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1.0 REQUEST/PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The subject parcel is owned by the County of Santa Barbara (County) and has been operated as an
employee parking lot for over 40 years. The parking lot currently accommodates 160 parking spaces that
are allocated by permit and managed by the General Services Department. A portion of the parking lot
also serves the California Superior Court Jury Services as parking for jury members on a first come-first
served basis and is managed by an employee of the court from a small kiosk at the lot entrance on Garden
Street. While the parcel is within the incorporated boundary of the City of Santa Barbara (City), the
County, as owner of the parcel, is not required to submit to the City for development review per
California Government Code Section 53090, which provides for intergovernmental immunity. The
project will be reviewed and permitted through the County General Services Department. The General
Services Department is the property owner’s agent and project representative for construction, operation,
and maintenance.

The project includes construction of a new approximately 35,000 square foot building on a 1.1 -acre site
in the Downtown area of the incorporated boundary of the City of Santa Barbara (refer to Section 2,
Project Location). The proposed new building would serve as a headquarters office building for the
Santa Barbara County Probation Department, currently located at 117 East Carrillo Street. The proposed
new building would be three stories, raising to four-stories facing Garden Street, with a large central
courtyard situated in the middle of the building. The proposed building height would be 59 feet 8 inches
and would contain private offices, classrooms, interview rooms, and support spaces to these main
functions.

The remaining area of the site would be configured into 49 at-grade County employee parking' spaces
accessible from Garden Street, passing under the proposed building, and enclosed with automatic gates.
25 subterranean parking spaces would be provided below grade, for a total of 74 on-site spaces (a
reduction of 86 parking spaces from the existing use). Approximately 7,831 square feet of photovoltaic
solar panels would be installed, located above the at-grade parking spaces to provide canopy and on the
rooftop of the proposed building. Vehicular access to the project site would be provided via left/right
turn access on Garden Street.

The project would remove and replace four on-site non-native trees and would include approximately
6,521 square feet of unpaved/landscaped areas. To allow for stormwater retention and control, the
project would include new stormwater treatment areas and installation of on-site stormwater
catch/filtration basins. The project includes installation of new stormwater, sewer, water, fire water, and
utility service connections.

The project requires demolition and removal of the existing surface parking lot and curbs, parking kiosk
building and ticket station/bollards, and existing concrete support walls, medians, and curbs. In order to
level the site for construction, 5,300 cubic yards of soil would be cut, and 550 cubic yards of soil would
be placed as fill. Project activities are anticipated to occur from January 2024 to January 2026, for a total
of 24 months.

20 PROJECT LOCATION

The project site is approximately 1.1 acres in size, located in the Downtown area of the incorporated
boundary of the City of Santa Barbara. The project site is identified as accessor parcel number (APN)
029-212-011. The site is generally flat with a vertical drop of 10-feet toward Garden Street to the north.
The entire site is currently paved with several stanchion lights installed at the perimeter. The site is
currently used as an employee parking lot.

Figure 1 illustrates the project site from a regional perspective and Figure 2 shows the project site in the
neighborhood context. Further site characteristics are shown in Table 2.1. A site plan showing the
proposed layout of the project is provided in Figure 3. All figures are provided in Attachment A.

! On-site parking would be provided for both probation facility staff and County employees. No public parking spaces
would be provided.
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Table 2.1: Site Information
General Plan Designation City GP Designation: Olffice-Residential (exempt per GC 53090)
Zoning District, Ordinance City Zoning Designation: Office-Residential (exempt per GC 53090)
Site Size 47,916 sfwith a net area of 26,055sf used for the proposed project
Present Use & Development | Employee Parking Lot
Surrounding Uses/Zoning North:  Residential & Light Commercial
South:  Commercial & Retail

East: Residential & Light Commercial
West: Commercial
Access Access is provided via Garden Street, an urbanized roadway with two way
traffic.
Public Services Water Supply City of Santa Barbara
Sewage: City of Santa Barbara
Fire: City of Santa Barbara—Fire Station One

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

3.1 PHYSICAL SETTING

Slope/Topography: The site steps up 10 feet approximately 75 feet from Garden Street frontage but is
otherwise flat.

Fauna: There are no known protected animal species located on site.

Flora: There are no known protected plant species located on site.

Archaeological Sites: There are no known surface or subsurface cultural resources located on site.

Soils: The soils are sandy loam and generally stable.

Surface Water Bodies: 7/ere are no known mapped bodies of water or subsurface bodies of water on site.
Surrounding Land Uses: Surrounding land uses are Residential and Commercial.

Existing Structures: There are no existing structures as this is a government employee parking lot.

The site is surrounded by light commercial/office space and medium density residential development. There
are several historic resources within a two-block perimeter, including the National Historic Landmark Santa
Barbara County Courthouse. The Charles Huse residence, constructed in 1877 and a Santa Barbara City
Structure of Merit, is located immediately adjacent to the project site. The site is located in the El Pueblo Viejo
(EPV) Historic District, which requires specific guidelines regarding the use of building materials typical to
Spanish Colonial Revival architecture that include, white plaster walls, columns, corbels, stone, and two-piece
terra cotta roof tiles. Elevation profiles of the proposed building are provided in Figure 4 and Figure 5
(Attachment A).

3.2 ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE

The environmental baseline from which the project’s impacts are measured consists of the physical environmental
conditions in the vicinity of the project, as described above.

4.0 POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS CHECKLIST

The following checklist indicates the potential level of impact and is defined as follows:

Potentially Significant Impact: A fair argument can be made, based on the substantial evidence in the file,
that an effect may be significant.

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation: Incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect
from a Potentially Significant Impact to a Less Than Significant Impact.

Less Than Significant Impact: An impact is considered adverse but does not trigger a significance threshold.

No Impact: There is adequate support that the referenced information sources show that the impact simply
does not apply to the subject project.

Reviewed Under Previous Document: The analysis contained in a previously adopted/certified environmental
document addresses this issue adequately for use in the current case and is summarized in the discussion below.
The discussion should include reference to the previous documents, a citation of the page(s) where the information
is found, and identification of mitigation measures incorporated from the previous documents.
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4.1 AESTHETICS/VISUAL RESOURCES
Less than Reviewed
Will the proposal result in: Poten. S:;g;:}'lf' TL}f:; No Plr];‘:f)fls
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document
a. The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open to the
public or the creation of an aesthetically offensive site /
open to public view?
b. Change to the visual character of an area? J
¢. Glare or night lighting which may affect adjoining
areas? J
d. Visually incompatible structures? J

County Thresholds of Significance

County’s Visual Aesthetics Impact Guidelines classify coastal and mountainous areas, the urban fringe, and
travel corridors as “especially important” visual resources. A project may have the potential to create a
significantly adverse aesthetic impact if (among other potential effects) it would impact important visual
resources, obstruct public views, remove significant amounts of vegetation, substantially alter the natural
character of the landscape, or involve extensive grading visible from public areas. The guidelines address
public, not private views.

Impact Discussion

a.

b-d.

There are no designated scenic vistas in the City of Santa Barbara; however, the City has designated
ridgelines and foothills; ocean, beach and harbor; and substantial open space areas as Important Visual
Resources (City of Santa Barbara 2010). The project includes construction of a new building on an
existing infill site, surrounded by existing residential and commercial developments in the City’s
Downtown area. The project would not introduce features that have the potential to obstruct any scenic
vistas or identified Important Visual Resources in the City. There would be no impact.

The project site is currently used as an employee parking lot, surrounded existing two, three, and four-
story buildings in the Downtown area. Although the proposed project would alter the visual character of
the site, the change would enhance the compatibility of the project site with the existing visual character
of the immediate project site vicinity. As shown in the exterior elevations in Figure 4 and Figure 5, the
proposed building would be designed with California Adobe, Monterey Revival, and Spanish Colonial
Revival architectural styles, compatible with existing developments in the area, and the building facade
would provide massing relief from Garden Street, rising from 3 to 4 stories (elevation profiles of the
proposed building are provided in Figure 4 and Figure 5, Attachment A). The entire project site is located
within the historical El Pueblo Viejo Landmark District. The project would be designed consistent with
surrounding uses and the El Pueblo Viejo Landmark District Guidelines, which provide guidelines
regarding the use of building materials typical to Spanish Colonial Revival architecture, resulting in a
project consistent with the architectural character of the surroundings.

The project would include 7,831 square feet of photovoltaic solar panels, located above the at-grade
parking spaces to provide canopy and on the rooftop of the proposed building. There are multiple
buildings within the El Pueblo Viejo (EPV) Historic District that include photovoltaic panels, such as the
Chase Bank at 1302 State Street (0.3 mile northwest), City Fire Station No.1 at 925 Chapala (0.3 mile
south), Green Resource Center at 207 East Canon Perdido (0.1 mile southeast), and a single family
residence at 223 Equestrian Ave (0.2 mile northwest). The City’s Historic Lands Commission guidance
maintains that photovoltaic panels should be obscured/discrete from view. The project’s photovoltaic
panels are located on low slope roofs hidden by parapets and on carport canopies in the rear portion of
the lot, directed away from public view. The project would not introduce visually incompatible structures
or otherwise degrade the visual character of the area. These impacts would be less than significant.

The project is located in an urbanized area of the City’s Downtown area, surrounded by existing
residential and commercial development. The project would introduce new exterior lighting, which would
contribute to existing sources of light and glare in the surrounding area including streetlights, light fixtures
on existing buildings, and vehicles along Garden Street. The project’ architectural features are designed
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with consideration to the El Pueblo Viejo Landmark District Guidelines, which incorporate the City of
Santa Barbara’s Outdoor Lighting Ordinance and the Outdoor Lighting & Streetlight Design Guidelines,
including light fixtures intended to complement the character, style, and intensity of the existing
development in the project site vicinity. Although the project would introduce new vehicles to the area,
on-site parking would occur in the internal portions of the site, reducing potential glare emanating from
vehicle surfaces. The project’s photovoltaic panels are located on low slope roofs hidden by parapets and
on carport canopies in the rear portion of the lot, directed away from public view and reducing potential
for glare. The project would not create a new source of substantial light or glare that are incompatible
with adjacent uses or that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. This impact would
be less than significant.

Cumulative Impact: Cumulative development in the area would be subject to City of Santa Barbara
Municipal Code requirements and El Pueblo Viejo Landmark District Guidelines, ensuring cumulative
development and Downtown area historic resources are taken into consideration during the design of new
development in the El Pueblo Viejo Landmark District. Implementation of the proposed project is not
anticipated to result in any substantial change in the aesthetic character of the area since as the project is
consistent with surrounding uses and the proposed architecture would be compatible with historic buildings
in the Downtown area. Therefore, the project would not contribute considerably to any cumulatively
significant effect on aesthetics.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to aesthetics; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
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4.2 AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

Less than Reviewed

: s Signif. Less Under
Will the proposal result in: Poten. vy Than No Previous
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document

a. Convert prime agricultural land to non-
agricultural use, impair agricultural land J
productivity (whether prime or non-prime) or
conflict with agricultural preserve programs?

b. Aneffect upon any unique or other farmland of State /
or Local Importance?

