- Zzl;h Mitiga-

Climate Change and Flooding (Extended Range Im-
pact)

Comprebensive Climate Change Action Plan as part of the development of a Comprebensive
Shoreline Management Plan (see also MM GEO-2 - Sea Level Rise and Coastal Bluff
Retreat):

Identify policy options, costs, and consequences for addressing sea level rise issues, including:

o Techniques to minimize wave energy and damage from storm surges, while mininizing
disruption of coastal activities and habitats.

o Review of Ciity public improvements and utilities for potential consequences of sea level
rise, and consideration of means of adaptation such as measures to protect in place, rais-
ing facilities above projected flood heights, and managed retreat or relocation of facilities.

o Coordination with private property owners along the waterfront on techniques for struc-
tural adaptation and new design.

1.b. Adaptive Management Planning; Groundwater
Amend Public Services and Safety Element Policy PS2-W ater Conservation program to add

o As part of the Long Term Water Supply Program update, perform a comprebensive
analysis of water savings from specific conservation measures, including a cost-benefit
analysis, to determine which potential new water conservation measures will be most

feasible and cost effective for the City to pursue. The City shall incorporate identified

measures into the water conservation component into the LTWSP update.

Noise
Residual Im-
Impacts Mitigation Measures pact Level
IMPACT  NOISE-1:  INCREASED | MM NOISE-1 ROADWAY NOISE Less Than
TRANSPORTATION NOISE. The City shall add the following policy to Plan Santa Barbara’s Environmental Resonrce &gﬁfﬁaﬂt
Potential noise effects to existing land uses from future | Element. The goal of this additional policy is to minimize impacts to sensitive receivers from a 1th Mitiga-
on

increases in traffic volumes and airport activity.
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Noise
Residual Im-
Impacts Mitigation Measures pact Level
Impact NOISE-1.1. Increased Roadway Noise Levels | #icreased traffic noise.
o Residential Noise Reduction Along Highway 101: The City shall periodi-

cally monitor freeway noise level increases through the year 2030. Should increased traf-

fic noise expand the 65 dBA Ldn contonrs affecting existing residential development

along the Highway 101 corridor, the City shall work with neighborhoods, the Califor-

nia Department of Transportation, and Union Pacific Railroad to identify and inple-

ment specific measures to reduce future freeway noise increases affecting expanded areas

of existing residential neighborhoods with noise levels of 65 dBA or more. Noise atten-

uation measures may include added sound walls along portions of the freeway and) or lo-

calized measures such as barriers and retrofits of structures.

Mitigation measure MM TRANS-2, Reductions in Traffic Demand would also apply.
Open Space and Visual Resources
Residual
Impacts Mitigation Measures Impact Level

IMPACT VIS-1: OPEN SPACE MM VIS-1 OPEN SPACE PROTECTION AND RESTORATION L.ess~Than
Potential for future new development to lead to loss or | Add new programs and policies to the Plan Santa Barbara 1and Use and Growth Man- %%E%?Et
[fragmentation of important open space areas. agement Element, Parks, Recreation, Trails and Open Space Policies Section as follows: don &

o Identification of Key Open Space for Protection. Use the information on
the MEA Visual Resource Map and data contained in the Plan Santa Barbara EIR
to identify key areas within the City and its sphere of influence that merit long-term pro-
tection, and take appropriate actions to preserve such areas as passive open space. Focus
on larger areas of contignons open space including areas in the Las Positas 1 alley, E/-
ings Park, El Presidio de Santa Barbara State Historic Park, east slopes of Hope
Ranch, north Mesa hillsides, the Riviera, and throughont the foothills, particularly in
lower Mission Canyon and watersheds of Arroyo Burro and Barger Canyon creeks, as
well as the Atascadero and Cieneguitas creek watersheds adjacent to the San Marcos
Foothills Preserve.

o Protection of Contiguous Open Space. All new development within identified
key open space areas, including the Las Positas 1 alley and foothills and other suitable
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Open Space and Visual Resources

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Residual
Impact Level

areas identified by the City shall be sited and designed to preserve contiguous tracts of
open space and connectivity with open space on adjacent parcels. Connectivity includes
connected habitats and wildlife corridors.

o Open Space Acquisition Funding. Establish funding mechanisms for preserva-

tion of key open space areas including updating the City’s Quimby Act and Park De-
velopment Fees to reflect the actual costs of providing such facilities, and actively pursue
state, federal, and private grants to enable acquisition.

e Open Space Management-Citizen Involvement. Coordinate with interested
citigens groups on appropriate conservation and passive recreational activities that should

oceur in existing and newly acquired open space areas.

o Coordination with Owners of Private Open Space. Coordinate with pri-
vate landowners on the management and restoration of private hillside lands protected
under the City’s Hillside preservation ordinance. Ensure that such lands are managed
to preserve open space values of significant stands of native vegetation and mature trees.
Explore costs and benefits of transfer of such lands to public ownership with willing

property owners.

o Youth Involvement. Work with local education institutions (e.g., high schools,
colleges) and community organizations to foster youth appreciation for and participation
in open space protection and management.