Impact Discussion

a-b. The California Department of Conservation manages the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
to assess and record suitability of land for agricultural purposes. In each county, the land is analyzed for
soil and irrigation quality and the highest quality land is designated as Prime Farmland. The entire project
site is designated as Urban and Built-up land and contains no agricultural resources. The project would
not convert prime agricultural land, impair agricultural lands of productivity, nor have an effect on any
unique or other farmland of State or Local Importance. There would be no impact to agricultural
resources.

Cumulative Impact: Similar to the proposed project, cumulative development within the City would be
located in urbanized areas generally zoned for commercial and residential uses. Anticipated cumulative
development in the City would not conflict with or support existing farming, agricultural or forest-related
operations. Therefore, cumulative development in combination with the proposed project would not result in
the conversion of State-designated agricultural land from an agricultural use to a non-agricultural use, or result
in the loss of forest land or the conversion of forest land to non-forest use, and no cumulative impacts would
occur.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to agricultural resources; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
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43 AIR QUALITY —- GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
Less than Reviewed
Will the proposal result in: Poten. Signil o No punger
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document

a. The violation of any ambient air quality standard, a
substantial contribution to an existing or projected air
quality violation, or exposure of sensitive receptors to J
substantial pollutant concentrations (emissions from
direct, indirect, mobile and stationary sources)?

b. The creation of objectionable smoke, ash or odors? J
c. Extensive dust generation? J
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Less than Reviewed
Signif. Less Under
Poten. with Than No Previous
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document
d. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the /
environment?
e. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the J
emissions of greenhouse gases?
Air Quality
Regulatory Setting

Federal, State, and Local Air Quality Regulation

The federal and State Clean Air Acts (CAA) mandate the control and reduction of certain air pollutants. Under
these laws, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) and the California Air Resources Board
(CARB) have established the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and the California Ambient
Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) for “criteria pollutants” and other pollutants.

The project site is located in the South Central Coast Air Basin (SCCAB) and is under the jurisdiction of the
Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District (SBCAPCD). As the local air quality management
agency, the SBCAPCD is required to monitor air pollutant levels to ensure that the NAAQS and CAAQS are
met and, if they are not met, to develop strategies to meet the standards. Depending on whether the standards
are met or exceeded, the SCCAB is classified as being in “attainment” or “nonattainment.” Santa Barbara
County is currently designated nonattainment for the state standard for particulate matter with a diameter of
10 micrometers or less (PM o), nonattainment for the state and federal standard for 1-hour and 8-hour ozone
(03), and attainment or unclassifiable for all other federal and state ambient air quality standards (SBCAPCD
2021).

Because Santa Barbara County is designated nonattainment for the state O3 and PM o standards, the SBCAPCD
is required to implement strategies to reduce pollutant levels to achieve attainment of the NAAQS and
CAAQS. The 2019 Ozone Plan is the current SBCAPCD Board-adopted air quality management plan for the
County. The 2019 Ozone Plan focuses on reducing Os precursor emissions through implementation of
transportation control measures that serve to reduce mobile source emissions, which are the primary source of
ROC and nitrogen oxides emissions in the county (SBCAPCD 2019).

Sensitive Receivers

Some land uses are considered more sensitive to changes in air quality than others, depending on the population
groups and the activities involved. CARB has identified the following typical groups who are most likely to
be affected by air pollution: children under 14 years of age; elderly over 65 years of age; athletes; and people
with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases. Land uses typically associated with sensitive receivers
include schools, parks, playgrounds, childcare centers, retirement homes, convalescent homes, hospitals, and
clinics (CARB 2005). The sensitive receivers nearest to the project site include single-family residences
located adjacent to the northwestern boundary of the project site. Additionally, Santa Barbara High School is
located approximately 0.4-mile northeast of the project site, and Alameda Park is located approximately 0.4-
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mile northwest of the project site.
Methodology and Thresholds of Significance

Air pollutant emissions generated by project construction and operation were estimated using the California
Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), version 2020.4.0. The analysis reflects the construction and
operation of the project as described under Section 1, Request/Project Description.

Construction emissions modeled include emissions generated by construction equipment used on-site and
emissions generated by vehicle trips associated with construction, such as worker and vendor trips.
Construction would occur over approximately 12 months. Based on the preliminary grading plans for the
project, the project would require 5,300 cubic yards of cut material and 550 cubic yards of fill material, for a
balance of 4,750 cubic yards of soil export. This analysis assumes the project would comply with all applicable
regulatory standards, including SBCAPCD Rules 345 (Control of Fugitive Dust from Construction and
Demolition Activities) and 323.1 (Architectural Coatings).

Operational emissions modeled include mobile source emissions (i.e., vehicle emissions), energy emissions,
area source emissions, and stationary sources emissions (i.e., generator). CalEEMod default trip generation
rates were used to estimate mobile source emissions. Emissions attributed to energy use include natural gas
consumption for space and water heating. Area source emissions are generated by landscape maintenance
equipment, consumer products and architectural coatings.

The City of Santa Barbara and SBCAPCD have not adopted quantitative significance criteria for temporary
construction emissions associated with conventional land development projects. However, SBCAPCD
recommends quantification of construction-related emissions from construction activities and uses 25 tons per
year for ROC and NOx as a guideline for determining the significance of construction impacts. For other
construction projects involving standard grading and building activities, SBCAPCD (2015) notes that
consistency with the Air Quality Attainment Plan requires the implementation of mitigation measures to
minimize dust generation. This analysis uses 25 tons per year as a significance threshold for construction-
related emissions.

Long-term air quality impacts occur during project operation and include emissions from equipment or
processes used in the project. These emissions must be summed to determine the significance of the project’s
long-term impact on air quality. Based on the criteria suggested by the SBCAPCD (2015) a project would not
have a significant air quality effect on the environment if operation of the project would:

= Emit (from all project sources, mobile and stationary), less than the daily trigger (Currently 55 pounds per
day for oxides of nitrogen [NOx] and reactive organic compounds [ROC], 80 pounds per day for PMy,
and 240 pounds per day for attainment pollutants (except particulate matter of 2.5 micrometers or less
[PM> 5] and carbon monoxide) for offsets set in the APCD New Source Review Rule, for any pollutant;
and

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

= Not cause or contribute to a violation of any California or National Ambient Air Quality Standard (except
03); and

= Not exceed the APCD health risk public notification thresholds adopted by the APCD Board; and
* Be consistent with the adopted federal and state Air Quality Plans.

Impact Discussion

a.  Construction Emissions: Ozone precursors NOx and ROG, as well as CO, would be emitted by the
operation of construction equipment. Fugitive dust (PMio) would be emitted by activities that disturb the
soil, such as grading and excavation, and roadway and project construction. Table 4.3-1 shows the
estimates of maximum annual construction emissions associated with the development and compares
the emissions with applicable thresholds of significance for evaluating construction emissions impacts.
For full modeling results refer to Attachment B.
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Table 4.3-1

Temporary Construction Emissions

Maximum Emissions (tons/year)
Construction Year ROG NOx CcO PMio
2024 0.3 1.4 1.5 0.1
SBCAPCD Thresholds 25 25 n/a n/a
Threshold Exceeded? No No n/a n/a

n/a = not available
Source: CalEEMod v. 2020.4.0, annual emissions reports. Modeling results contained in Attachment B.

As shown in Table 4.3-1, annual emissions of all criteria pollutants would not exceed SBCAPCD’s 25
tons per year threshold for the project construction. However, because the Santa Barbara County portion
of the SCCAB is a nonattainment area for the state PMio standard and the project would involve
earthmoving activities, SBCAPCD construction dust and equipment emissions control measures would
be required during construction of the project, as described under Threshold c.

Operational Emissions: Operational emissions would include emissions associated with mobile sources
(vehicle trips); area sources (landscape maintenance equipment, natural gas consumption, consumer
products, and architectural coating associated with on-site operational activities); and off-road sources
(forklifts). Table 4.3-2summarizes the operational emissions that would result from the project and
compares the emissions with the SBCAPCD significance criteria for evaluating operational emissions
impacts. As shown in Table 4.3-2, the project’s emissions would not exceed applicable SBCAPCD
significance criteria. This impact would be less than significant. For full modeling results refer to
Attachment B.

Table 4.3-2
Operational Emissions
Maximum Emissions (Ibs/day)!

Source ROG NOx PMio PM2s co SO:
Area Source 0.8 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 0.0
Energy <0.1 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 0.1 <0.1
Mobile 1.5 1.4 2.0 0.6 10.0 <0.1
Total 2.3 1.45 2.0 0.6 10.1 0.1
Threshold (all sources) 240 240 80 n/a n/a n/a
Threshold Exceeded? No No No n/a n/a n/a
Threshold (mobile only) 25 25 n/a n/a n/a n/a
Threshold Exceeded? No No n/a n/a n/a n/a
! Note: All emissions are rounded up so totals may not match.

Source: CalEEMod v.2020.4.0, summer emissions reports. Modeling results contained in Attachment B.

Exposure of Sensitive Receivers to Substantial Pollutant Concentrations: Project construction
would be short-term and temporary in nature and would be subject to SBCAPCD construction emission
control measures listed above. Therefore, construction of the project would not expose sensitive
receivers to substantial pollutant concentration. The project would not include any stationary sources of
air pollution. CARB has identified diesel particulate matter as the primary airborne carcinogen in the
state (CARB 2005). A primary source of diesel particulate matter is exhaust from vehicle traffic on
highways and CARB recommends against siting residential land uses within 500 feet of the outer edge
of a freeway. The project would not involve the construction of residential uses within 500 feet of the
outer edge of a freeway. This impact would be less than significant.
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b.

During construction activities, heavy equipment and vehicles would emit odors associated with vehicle and
engine exhaust and during idling. However, these odors would be intermittent and temporary, generally
disperse with distance, and would cease upon completion of the project. Project construction would not
generate other emissions leading to odors that would affect a substantial number of people. construction-
related impacts would be less than significant.

The project would not include any land uses with the potential to generate substantial odor complaints as
identified in Section 5.3.4 of the SBCAPCD Scope and Content of Air Quality Sections in Environmental
Documents guidance document. The project would also be required to comply with the requirements of
SBCAPCD Rule 303 that prohibits the discharge of air contaminants or other material that would cause
injury, detriment, nuisance or annoyance to any considerable number of persons. Compliance with
SBCAPCD requirements for reducing and monitoring odors would ensure that operational impacts related
to objectionable odors would be less than significant.

In accordance with SBCAPCD requirements for projects located in the SCCAB, the following standard
SBCAPCD construction dust and equipment emissions control measures would be shown on grading
and building plans and implemented with the project:

Dust Control Measures

During construction the applicant shall implement all of the applicable measures from the following list
as standard dust control measures to avoid impacts associated with fugitive dust emissions:

a. Use water trucks or sprinkler systems to keep all areas of vehicle movement damp enough to prevent
dust from leaving the site. At a minimum, this should include wetting down such areas in the late
morning and after work is completed for the day. Increased watering frequency should be required
whenever the wind speed exceeds 15 mph. Reclaimed water should be used whenever possible.
However, reclaimed water should not be used in or around crops for human consumption.

b. Minimize amount of disturbed area and reduce on site vehicle speeds to 15 mph or less.