Mitigation measure MV BIO-2, Creeks, Riparian Habitat and Species Protection would

also apply.

MM VIS-2 PRESERVATION OF REGIONAL OPEN SPACE.

Add new programs and policies to the Plan Santa Barbara Land Use and Growth Man-

agement Element, Parks, Recreation, Trails and Open Space Policies Section as follows:

o Coordinate with the County on regional open space protection in the Las Positas 1 al-
ley, foothills, and other areas determined to be appropriate by the City. In particular,
work with the County to consider options for:

- Expanding the San Marcos Foothills Preserve by siting and clustering any new de-
velopment south of the Preserve to set aside steep hillsides and creek corridors as ad-
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Open Space and Visual Resources

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Residual
Impact Level

ditions to the Preserve. Consider potential options to expand the Preserve northward
during any future proposed subdivisions of larger adjacent ranches by considering use
of agricultural clustered development or other techniques to permit preservation of
larger areas of contignous open space while permitting reasonable development of
such properties.

—  Coordinating with the County and private property owners to restore foothills and
other lands degraded by past inappropriate grading or agricultural activities.

—  Providing linked open space and trail corridors through incorporated and unincor-
porated areas of the Las Positas Valley and eastern Hope Ranch.

Public Utilities (Water, Wastewater, Solid Waste, Utilities)

Residual Im-

Impacts Mitigation Measures pact Level
IMPACT PU-3: SOLID WASTE MAN- | MM PU-1 SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT L'ess.Than
AGEMENT 1.a. Develop Disposal Options Slgnlﬁcggt
Adeguacy of solid waste management facilities to sup- ) ) ) With Mitiga-
9rag & The City shall add the following language to Plan Santa Barbara Public Services/ Safety tion

port future growth.

Element Policy PS8-Solid Waste Management Programs:

o Continue to coordinate with and provide support to the County in its existing part-
nership with other South Coast agencies to facilitate construction of a waste-to-
eneryy facility at the Tajiguas Landfill.

o Monitor progress on the waste-to-energy facility and provide annual reports to the
City Council to permit prompt action to move this project forward expeditiously. If
a new waste-to-energy facility is not anticipated to be operational by 2015, coord:-
nate with other South Coast agencies or proceed independently to identify and im-
plement an alternative waste disposal strategy.

o Continne to coordinate with the County of Santa Barbara on efforts to identify and
establish additional replacement landfill capacity, including potential increased per-
mitted level at Tajignas.

o Explore and quantify options for disposal at alternative nearby regional waste dis-
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Public Utilities (Water, Wastewater, Solid Waste, Utilities)

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Residual Im-
pact Level

posal facilities, including sites in the North County and Ventura County. Several
regionally located landfills exist with additional capacity to handle most or all of
Santa Barbara’s waste.

1.b. Increase Diversion

Waste Reduction

o Business Processes: Initiate a program for businesses to optimize business processes
that focus on reducing or eliminating waste, which may include City program devel-
opment and outreach to business, and support of non-profit and community-centered

efforts.

o Packaging and Disposable Items: Enact programs to disconrage single-use items or
eliminate packaging. Such efforts currently include voluntary industry-supported re-
duction efforts coupled with access to reusable bags.

Expanded Recycling and Organics Programs

o Textiles, Wood, Film Plastics. Explore the feasibility of adding textiles, wood, film
plastics and other materials to recycling or organics stream. This wonld largely stem
from reinitiating recommendations from the Soutlh Coast Material Recovery Facility
Feasibility Study, providing local control of recycled materials and ensuring that a
greater percentage of collected materials would be recovered.

o Shingles and Carpet. Provide market development assistance for recycling of asphalt
shingles and carpet by local construction waste recycling operations.

Increase capture rate of currently divertable materials

o Unscheduled Hanling. Monitor compliance to the Unscheduled Hauling Ordinance
to ensure that the vast majority of construction debris is recycled.

o Inereased Sorting. Include a requirement for increased sorting of residual materials
through recyclables processing contracts, allowing for increased diversion capture.

o Education and Incentives. Implement an enhanced education and ontreach program
to maxcimize the use of existing curbside recycling and organics containers and to
convey economic incentives to separate greemaste, recyeling, and construction debris
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Table ES-4: Class II Impacts - Less Than Significant With Mitigation (Continued)

Public Utilities (Water, Wastewater, Solid Waste, Utilities)

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Residual Im-
pact Level

from trash for self-haul customers.

Increase number of customers using diversion services

Curbside Rate Structures. Implement progressive rate structures for curbside services
to enconrage diversion through low cost recycling and composting.

Directives and Fines. Increase recycling and composting through mandatory ordin-
ances, fines, and/ or directies.

Residential Composting. Extend foodscraps composting program to the residential
sectors where substantial