If importation, exportation and stockpiling of fill material is involved, soil stockpiled for more than
two days shall be covered, kept moist, or treated with soil binders to prevent dust generation. Trucks
transporting fill material to and from the site shall be tarped from the point of origin.

d. Gravel pads shall be installed at all access points to prevent tracking of mud onto public roads.

After clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation is completed, treat the disturbed area by
watering, or revegetating, or by spreading soil binders until the area is paved or otherwise developed
so that dust generation will not occur.

f. The contractor or builder shall designate a person or persons to monitor the dust control program
and to order increased watering, as necessary, to prevent transport of dust offsite. Their duties shall
include holiday and weekend periods when work may not be in progress. The name and telephone
number of such persons shall be provided to the APCD prior to land use clearance for map
recordation and land use clearance for finish grading of the structure.

Equipment Emissions Control Measures

During project grading and construction the applicant shall adhere to the following measures to reduce
NOx and PM, s emissions from construction equipment:

a. All portable diesel-powered construction equipment shall be registered with the state’s portable
equipment registration program OR shall obtain an APCD permit.

b. Fleet owners of mobile construction equipment are subject to the CARB Regulation for In-use Off-
road Diesel Vehicles (Title 13 California Code of Regulations, Chapter 9, § 2449), the purpose of
which is to reduce diesel PM and criteria pollutant emissions from in-use (existing) off-road diesel-
fueled vehicles. For more information, please refer to the CARB website at
www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/ordiesel/ordiesel.htm.

c. All commercial diesel vehicles are subject to Title 13, § 2485 of the California Code of Regulations,
limiting engine idling time. Idling of heavy-duty diesel construction equipment and trucks during
loading and unloading shall be limited to five minutes; electric auxiliary power units should be used
whenever possible.
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d. Diesel construction equipment meeting the CARB Tier 1 emission standards for off-road heavy-duty
diesel engines shall be used. Equipment meeting CARB Tier 2 or higher emission standards should
be used to the maximum extent feasible.

e. Diesel powered equipment should be replaced by electric equipment whenever feasible.
f. If feasible, diesel construction equipment shall be equipped with selective catalytic reduction

systems, diesel oxidation catalysts and diesel particulate filters as certified and/or verified by EPA
or California.

g. Catalytic converters shall be installed on gasoline-powered equipment, if feasible.

h. All construction equipment shall be maintained in tune per the manufacturer’s specifications.

i.  The engine size of construction equipment shall be the minimum practical size.

j.  The number of construction equipment operating simultaneously shall be minimized through

efficient management practices to ensure that the smallest practical number is operating at any one
time.

Fugitive Dust Control

The project applicant shall comply with SBCAPCD’s Rule 345: Control of Fugitive Dust from
Construction and Demolition Activities including all applicable standards and measures therein.

Diesel-fired Engine Permits

All portable diesel-fired construction engines rated at 50 brake horsepower (bhp) or greater must have
either statewide Portable Equipment Registration Program (PERP) certificates or SBCAPCD permits
prior to grading/building permit issuance. Construction engines with PERP certificates are exempt from
SBCAPCD permit, provided they will be onsite for less than 12 months.

Permit to Operate

If contaminated soils are found at the project site, SBCAPCD must be contacted to determine if ATC
and/or Permit to Operate permits shall be required. (SBCAPCD permits are required for all soil vapor
extraction activities. SBCAPCD permits are also required for the excavation, or “dig-and-haul”, of more
than 1,000 cubic yards of contaminated soils.)

Equipment Idling Requirements

At all times, idling of heavy-duty diesel trucks should be minimized; auxiliary power units should be
used whenever possible. State law requires that:

= Drivers of diesel-fueled commercial vehicles shall not idle the vehicle's primary diesel engine for
greater than five minutes at any location.

=  Drivers of diesel-fueled commercial vehicles shall not idle a diesel-fueled auxiliary power system
(APS) for more than five minutes to power a heater, air conditioner, or any ancillary equipment
on the vehicle. Trucks with 2007 or newer model year engines must meet additional requirements
(verified clean APS label required).

= See www.arb.ca.gov/noidle for more information.

Asphalt Paving Requirements

Asphalt paving activities shall comply with APCD Rule 329, Cutback and Emulsified Asphalt Paving
Materials.

Compliance with applicable SBCAPCD construction dust and equipment emissions control measures would
further reduce air pollutant and dust emissions during project construction. The project would not generate
excessive dust because these measures would reduce fugitive dust impacts. Therefore, these impacts would
be less than significant.

Cumulative Impact: A project may be inconsistent with the applicable air quality plan if it would result in
population, housing, or employment growth that exceeds growth estimates included in the plan. Such growth
would generate emissions not accounted for in the applicable air quality plan emissions budget. To be
determined to be consistent with the current air quality attainment plan the project’s direct and indirect
emissions must be accounted for in the growth assumptions in the 2019 Ozone Plan and the project must be
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consistent with the policies adopted in the 2019 Ozone Plan. The 2019 Ozone Plan relies primarily on the land
use and population projections provided by the Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG)
and CARB on-road emissions forecast as a basis for vehicle emission forecasting (SBCAPCD 2019).
Populations that remain within the 2019 Ozone Plan and SBCAG forecasts are accounted for with regard to
SBCAPCD emissions inventories. When population growth exceeds these forecasts, emission inventories
could be surpassed, affecting attainment status. The project would not increase population in the County or
City of Santa Barbara. Therefore, the project would be accounted for in SBCAPCD and 2019 Ozone Plan
projections. Redevelopment of the project site would be required to comply with all SBCAPCD rules and
regulations for construction and operation. As a result, the project would not obstruct implementation of the
SBCAPCD air quality attainment plan. Therefore, the project would not result in cumulatively significant air
quality impacts.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to air quality; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Regulatory Setting

In response to climate change, California implemented Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the “California Global
Warming Solutions Act of 2006.” AB 32 required the reduction of statewide GHG emissions to 1990 emissions
levels (essentially a 15% reduction below 2005 emission levels) by 2020 and the adoption of rules and
regulations to achieve the maximum technologically feasible and cost-effective GHG emissions reductions.
On September 8, 2016, the Governor signed Senate Bill (SB) 32 into law, extending AB 32 by requiring the
State to further reduce GHG emissions to 40% below 1990 levels by 2030 (the other provisions of AB 32
remain unchanged). On December 14, 2017, CARB adopted the 2017 Scoping Plan, which provides a
framework for achieving the 2030 target. The 2017 Scoping Plan does not provide project-level thresholds for
land use development. Instead, it recommends local governments adopt policies and locally-appropriate
quantitative thresholds consistent with a statewide goal of six metric tons (MT) of COxe per capita by 2030
and two MT of COze per capita by 2050 (CARB 2017). Other relevant state laws and regulations include:

=SB 375: The Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008 (SB 375), signed in August
2008, enhances the state’s ability to reach AB 32 goals by directing the CARB to develop regional GHG
emission reduction targets to be achieved from passenger vehicles by 2020 and 2035. Metropolitan
Planning Organizations are required to adopt a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), which
allocates land uses in the Metropolitan Planning Organization’s Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).
On March 22, 2018, CARB adopted updated regional targets for reducing GHG emissions from 2005
levels by 2020 and 2035.

= SB 100: Adopted on September 10, 2018, SB 100 supports the reduction of GHG emissions from the
electricity sector by accelerating the state’s Renewables Portfolio Standard Program. SB 100 requires

electricity providers to increase procurement from eligible renewable energy resources to 33 % of total
retail sales by 2020, 60% by 2030, and 100% by 2045.

= California Building Standards Code (California Code of Regulations Title 24): The California Building
Standards Code (CBC) consists of a compilation of several distinct standards and codes related to
building construction including plumbing, electrical, interior acoustics, energy efficiency, and handicap
accessibility for persons with physical and sensory disabilities. The current iteration of the CBC is the
2019 Title 24 standards. Part 6 of the CBC is the Building Energy Efficiency Standards, which
establishes energy-efficiency standards for residential and non-residential buildings in order to reduce
California’s energy demand. Part 12 of the CBC is the CALGreen, which includes mandatory minimum
environmental performance standards for all ground-up new construction of residential and non-
residential structures.

Methodology and Thresholds of Significance

Construction and operational GHG emissions associated with the project were quantified using CalEEMod.
Complete CalEEMod results and assumptions are provided in Attachment B. Calculations of CO,, CHs, and N>O
emissions are provided to identify the magnitude of potential project effects. The analysis focuses on CO,, CHa,
and N>O because these make up 98.9 % of all GHG emissions by volume and are the GHG emissions that the
project would emit in the largest quantities (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [IPCC] 2014).
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On January 26, 2021, Santa Barbara County adopted new Interim GHG Emissions Thresholds of Significance
(County of Santa Barbara 2021) which are recommended for use until completion of the County’s 2030 Climate
Action Plan.? The Interim GHG Thresholds recommend that land use projects be first assessed against a screening
threshold of 300 MT COse. For projects that exceed the screening threshold, a service population threshold of 3.8
MT COze is recommend. Therefore, this analysis uses the County’s recommended service population threshold of
3.8 MT COxe to assess the potential significance of project GHG emissions. According to the United States Green
Building Council (USGBC) “General office” land uses employ approximately one employee per 250 square feet
(USGBC 2008). Therefore, the service population of the anticipated general office development would be

approximately 140 persons®.

Impact Discussion

d.

Project construction would generate GHG emissions from the operation of heavy equipment, motor
vehicles, and worker trips to and from the site. As shown in Table 4.3-3, project construction would emit
approximately 268 MT of COse, which would result in approximately 14 MT of CO.e per year when
amortized over 30 years, the recommended project lifespan per County guidelines.

Table4.3-3
Estimated Construction GHG Emissions
Metric Emissions (MT of COze)
Total 268
Total Amortized over 30 Years 9

MT of COze = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent
See Attachment B for CalEEMod worksheets.

In addition to construction emissions, project operation would generate GHG emissions from new
vehicle trips, electricity usage, area sources, and off-road equipment usage. The amortized emissions
from construction were added to the operational emissions to determine the total combined annual
emissions. Table 4.3-4summarizes combined annual GHG emissions generated by project construction

and operation based on the CalEEMod output files in Attachment B.

Combined Annual Emissions of Greenhouse Gases

Table 4.3-4

Emission Source

Annual Emissions (MT of CO:e)

Construction 9
Operational

Area <1
Energy 109
Mobile! 313
Solid Waste 14
Water 13
Total Emissions 458
Service Population 131
Emissions per Service 35
Population (MT CO:e/SP/year)
Service Population Threshold 3.8
(MT CO:e/SP/year)

Exceed Threshold? No

2 The Interim GHG Thresholds of Significance state that “staff expects to complete the 2030 Climate Action Plan in

2022

335,000 square feet divided by 250 square feet per employee
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MT of COze = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent

'Mobile emissions calculated using default trip generation rates for “Government Office Building” land
use type. Weekend trip rates were adjusted to reflect default weekday trip rates. See Attachment B for
CalEEMod worksheets.

As shown in Table 4.3-4, the combined annual GHG emissions from the residential and commercial
components of the project would be approximately 3.5 MT of CO.e per service person, which would not
exceed the locally-appropriate, project-specific threshold of 3.8 MT of CO.e per service person per year.

e. The project operations include a number of features which reduce potential generation of GHG emissions
consistent with the goals and policies contained in the County’s Climate Action Plan, including bicycle
parking spaces, solar canopies above the proposed surface parking, rooftop solar panels, and numerous
energy and water efficiency measures, as required by CALGreen. Additionally, SBCAG has
incorporated a sustainable community strategy into its 2050 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (Connected 2050 RTP/SCS), which is designed to help the region achieve its SB
375 GHG emissions reduction target. The Connected 2050 RTP/SCS includes strategies intended to
reduce vehicle emissions. The project would also be required to comply with existing State regulations,
including increased energy conservation measures and other actions adopted to achieve the overall GHG
emissions reduction goals identified in SB 32. The project would not conflict with any State or local
regulations intended to reduce GHG emissions statewide and would be generally consistent with local
plans and programs designed to reduce GHG emissions. Therefore, this impact would be less than
significant.

Cumulative Impacts: Impacts from GHG emissions are cumulative in nature, and the project would be
consistent with any applicable laws, plans, or policies aimed at reducing GHG emissions. Therefore, the project
would not contribute considerably to cumulatively significant GHG impacts.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to greenhouse gas emissions; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
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44 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Less than Reviewed
Will the proposal result in: Poten. S:f;t'l'lf' TLlf:; No PE;?;‘:S
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document
Flora
a. A loss or disturbance to a unique, rare or threatened
plant community? v
b. A reduction in the numbers or restriction in the range
of any unique, rare or threatened species of plants? /
¢. A reduction in the extent, diversity, or quality of
native vegetation (including brush removal for fire J
prevention and flood control improvements)?
d. Animpact on non-native vegetation whether
naturalized or horticultural if of habitat value? /
e. The loss of healthy native specimen trees? J
f. Introduction of herbicides, pesticides, animal life,
human habitation, non-native plants or other factors J
that would change or hamper the existing habitat?
[Fauna
g. Areduction in the numbers, a restriction in the range,
or an impact to the critical habitat of any unique, rare, J
threatened or endangered species of animals?
h. Areduction in the diversity or numbers of animals
onsite (including mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians, J
fish or invertebrates)?
i. A deterioration of existing fish or wildlife habitat (for
foraging, breeding, roosting, nesting, etc.)? /
j. Introduction of barriers to movement of any resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species? /
k. Introduction of any factors (light, fencing, noise,
human presence and/or domestic animals) which J
could hinder the normal activities of wildlife?

Impact Discussion

a-h, j-k.The project site has been highly disturbed and developed, currently serving as a paved parking lot

surrounded by residential and commercial development. The site does not contain critical habitat for
unique, rare or threatened plant communities or species of animals and is not located within a known
regional wildlife movement corridor or other sensitive biological areas as indicated by the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). No natural plant communities or habitats exist on the site
and no sensitive wildlife species are known to inhabit the premises or use the site for breeding or
foraging. Additionally, no native or specimen trees are in the area of project disturbance.* The project
would not result in the loss or disturbance of floral or faunal biological resources. As a result, impacts
to biological resources would be less than significant.

Project construction has the potential to impact nesting birds on and adjacent to the site, which may
be located in trees subject to removal. Bird nests with eggs or young of all migratory bird species are
protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the California Fish and Game Code. The potential
loss of an active nest resulting from project construction activities would be in conflict with these
regulations and would be a potentially significant impact. To ensure there are no nesting birds are

4 Specimen/historic trees are designated trees under the City of Santa Barbara Municipal Code and include the Moreton
Bay Fig Tree (Ficus macrophylla), Arlington Silk Oak (Grevillea robusta), Olive Trees (Olea europea), S.B. Orchid Tree
(Bauhinia forficata), Sailor’s Sycamore (Platanus racemosa), Arroyo Burro Sycamore (Platanus racemosa), Indian
Laurel Fig Tree, and the Moreton Bay Fig Tree.
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located on the project site prior to construction occurring during the nesting season, Mitigation
Measure BIO-1 requires a nesting bird survey and halting of construction work should a nest be
discovered. This impact would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Cumulative Impact: Neither the project site nor surrounding sites in the Downtown area are located on
conservation land, wildlife habitat, or riparian or wetland areas. Related projects would comply with applicable
regulatory requirements regarding biological resources and protected species, including the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act and the City’s regulations regarding protected trees and the removal of street trees. Implementation
of the project is not anticipated to result in significant impacts to biological resources as there are none in the
project area. Therefore, the project would not contribute considerably to any significant cumulative impact on
biological resources.

Mitigation and Residual Impact:

MML.BIO-1: Nesting Bird Surveys. To avoid disturbance of nesting birds, including raptorial species,
protected by the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3513 of the
California Fish and Game Code (CFGC), the removal of trees, ground disturbance, and exterior construction
activities shall occur outside of the bird nesting season (February 1 through August 31) whenever feasible. If
these activities must occur during the bird nesting season, then a pre-construction nesting bird survey shall be
performed by a County-qualified biologist.

If required, pre-construction surveys for nesting birds shall occur within the area to be disturbed and shall
extend outward from the disturbance area by 100 feet. The distance surveyed from the disturbance may be
reduced if property boundaries render a 100-foot survey radius infeasible, or if existing disturbance levels
within the 100-foot radius (such as from a major street or highway) are such that the County-qualified biologist
determines project-related activities would not disturb nesting birds in those outlying areas. If any occupied
or active bird nests are found, a buffer shall be established and demarcated by the biologist with bright orange
construction fencing, flagging, construction lathe, or other means to mark the boundary. The buffer shall be
100 feet for non-raptors and 300 feet for raptors, unless otherwise determined by the County-qualified biologist
and approved by P&D. Buffer reductions shall be based on the known natural history traits of the bird species,
nest location, nest height, existing pre-construction level of disturbance in the vicinity of the nest, and proposed
construction activities. All construction personnel shall be notified as to the location of the buffer zone and to
avoid entering the buffer zone during the nesting season. No ground disturbing activities or tree removal shall
occur within this buffer until the County-qualified biologist has confirmed that nesting is completed, the young
have fledged and are no longer dependent on the nest, or the nest fails, and there is no evidence of a second
nesting attempt; thereby determining the nest unoccupied or inactive. If birds protected under MBTA or CFGC
are found to be nesting in construction equipment, that equipment shall not be used until the young have
fledged and are no longer dependent on the nest, and there is no evidence of a second nesting attempt.

PLAN REQUIREMENTS AND TIMING: If construction must begin within the nesting season, then the
pre-construction nesting bird survey shall be conducted no more than one week (7 days) prior to
commencement of tree removal, grading, or other construction activities. Active nests shall be monitored by
the biologist at a minimum of once per week until it has been determined that the nest is no longer being used
by either the young or adults, and there is no evidence of a second nesting attempt. Bird survey results and
buffer recommendations shall be submitted to County P&D for review and approval prior to commencement
of grading or construction activities. The qualified biologist shall prepare weekly monitoring reports, which
shall document nest locations, nest status, actions taken to avoid impacts, and any necessary corrective actions
taken. Active nest locations shall be marked on an aerial map and provided to the construction crew on a
weekly basis after each survey is conducted. Active nests shall not be removed without written authorization
from USFWS and CDFW. MONITORING:P&D shall be given the name and contact information for the
biologist prior to initiation of the pre-construction survey. Permit Compliance and P&D staff shall review the
survey report(s) for compliance with this condition prior to the commencement of ground-disturbing activities
and perform site inspections throughout the construction period to verify compliance in the field.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1 would ensure no nesting birds are adversely affected during
construction activities. Residual impacts would be less than significant.
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4.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less than Reviewed

. . Signif. Less Under
Will the proposal result in: Poten. with Than No Previous
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of any object, building, structure, area, place, record, J
or manuscript that qualifies as a historical resource as
defined in CEQA Section 15064.5?

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a prehistoric or historic archaeological resource J
pursuant to CEQA Section 15064.5?

c. Disturb any human remains, including those
located outside of formal cemeteries? J

d. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resources,
defined in Public Resources Code section
21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is geographically defined in
terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with cultural value to a
California Native American Tribe, and that is:
1. Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as defined in Public
Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or J

2. A resource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant
pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c¢) of Public Resources Code
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource
to a local California Native American
tribe?

Regulatory Setting

As of July 1, 2015, California Assembly Bill 52 of 2014 (AB 52) was enacted and expands CEQA by defining
a new resource category, “tribal cultural resources.” AB 52 establishes that “A project with an effect that may
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource is a project that may have a
significant effect on the environment” (PRC Section 21084.2). It further states that the lead agency shall
establish measures to avoid impacts that would alter the significant characteristics of a tribal cultural resource,
when feasible (PRC Section 21084.3).

PRC Section 21074 (a)(1)(A) and (B) defines tribal cultural resources as “sites, features, places, cultural
landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native American tribe” and is:

1. Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k), or

2. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be
significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (¢) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In
applying these criteria, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California
Native American tribe.
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AB 52 also establishes a formal consultation process for California tribes regarding those resources. The
consultation process must be completed before a CEQA document can be certified. Under AB 52, lead
agencies are required to “begin consultation with a California Native American tribe that is traditionally and
culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project.” Native American tribes to be included
in the process are those that have requested notice of projects proposed within the jurisdiction of the lead
agency.

Impact Discussion

a.

The project site does not contain known historic resources. However, the project site is located in close
proximity to historic resources, such as the National Historic Landmark Santa Barbara County Courthouse
on City block 123. Immediately to the west is the Charles Huse Residence constructed in 1877 at 224 East
Figueroa Street. As discussed in Section 4.1, AESTHETICS/VISUAL RESOURCES, the entire project site
is located within the historical El Pueblo Viejo Landmark District and would be designed consistent with
surrounding uses and the El Pueblo Viejo Landmark District Guidelines, which provide guidelines
regarding the use of building materials typical to Spanish Colonial Revival architecture intended to
preserve and enhance the unique heritage and architectural character of the District. As discussed in
Section 4.1, AESTHETICS/VISUAL RESOURCES, the proposed building would be designed with
California Adobe, Monterey Revival, and Spanish Colonial Revival architectural styles, compatible with
existing developments in the area (Figure 4 and Figure 5, Attachment A). The project would be visually
compatible with the historic architecture in the El Pueblo Viejo Landmark district, and would not directly
modify or impact any historic resources. This impact would be less than significant.

The County performed a cultural records search of the project site and vicinity at the Central Coast
Information Center (CCIC) in December 2022. No documented cultural resources were identified on the
project site. The CCIC indicated that due to the presence of known cultural resources in the surrounding
area, the project site is considered to have a moderate sensitivity for archaeological resources. Although
there are no documented archaeological resources on the site, there is the potential for archaeological
resources to be discovered during ground disturbing construction activities. Since the project site is
currently paved without easily obtainable access to subsurface soil, Mitigation Measure CR-1 requires
the project proponent to conduct an Extended Phase I Archacological Study (XPI) once pavement is
removed from the site, in order to determine the presence or absence of intact, subsurface archaeological
materials. Should a subsurface archaeological resource be found during the XPI, Mitigation Measure CR-
1 describes avoidance and minimization measures appropriate for archaeological resources, including
project redesign to avoid the resource; a Phase II significance evaluation if impacts to the resource cannot
be avoided; and, if the Phase II significance evaluation determines the resource is eligible for the CRHR
and/or the NRHP, a Phase I1I work plan/research design to address the archaeological excavation, analysis
of recovered materials to answer specific research questions, and technical report preparation necessary
to recover, analyze, and interpret the archaeological data associated with the portion(s) of the resources
that could be impacted by the project. With implementation of Mitigation Measure CR-1, in addition to
Mitigation Measure CR-2, which includes a “Stop Work at Encounter” condition, impacts pertaining to
the potential discovery of unanticipated cultural resources would be reduced to a less than significant
level.

The site has been heavily disturbed from previous grading and paving. During the grading phase, the
project would result in ground disturbing activity. If human remains are found, the State of California
Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance shall occur until the county
coroner has made a determination of origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
5097.98. In the event of an unanticipated discovery of human remains, the County coroner must be
notified immediately. If the human remains are determined to be prehistoric, the coroner will notify the
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), which will determine and notify a most likely
descendant (MLD). The MLD shall complete the inspection of the site and make recommendations to the
landowner within 48 hours of being granted access. To ensure adherence to these existing regulations
regarding the treatment of human remains, and to provide more specificity regarding their
implementation, Mitigation Measure CR-3 is required. Compliance with this mitigation measure would
reduce this impact to a less than significant level.

The County of Santa Barbara sent outreach consultation letters to the Barbarefio/Venturefio Band of
Mission Indians and the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians on October 4, 2022. A follow up
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consultation letter was sent to the Barbarefio/Venturenio Band of Mission Indians on October 5, 2022 after
a response was received requesting the consultation letter be sent to a revised chairperson contact. No
responses from the Barbarefio/Venturefio Band of Mission Indians have been received to date. A response
letter was received from the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians on October 20, 2022, requesting a
meeting with the County to discuss the project. Following a meeting on November 22, 2022, the Santa
Ynez Band of Chumash Indians requested a workers environmental awareness training for construction
workers who may encounter unanticipated tribal cultural resources on-site, and the hiring of a tribal
monitor during ground disturbing activities. Pursuant to AB 52 requirements and in accordance with
consultation with the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indian requests, these requests have been incorporated
as Mitigation Measures CR-4 and CR-5. In addition to Mitigation Measures CR-2 and CR-3, which ensure
construction work would be halted, and a P&D approved archaeologist and/or Native American
representative and anthropologist would be retained to evaluate the significance of the find, Mitigation
Measures CR-4 and CR-5 require a pre-construction workers environmental awareness training and hiring
of a tribal monitor during ground disturbing activities. Implementation of Mitigation Measures CR-1
through CR-5 would ensure ground disturbing activities would not damage identified tribal cultural
resources, should they become exposed, and impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level.

Cumulative Impacts: Although impacts to historic resources tend to be site-specific, cumulative impacts
could occur if a project and related projects affect local resources with the same level or type of designation or
evaluation, affect other structures located within the same historic district, or involve resources that are
significant within the same context as the project. As discussed above, the project would not result in any direct
or indirect impacts to historical resources. Furthermore, the project would not substantially change the existing
historic character of the surrounding area to the extent that the significance of any nearby historical resource
would be impaired. Therefore, the project’s contribution to regional historic resources impacts would not be
cumulatively considerable.

With regard to potential cumulative impacts related to archacological resources and human remains, the project
is located in an urbanized area that has been disturbed and developed over time. In the event that
archaeological resources and/or human remains are uncovered during the development of new projects in the
City of Santa Barbara, new development would be required to comply with applicable regulatory requirements.
In addition, as part of the environmental review processes for new development, mitigation measures would be
required as necessary to address the potential for uncovering previously undiscovered archaeological and tribal
cultural resources. Therefore, cumulative impacts to archaeological resources and human remains would be
less than significant and would not be cumulatively considerable.

Mitigation and Residual Impact:

MM CR-1: Extended Phase I Archaeological Study. Prior to issuance of a grading permit and/or excavation
activities, but after demolition and removal activities are completed and subsurface soils are exposed, an
Extended Phase I (XPI) archaeological testing program shall be performed to determine the presence or absence
of archaeological deposits at the project site. The XPI may include mechanical backhoe trenching; use of a
backhoe will allow for an efficient examination of the soil profile and an assessment of the potential for buried
archaeological deposits to be present. This study shall be conducted under the direction of a qualified
archaeologist on the County’s “pre-approved consultants list” and in accordance with the County Archaeological
Guidelines. XPI testing should be observed by a Native American monitor. An XPI conducted prior to project
construction could reduce potential delays caused by unanticipated finds during construction by informing the
applicant of the types of resources that may exist on the property. Should a subsurface archaeological resource
be found during the XPI, impacts to the resource shall be avoided and preserved in place through project redesign.
Avoidance and preservation in place may include capping the resources with fill soil. If project redesign is not
feasible and impacts to the resource cannot be avoided, a Phase II significance evaluation shall be performed to
determine if the resource is eligible for the CRHR and/or the NRHP. A qualified archaeologist shall prepare a
Phase II work plan for review and approval by the County. The Phase II work plan shall address the
archaeological excavation, analysis of recovered materials, and report preparation necessary to evaluate the
significance of the resource. If the Phase II significance evaluation determines the resource is eligible for the
CRHR and/or the NRHP and is considered a significant resource, and impacts to the resource cannot be avoided,
then a Phase III data recovery excavation shall be conducted to mitigate impacts to the resource. A qualified
archaeologist shall prepare a Phase III work plan/research design for review and approval by the County. The
Phase III work plan/research design shall address the archaeological excavation, analysis of recovered materials
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to answer specific research questions, and technical report preparation necessary to recover, analyze, and
interpret the archaeological data associated with the portion(s) of the resources impacted by the project. PLAN
REQUIREMENTS: This condition shall be printed on all building and grading plans. MONITORING: P&D
permit processing planner shall verify an XPI is performed prior to issuance of a grading permit and/or excavation
activities, but after demolition and removal activities are performed. P&D permit processing planner shall check
plans prior to issuance of Land Use Permit to confirm the Stop Work at Encounter procedure is listed.

MM CR-2: Unanticipated Discovery of Cultural Resources. Subsequent to completion of the XPI, and
assuming the XPI is negative (i.e., no resources are identified), if any unanticipated archaeological remains are
encountered during grading, construction, landscaping or other construction-related activity, the County and/or
their agents, representatives or contractors shall immediately stop or redirect work in the vicinity of the find. The
County shall immediately contact P&D staff, and retain a P&D approved archaeologist and Native American
representative, if the find is prehistoric in nature, to evaluate the significance of the find in compliance with the
provisions of the County Archaeological Guidelines and conduct appropriate mitigation funded by the County.
PLAN REQUIREMENTS: This condition shall be printed on all building and grading plans. MONITORING:
P&D permit processing planner shall check plans prior to issuance of Land Use Permit and P&D compliance
monitoring staff shall spot check in the field throughout grading and construction.

MM CR-3: Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains. In the unlikely event that human remains are
encountered, construction in the area of the finding will cease and the Santa Barbara County Coroner shall be
contacted to determine the age and the origin of the remains. A P&D approved archaeologist or other specialist
with experience identifying human remains may assist the coroner to make the determination whether human
remains are prehistoric or not. In the event the remains are Native American in origin, the NAHC will be
contacted to determine necessary procedures for protection and preservation of the remains, including reburial,
as provided in the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(¢), “CEQA and Archaeological Resources,” CEQA
Technical Advisory Series. Additionally, The County shall immediately contact P&D staff, and retain a P&D
approved archaeologist and Native American representative to evaluate the significance of the find in compliance
with the provisions of the County Archaeological Guidelines and conduct appropriate mitigation funded by the
County. PLAN REQUIREMENTS: This condition shall be printed on all building and grading plans.
MONITORING: P&D permit processing planner shall check plans prior to Issuance of Zoning Clearance for
Grading, and P&D compliance monitoring staff shall spot check in the field throughout grading and construction.

MM CR-4: Workers Environmental Awareness Training. A qualified archaeologist shall be retained to
conduct a workers environmental awareness training on archaeological sensitivity for all construction personnel
prior to the commencement of any ground-disturbing activities. The training shall be conducted by an
archaeologist who meets or exceeds the Secretary of Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for
archaeology (National Park Service [NPS] 1983). Archaeological sensitivity training shall include a description
of the types of cultural material that may be encountered, cultural sensitivity issues, the regulatory environment,
and the proper protocol for treatment of the materials in the event of a find. PLAN REQUIREMENTS: This
condition shall be printed on all grading plans. MONITORING: P&D permit processing planner shall check
plans prior to issuance of Land Use Permit and P&D compliance monitoring staff shall spot check in the field
throughout grading.

MM CR-5: Retainment of a Tribal Monitor. During all ground disturbing activities, the project applicant shall
retain a tribal cultural monitor to monitor on-site construction activities. In the event cultural materials or human
remains are identified, the tribal cultural monitor will notify the County and/or their agents, representatives or
contractors of the find. Once all intact and disturbed deposits on-site are disturbed, no further monitoring shall
be required. PLAN REQUIREMENTS: This condition shall be printed on all grading plans. MONITORING:
P&D permit processing planner shall check plans prior to issuance of Land Use Permit and P&D compliance
monitoring staff shall spot check in the field throughout grading.

Implementation of Mitigation Measures CR-1 through CR-5 would ensure proper procedures are followed should
unanticipated discovery of cultural/tribal cultural resources and/or human remains occur during construction and
ground disturbing activities. These measures would ensure ground disturbing activities would not damage
identified resources, should they become exposed. Therefore, impacts from construction would be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.
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4.6 ENERGY
Less than Reviewed
. . Signif. Less Under
Will the proposal result in: Poten. with Than No Previous
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document
a. Substantial increase in demand, especially during peak J
periods, upon existing sources of energy??
b. Requirement for the development or extension of new J
sources of energy?

Regulatory Setting

Electricity for the project would be provided by Southern California Edison (SCE). Natural gas for the project
would be provided by the Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas).

The County of Santa Barbara Board of Supervisors adopted the Santa Barbara County Climate Change
Guiding Principles (Resolution 09-059) in March 2009, which led to the development and Board adoption
of the Energy and Climate Action Plan (ECAP) in May 2015. The ECAP established a goal of reducing
GHG emissions and identified emissions reduction measures (ERMs), such as: installing bike lanes to
encourage active GHG-free transportation; retrofitting buildings to be more energy-efficient; and keeping
trash out of the landfill through reducing consumption, recycling, and composting. The City of Santa Barbara
is planned to participate in the Santa Barbara Clean Energy, which will provide the City with 100 percent
renewable energy content (Santa Barbara, 2022).

Energy Demand Methodology

Energy consumption is analyzed herein in terms of construction and operational energy. Construction energy
demand accounts for anticipated energy consumption during project construction, such as fuel consumed by
construction equipment and construction workers’ vehicles traveling to and from the project site. Operational
energy demand accounts for the anticipated energy consumption during project operation, such as fuel
consumed by cars, trucks, and public transit; natural gas consumed for on-site power generation, heating
building space, and electricity consumed for building power needs, including, but not limited to lighting,
water conveyance, and air conditioning. The CalEEMod results (Attachment B) provide the estimated
average travel distance, vehicle trip numbers, and vehicle fleet mix during project construction and
operation. The CalEEMod results also provide the estimated electricity consumption during project
operation.

Impact Discussion

a.  Construction Impacts. During project construction, energy would be consumed in the form of petroleum-
based fuels used to power off-road construction vehicles and equipment on the project site, construction
worker travel to and from the project site, and vehicles used to deliver materials to the site. The project
would require demolition of the existing paved parking areas, site preparation and grading, pavement
and asphalt installation, building construction, architectural coating, and landscaping and hardscaping.
As shown in Table 4.6-1, construction of the project is estimated to require approximately 1,824 gallons
of gasoline and 26,988 gallons of diesel fuel.

Table 4.6-1
Estimated Project Construction Energy Demand

Fuel Consumption (Gallons)

Source Gasoline Diesel
Construction Equipment & Hauling Trips - 26,988
Construction Worker Vehicle Trips 1,824 -

See Attachment B for CalEEMod default values for fleet mix and average distance of travel, and Appendix C
for energy calculation sheets.

Energy use during construction would be temporary, and construction equipment used would be typical
of similar-sized construction projects in the region. In addition, construction contractors would be
required to comply with the provisions of California Code of Regulations Title 13 Sections 2449 and
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2485, which prohibit diesel-fueled commercial motor vehicles and off-road diesel vehicles from idling
for more than five minutes and would minimize unnecessary fuel consumption. Construction equipment
would be subject to the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Construction
Equipment Fuel Efficiency Standard, which would also minimize inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary
fuel consumption.

In addition, pursuant to applicable regulatory requirements such as the California Green Building
Standards Code (CALGreen), the project would comply with construction waste management practices
to divert a minimum of 50% of construction and demolition debris and 100% of concrete, asphalt, and
land-clearing debris. These practices would result in efficient use of energy necessary to construct the
project. Furthermore, in the interest of cost-efficiency, construction contractors would not utilize fuel in
a manner that is wasteful or unnecessary. Therefore, project construction would not result in potentially
significant environmental effects due to the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy,
and impacts would be less than significant.

Operational Impacts. Operation of the project would require energy use in the form of electricity, natural
gas, and gasoline and diesel fuel consumption. Natural gas and electricity would be used for heating and
cooling systems, lighting, appliances, water use, off-road equipment operation, and the overall operation
of the project. Gasoline consumption would be attributed to vehicular travel from residents and
employees traveling to and from the project site. Diesel consumption would be attributed to trucks
delivering goods to and from the project. Table 4.6-2Table 4.6-2 shows the project’s estimated total
annual gasoline and diesel fuel consumption, as well as electricity and natural gas use. As shown therein,
project operation would consume approximately .52 gigawatt hours (GWh) of electricity per year.

Table 4.6-2

Project Operational Energy Usage
Source Energy Consumption
Vehicle Trips
Gasoline 41,994 gallons
Diesel 7,422 gallons
Built Environment
Electricity .52 GWh
Natural Gas Usage 297,609 kBtu
GWh = gigawatt hour, kBtu = thousand British Thermal Unit; Source: Attachment C

The project would comply with standards set in California Building Code (CBC) Title 24, which would
minimize the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during operation.
CALGreen (as codified in CCR Title 24, Part 11) requires implementation of energy-efficient light
fixtures and building materials into the design of new construction projects. The Building Energy
Efficiency Standards (CBC Title 24, Part 6) requires newly constructed buildings to meet energy
performance standards set by the California Energy Commission (CEC). These standards are specifically
crafted for new buildings to achieve energy efficient performance. The standards are updated every three
years, and each iteration increases energy efficiency standards. In addition to these requirements, the use
of nonrenewable energy resources would be further reduced as the percentage of electricity generated
by renewable resources provided by SCE continues to increase to comply with state requirements
through Senate Bill 100, which requires electricity providers to increase procurement from eligible
renewable energy resources to 33% of total retail sales by 2020, 60% by 2030, and 100% by 2045.
Therefore, project operation would not result in potentially substantial increase in energy demand upon
existing energy sources and this impact would be less than significant.

b.  Operation of the project would require consumption of electricity. New structures would be required to
comply with Title 24 Building, Energy, and Green Buildings Standards (California Building Code, Title
24, Parts 4, 6 and 11) which address efficiency of buildings, appliances, insulation and roofing, lighting,
and water and space heating and cooling equipment. Additionally, the project includes 7,831 square feet
of photovoltaic solar panels. Therefore, the project would not require development or extension of new
sources of energy.

Cumulative Impacts: The geographic context for the cumulative impacts analysis regarding electricity is the
City’s service area. Growth within the City is anticipated to increase the demand for energy, as well as the need
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for energy infrastructure, such as new or expanded energy facilities. Future development projects, similar to the
proposed project, would continue to utilize renewable sources of electricity, such as solar panels. Therefore,
cumulative energy impacts in the City region would not be significant, and the project’s contribution to
cumulative energy demand would not be cumulatively considerable.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to energy; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
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4.7 FIRE PROTECTION

Less than Reviewed
Will the proposal result in: Poten. Sfi?;lf’ TLlf:; No PE;‘:SLS
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document
a. Introduction of development into an existing high
fire hazard area? v
b. Project-caused high fire hazard? J

¢. Introduction of development into an area without
adequate water pressure, fire hydrants or adequate J
access for fire fighting?

d. Introduction of development that will hamper fire
prevention techniques such as controlled burns or J
backfiring in high fire hazard areas?

e. Development of structures beyond safe Fire Dept.
response time? J

Impact Discussion:

a-e. The project site is not located in a designated very high fire hazard severity zone (VHFHSZ) (CALFIRE
2022). The project site is located approximately 1.5 mile west of the nearest VHFHSZ in a Local Area
of Responsibility and approximately two miles northwest of the nearest VHFHSZ in a State
Responsibility Area. As described in Section 4.9, HAZARDOUS MATERIALS/RISK OF UPSET, the
project would not introduce a high fire hazard, as construction activities and the proposed building would
be built in conformance with the California Fire Code (CFC) standards. The project is located in a fully
developed, urbanized setting, in an area served with adequate water pressure, fire hydrants and fire
access. Because the project is not within a VHFHSZ, the project would not hamper fire prevention
techniques such as controlled burns. In addition, the project is in an area with an adequate response time
from fire protective services and is located within less than a mile of Santa Barbara Fire Station 2.
Therefore, the project would not result in significant impacts related to fire protection.

Cumulative Impact: The project is located in an urbanized area in the City of Santa Barbara and is not within
a VHFHSZ. Cumulative development in the City would be subject to established guidelines and building code
regulations and construction procedures pertaining to fire protection. Cumulative development would be
subject to review for compliance with Fire Code and City regulations related to emergency response,
emergency access, and fire safety. As such, the project’s contribution to cumulative fire protection impacts
would not be cumulatively considerable.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to fire protection; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
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4.8 GEOLOGIC PROCESSES

Less than Reviewed

. . Signif. Less Under
Will the proposal result in: Poten. with Than No Previous
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document

a. Exposure to or production of unstable earth conditions
such as landslides, earthquakes, liquefaction, soil J
creep, mudslides, ground failure (including expansive,
compressible, collapsible soils), or similar hazards?

b. Disruption, displacement, compaction or overcovering /
of the soil by cuts, fills or extensive grading?

¢. Exposure to or production of permanent changes in

topography, such as bluff retreat or sea level rise? J
d. The destruction, covering or modification of any

unique geologic, paleontologic or physical features? J
e. Any increase in wind or water erosion of soils, either J

on or off the site?

f. Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands or
dunes, or changes in siltation, deposition or erosion J
which may modify the channel of a river, or stream, or
the bed of the ocean, or any bay, inlet or lake?

g. The placement of septic disposal systems in

impermeable soils with severe constraints to disposal /
of liquid effluent?
h. Extraction of mineral or ore? J
i. Excessive grading on slopes of over 20%? J
j.  Sand or gravel removal or loss of topsoil ? J
k. Vibrations, from short-term construction or long-term
operation, which may affect adjoining areas? J
I.  Excessive spoils, tailings or over-burden? J
Impact Discussion

a-b. The project site is located in the urbanized core of the Downtown area, and is generally flat and not
susceptible to landslides, soil, creep, or mudslides. The southern California region is generally susceptible
to strong ground shaking from severe earthquakes. Consequently, development of the project could expose
people and structures to the potential for strong seismic ground shaking. However, the project would be
designed and constructed in accordance with state and local building codes, such as the seismic safety
requirements in the International Building Code (IBC) and the California Building Code (CBC) to reduce
the potential for exposure of people or structures to seismic risks to the maximum extent possible. The
CBC includes common engineering practices that would require special design and construction methods
that reduce potential expansive soil and settlement-related impacts. Adherence to the CBC would reduce
potential adverse impacts associated with development on unstable soils. Compliance with these
requirements would reduce seismic ground shaking impacts to the maximum extent practicable with
current engineering practices. Furthermore, the project would not increase ground shaking hazards at
adjacent properties or exacerbate existing geologically unstable/hazardous conditions. Therefore, impacts
related to exposure to seismic related hazards would be less than significant.

c.  The project site is located over one mile from the Pacific Ocean. The project would not result in the
exposure to or production of permanent changes in topography, such as bluff retreat or sea level rise, and
there would be no impact.

d, g-j, I. The project site does not contain any excessive slopes and the project does not propose or require any
mining, sand/topsoil removal or ore extraction. There are no unique geological or paleontological
features located on the project site as the site has been previously graded and paved. The project does
not propose to use any alternative wastewater systems, such as septic. There would be no impact.
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e-f.

Construction of the project would result in ground surface disturbance during site clearance and grading,
which could create the potential for soil erosion. The County’s Code of Ordinances requires the project
to comply with any conditions and requirements established by the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permit or other permits that are reasonably related to the reduction or
elimination of pollutants in stormwater from the construction site, and any condition and/or requirements
established by the County to protect specific watersheds or drainage basin (County Municipal Code
Chapter 29). Compliance with standard conditions and best management practices (BMPs) would
minimize any potential for substantial soil erosion. Impacts related to erosion would be less than
significant.

Construction-related vibration is discussed in detail in Threshold C in Section 4.11, NOISE. As discussed,
the potential use of vibratory rollers would not exceed the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA)
recommended criterion for strongly perceptible vibration from transient sources. In addition, the vibration
level would not exceed the FTA’s recommended criterion of 0.4 PPV in/sec for potential damage on
reinforced structures from transient vibration sources. The project would not generate significant sources
of vibration during construction or operation of the project, based on the nature of the proposed use.
Therefore, vibration impacts would be less than significant.

Cumulative Impact Cumulative development in the City of Santa Barbara would continue to be designed in
accordance with the IBC and CBC. Geologic hazards are by their nature project-specific and impacts at one
location do not add to impacts at other locations or create additive impacts. Therefore, the project’s contribution
to cumulative geologic process impacts would be individually limited and not cumulatively considerable.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to geologic processes; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
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4.9 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS/RISK OF UPSET
Less than Reviewed
Will the proposal result in: Poten. S:f;t'lilf' TLlf:; No PIrJ:V‘:z:s
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document

a. Inthe known history of this property, have there been
any past uses, storage or discharge of hazardous J
materials (e.g., fuel or oil stored in underground tanks,
pesticides, solvents or other chemicals)?

b. Theuse, storage or distribution of hazardous or toxic
materials? v

c. A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous
substances (e.g., oil, gas, biocides, bacteria, pesticides,
chemicals or radiation) in the event of an accident or J
upset conditions?

d. Possible interference with an emergency
response plan or an emergency evacuation plan? J

e. The creation of a potential public health hazard? J

f. Public safety hazards (e.g., due to development near
chemical or industrial activity, producing oil wells, /
toxic disposal sites, etc.)?

g. Exposure to hazards from oil or gas pipelines or oil
well facilities? v

h. The contamination of a public water supply? J

Impact Discussion:

a. A review of the State Water Resources Board Geotracker and the Department of Toxic Substances
Control database systems revealed no evidence that hazardous materials were used, stored, or spilled on
site. According to the Geotracker database, a case-closed former Leaking Underground Storage Tank listing
is identified less than a quarter mile southwest of the project site at 1026 Santa Barbara Street. This site was
closed in September 2013 with no further action letters issued after September 2013 (SWRCB 2022). No
other adjacent properties are listed in the aforementioned databases. In addition, there are no historical
hazardous materials that constitute a Federal Superfund site located in the City of Santa Barbara (DTSC
2022). Therefore, there would be no impact associated with the past uses, storage or discharge of hazardous
materials.

b-e. Construction activities typically require the use of a limited amount of hazardous and flammable
substances/oils during heavy equipment operation for site preparation and building construction. However,
the transport, use, and storage of hazardous materials during construction of the project would be conducted
in accordance with all applicable State and federal laws, such as the Hazardous Materials Transportation
Act, Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, the California Hazardous Material Management Act, and
the California Code of Regulations, Title 22. The proposed project is a commercial/office land use and
proposed operational uses would not include or involve hazardous materials that would constitute a
hazard to human health or the environment or otherwise disrupt existing emergency response/evacuation
plans. These impacts would be less than significant.

f-h. The project site is located in an area surrounded by residential and commercial uses. Based on the
California Department of Conservation Geologic Energy Management Division, there are no oil or gas
wells located on or adjacent to the proposed project site that would expose oil or gas pipelines and well
facilities. The project is subject to NPDES regulations which protect streams, creeks, and storm drains
from known hazardous material pollution by controlling and regulating discharges to storm drains. The
project would have no impact related to hazardous materials exposure or contaminating public water
supply.

Cumulative Impacts: Impacts related to hazardous material exposure are by their nature project-specific and
impacts at one location do not add to impacts at other locations or create additive impacts. Cumulative
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development in the City of Santa Barbara would continue to be required to adhere to all local, state, and federal
regulations governing the transport, use and disposal of hazardous materials. Therefore, the project’s
contribution to cumulative hazardous materials/risk of upset impacts would be individually limited and not

cumulatively considerable.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to hazardous materials; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
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4.10

LAND USE

Will the proposal result in:

Poten.
Signif.

Less than
Signif.
with
Mitigation

Less
Than
Signif.

Impact

Reviewed
Under
Previous
Document

a.

Structures and/or land use incompatible with
existing land use?

b.

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy,
or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
project (including, but not limited to the general
plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

The induction of substantial growth or concentration
of population?

The extension of sewer trunk lines or access roads
with capacity to serve new development beyond this
proposed project?

Loss of existing affordable dwellings through
demolition, conversion or removal?

Displacement of substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Displacement of substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

The loss of a substantial amount of open space?

An economic or social effect that would result in a
physical change? (i.e. Closure of a freeway ramp
results in isolation of an area, businesses located in the
vicinity close, neighborhood degenerates, and
buildings deteriorate. Or, if construction of new
freeway divides an existing community, the
construction would be the physical change, but the
economic/social effect on the community would be
the basis for determining that the physical change
would be significant.)

j.

Conflict with adopted airport safety zones?

Impact Discussion

a-b, j.

The proposed project is an office building for the Santa Barbara County Probation Department,
located in the City’s Downtown area, and would be constructed on a project site designated for
Commercial/High Residential use. Based on the 2011 General Plan, the City promotes the highest
residential densities being located near employment and governmental facilities, among other uses
such as transit, shopping, cultural, and recreational uses. As described in Section 4.1
AESTHETICS/VISUAL RESOURCES, the project is within the El Pueblo Viejo Landmark District,
and the proposed building height and architectural style would consistent with the policies in the
El Pueblo Viejo Landmark District Guidelines. In addition, the project does not conflict with an
adopted airport safety zone, as displayed in the Santa Barbara Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plan. Therefore, the project would be compatible with surrounding uses, policies, and plans and
there would be no impact.

The project would not require the need for an extension of sewer trunk lines or access roads. As a
commercial/office land use and project, and due to the fact that the project would replace the
existing probation headquarters building, the project would not directly cause a significant amount
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of growth in population, and any growth related to employment would be nominal. The project
would not remove any housing, nor impede any economic or social benefits to the community.
Therefore, there would be no impact on population growth, displacement, or physical changes that
would affect the social and economic environment.

Cumulative Impacts: Implementation of the project is not anticipated to result in any substantial change to
the site’s conformance with environmentally protective policies and standards or have significant growth
inducing effects. Therefore, the project would not cause a cumulatively considerable effect on land use.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to land use; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.



Probation Department Headquarters/GS-042022-19014-1S April 2023

Initial Study-Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 34
4.11 NOISE
Less than Reviewed
Wil the proposal result in: Poten. | it | Than | No | peeviows
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document

a. Long-term exposure of people to noise levels
exceeding County thresholds (e.g. locating noise /
sensitive uses next to an airport)?

b. Short-term exposure of people to noise levels
exceeding County thresholds? J

¢. Project-generated substantial increase in the ambient
noise levels for adjoining areas (either day or night)? J

Noise Setting

Noise level (or volume) is generally measured in decibels (dB) using the A-weighted sound pressure level (dBA).
The A-weighting scale is an adjustment to the actual sound pressure levels to be consistent with that of human
hearing response, which is most sensitive to frequencies around 4,000 Hertz (about the highest note on a piano)
and less sensitive to low frequencies (below 100 Hertz).

Sound pressure level is measured on a logarithmic scale with the 0 dBA level based on the lowest detectable
sound pressure level that people can perceive (an audible sound that is not zero sound pressure level). Based
on the logarithmic scale, a doubling of sound energy is equivalent to an increase of 3 dBA, and a sound that is
10 dBA less than the ambient sound level has no effect on ambient noise. Because of the nature of the human
ear, a sound must be about 10 dBA greater than the ambient noise level to be judged as twice as loud. In
general, a 3 dBA change in the ambient noise level is noticeable, while 1 to 2 dBA changes generally are not
perceived. Quiet suburban areas typically have noise levels in the range of 40 to 50 dBA, while areas adjacent
to arterial streets are typically in the 50 to 60+ dBA range.

One of the most frequently used noise metrics that considers both duration and sound power level is the
equivalent noise level (Lcq). The Leq is defined as the single steady A-weighted level that is equivalent to the
same amount of energy as that contained in the actual fluctuating levels over a period of time (essentially, the
average noise level). Typically, Leq is summed over a one-hour period.

The time at which noise occurs is also important since nighttime noise tends to disturb people more than
daytime noise. Community noise is typically measured using Day-Night Average Level (Lan), which is the 24-
hour average noise level with a 10 dBA penalty for noise occurring during nighttime hours (10:00 p.m. to 7:00
a.m.), or Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL), which is the 24-hour average noise level with a 5 dBA
penalty for noise occurring from 7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. and a 10 dBA penalty for noise occurring from 10:00
p.m. to 7:00 a.m. Noise levels described by Lan and CNEL typically do not differ by more than 1 dBA. In
practice, CNEL and L, are often used interchangeably.

Vibration refers to groundborne noise and perceptible motion. Some vibration effects can be caused by noise
(e.g., the rattling of windows from passing trucks). Typically, groundborne vibration generated by manmade
activities attenuates rapidly as distance from the source of the vibration increases. Most perceptible indoor
vibration is caused by sources in buildings such as operation of mechanical equipment, movement of people,
or the slamming of doors. Typical outdoor sources of perceptible groundborne vibration are construction
equipment and traffic on rough roads.

Methodology and Thresholds of Significance

Project construction noise would be generated by heavy-duty diesel construction equipment used for site
preparation, grading, building construction, loading, unloading, and placing materials and paving. Typical
heavy construction equipment during project grading and soil remediation efforts could include dozers,
loaders, graders, and dump trucks. It is assumed that diesel engines would power all construction equipment.
Each phase of construction has a specific equipment mix, depending on the work to be accomplished during
that phase. During construction, equipment goes through varying load cycles and is operated intermittently to
allow for non-equipment tasks such as measurement. Power variation is accounted for by describing the noise
at a reference distance from the equipment operating at full power and adjusting it based on the duty cycle of
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the activity to determine the L.q of the operation (Federal Highway Administration [FHWA] 2018). Reference
noise levels for heavy-duty construction equipment were estimated using the FHWA Roadway Construction
Noise Model (RCNM) (FHWA 2006).

Per Chapter 40 of the County Code, noise generated by construction activities is not prohibited by Section 14-
22 if it occurs between the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. In addition, to reduce construction impacts, the
County of Santa Barbara Environmental Thresholds and Guidelines Manual (County of Santa Barbara 2021)
indicates construction activity within 1,600 feet of sensitive receivers, including schools, residential
development, commercial lodging facilities, hospitals, or care facilities, as a threshold. This is based upon an
assumed average construction noise level of 95 dBA at a distance of 50 feet from the source, which would
result in a noise level of approximately 65 dBA at a distance of 1,600 feet. The manual states that construction
within 1,600 feet of sensitive receivers shall be limited to weekdays between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00
p.m. Additionally, noise levels in excess of 60 dBA at the edge of the property during the nighttime hours of
10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. on Sunday through Thursday and 12:00 a.m. and 7:00 a.m. on Friday and Saturday
are prohibited. The Santa Barbara County Environmental Thresholds Manual prohibits noise levels in excess
of 65 CNEL at sensitive receivers. Impacts from on-site noise sources such as HVAC systems would be
significant if noise levels exceed these standards.

The primary noise source associated with operation of the proposed project would consist of heating,
ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) units. The unit used in this analysis is a 16.7-ton Carrier 38AUD25
split system condenser, which is a typical HVAC unit used in large enclosed structures of this size and has a
sound power level of 85 dBA (see Attachment D for manufacturer’s specifications). The project assumptions
are based upon one ton of HVAC per 600 sf of building space. Based on the size of the project, it is assumed
that four rooftop-mounted HVAC units distributed across the project site would be needed, producing a
combined noise level at off-site receivers that is equivalent to all units being located at the center of the project
site, which is measured at approximately 100 feet from the nearest off-site sensitive receivers north of the
project boundary.

Impact Discussion

a, c. Operation: The primary on-site noise sources associated with operation of the project would include
vehicle circulation noise (e.g. engine startups, alarms, parking) at the on-site parking lots and heating,
ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) equipment at proposed the proposed office building. The
combined operation of four HVAC units would generate an estimated noise level of 51 dBA Leq at the
nearest off-site sensitive receivers northwest of the project site (see Attachment D) as measured from the
center of the proposed office building. This would not exceed the County’s maximum noise level limit of
60 dBA between 10:00 p.m. - 7:00 a.m., and the project would have a less than significant impact from
HVAC noise. Additionally, the project would result in a net decrease in on-site parking and associated
parking lot noise because the entire project site is currently in use as a parking lot. Therefore, the project
would have a less than significant impact from parking lot noise.

Off-Site Traffic Noise: The project would generate new vehicle trips that could increase noise levels on
nearby roadways. A 2017 vehicle count conducted on Garden Street at the intersection of Carrillo Street
estimated 6,536 daily trips on this roadway segment (Traffic Data Service 2017). Based on CalEEMod
default trip generation rates, the project is anticipated to generate 743 daily vehicle trips (see Attachment
B). The addition of 743 daily trips would result in an increase in noise level by up to 0.5 dBA, which would
not exceed the FHWA allowable 3 dBA increase for off-site traffic noise impacts (see Attachment D).
Therefore, to the project would have a less than significant impact on off-site traffic noise.

Airport Noise: The closest airport is the Santa Barbara Airport, which is approximately 7.6 miles west of
the project site. According to the Santa Barbara Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, the project would
not be located within the noise contours of the airport. There are no private airstrips in the project vicinity.
Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels associated with airports or a private airstrip. This impact would be less than
significant.

b. Construction: Construction activity would result in temporary noise in the project site vicinity, exposing
surrounding nearby receivers to increased noise levels. Construction activity would be limited to weekdays
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between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. pursuant to the County guidelines. The nearest sensitive
receivers in the project vicinity are residences that directly abut the project site to the northwest
(approximately 50 feet). Maximum noise levels of construction equipment are modeled at a distance of 50
feet. A likely construction scenario includes simultaneous operation of a dozer and a front-end loader
working during grading to excavate and move soil. At a distance of 50 feet, a dozer and a front-end loader
would generate an estimated noise level of approximately 80 dBA Leq (RCNM calculations are included in
Attachment D). The 65 dBA L4 noise contour for this level of construction activity would be located
approximately 281 feet from the center of the construction site. Since construction would occur within the
County’s distance threshold of 1,600 feet, construction noise impacts would be potentially significant. As
such, mitigation would be required to reduce this impact to a less than significant level.

Project construction would also require approximately 600 soil hauling trips to accommodate 4,750 cubic
yards of soil export during the site preparation and grading phases of project construction. A 2017 vehicle
count conducted on Garden Street at the intersection of Carrillo Street estimated 6,536 daily trips on this
roadway segment (Traffic Data Service 2017). Based on an estimate maximum daily throughput of up to
40 soil hauling trips to and from the project site, the addition of 40 daily hauling trips (for an estimated 12-
15 working days needed to complete the soil export) would result in an increase in noise level by up to 0.5
dBA, which would not exceed the FHWA allowable 3 dBA increase for off-site traffic noise impacts.
Therefore, to the project would have a less than significant impact on off-site traffic noise during the
construction phase.

Vibration: Vibration-generating equipment, including dozers and loaded trucks would likely be used at
50 feet from the nearest structure to the east. Construction activity would generate vibration levels reaching
an estimated 0.21 PPV in/sec at a distance of 25 feet, if vibratory rollers are used to pave asphalt. Vibration-
generating equipment would be operated on a transient basis during construction. A maximum vibration
level of 0.21 PPV in/sec during the potential use of vibratory rollers would not exceed 0.24 PPV in/sec,
the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA) recommended criterion for strongly perceptible vibration from
transient sources. In addition, the vibration level would not exceed the FTA’s recommended criterion of
0.4 PPV in/sec for potential damage on reinforced structures from transient vibration sources. The project
would not generate significant sources of vibration during construction or operation of the project, based
on the nature of the proposed use. Therefore, vibration impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation and Residual Impacts

MM N-1: Noise-Generating Construction Activity Timing. Per the County of Santa Barbara Environmental
Thresholds and Guidelines Manual requirements, noise-generating construction activities within 1,600 feet of
sensitive receivers shall be limited to the hours of 8:00 am. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday. No
construction shall occur on State holidays (e.g., Thanksgiving, Labor Day). Construction equipment maintenance
shall also be limited to these hours.

MM N-2: Construction Noise Control Best Management Practices. The applicant shall implement the
following construction noise Best Management Practices (BMPs) during construction of the project:

=  Mufflers. During project site excavation and grading, construction equipment, fixed or mobile, shall be
operated with closed engine doors and shall be equipped with properly operating and maintained mufflers
consistent with manufacturers’ standards.

= Stationary Equipment. Stationary construction equipment shall be located and oriented so that emitted
noise is directed away from the nearest noise sensitive receivers.

= Equipment Staging Areas. Equipment staging shall be located in areas that will create the greatest distance
feasible between construction-related noise sources and noise sensitive receivers.

= Electrically-Powered Tools and Facilities. Where available, electrical power shall be used to run air
compressors and similar power tools and to power any temporary structures, such as construction trailers or
caretaker facilities.

= Smart Back-up Alarms. Mobile construction equipment shall have smart back-up alarms that automatically
adjust the sound level of the alarm in response to ambient noise levels. Alternatively, back-up alarms shall
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be disabled and replaced with human spotters to ensure safety when mobile construction equipment is
moving in the reverse direction.

Sound barriers. During the earth moving and grading phases of construction, temporary sound barriers shall
be installed and maintained between the construction site and the noise sensitive receivers within 200 feet of
active construction equipment. Temporary sound barriers may consist of sound blankets affixed to
construction fencing along the construction site boundary facing potentially sensitive receivers

Idling. Construction vehicles shall be prohibited from idling in excess of 5 minutes.

Plan Requirements and Timing. Construction hours limitation and noise reduction measures shall be
reflected on grading and building plans.

Monitoring. The County shall demonstrate that the submitted plans conform to the required conditions.
Grading and building inspectors shall ensure compliance in the field during construction activities.

Implementation of Mitigation Measures N-1 and N-2 would prevent nighttime noise and reduce overall
noise levels from construction activity. Project construction would still exceed the County threshold of
65 dBA L.q, however construction activities would be short term and temporary in nature. Therefore,
impacts from construction would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.
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4.12 PUBLIC FACILITIES

Less than Reviewed
Will the proposal result in: Poten. Sf;t'l',f' TL}f:; No PE::::;;S
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document
a. A need for new or altered police protection and/or
health care services? /
b. Student generation exceeding school capacity? J
¢. Significant amounts of solid waste or breach any
national, state, or local standards or thresholds relating
to solid waste disposal and generation (including J
recycling facilities and existing landfill capacity)?
d. A need for new or altered sewer system facilities
(sewer lines, lift-stations, etc.)? J
e. The construction of new storm water drainage or
water quality control facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could J
cause significant environmental effects?

Impact Discussion

a, b.

Police protection is provided by the City of Santa Barbara Police Department (SBPD). The Field
Operations Division provides police services to the community, which includes a 24-hour 9-1-1
combined police and fire communications center, police patrol response to calls for service, traffic
enforcement, parking enforcement, gang and nightlife enforcement, mental health co-response unit,
restorative policing, and quality of life response teams. The nearest police station is located one block
west from the project site. As a new headquarters location for the County Probation Department,
police/sheriff services would be a part of daily project operations, serving occupants of the proposed
new building. Because the project is an area served by existing service providers, the project would not
have a significant impact on existing police protection or health care services.

The project would not introduce new population or generate students entering the local school system;
therefore, the project would not exceed or strain existing exceeding school capacities. Existing service
levels would be sufficient to serve the project and impacts associated with police, health, and school
capacities would be less than significant.

Pursuant to the County’s Environmental Threshold Manual, a project is considered to result in a
significant impact to landfill capacity if it would generate five percent or more of the expected annual
increase in waste generation thereby using a significant portion of the remaining landfill capacity, which
equates to approximately 196 tons per year. The City of Santa Barbara disposes of solid waste at the
Tajiguas Solid Waste Facility. The facility has a design capacity of approximately 23 million cubic yards
of waste with an estimated closure date of 2036 (CalRecycle). Based on the emissions estimation and
land use modeling prepared for the project (Attachment B), the project would generate 30.58 tons of
waste per year or 113 cubic yards per year. The solid waste generated by the project would not exceed
the County’s threshold of significance and the project’s increase would be minimal compared to the
Tajiguas Solid Waste Facility’s estimated four million cubic yards design total capacity through 2036.
Pursuant to Assembly Bill 939 recoverable materials generated during construction would be separated
and recycled to minimize construction and waste exportation from the site, resulting in limited demand
on the landfills within the County. The project would comply with all local, state, and federal standards
related to solid waste disposal and the project would not generate solid waste in excess of local
capacities. The project would not result in the need for new or expanded solid waste facilities and impacts
to the capacity of local infrastructure would be less than significant.

The Public Works Department operates the wastewater system for the City of Santa Barbara, which
would serve the project’s wastewater conveyance needs. The City owns and maintains 257 miles of
sewer mains which deliver wastewater to El Estero Water Resource Center. The El Estero Water
Resource Center treats six million gallons of wastewater per day, partly recycling for other beneficial
uses. The City completed a Wastewater Collection System Master Plan which addresses existing and




Probation Department Headquarters/GS-042022-19014-1S April 2023
Initial Study-Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 39

future capacity deficiencies within the City. The project is located in an urbanized area of downtown
Santa Barbara with existing wastewater utility infrastructure in place. The project would include new
subsurface connections to the City’s existing wastewater connection underneath Garden Street, and
would not result in the need for new or altered sewer system facilities. If deficiencies are identified and
upgrades to the City’s existing wastewater utility infrastructure are required, any ground disturbing
activities related to conveyance pipelines upgrades would be limited to previously disturbed areas where
existing wastewater infrastructure is located. Impacts related to the need for new or altered sewer system
facilities would be less than significant.

e. The project would be required to adhere to the guidelines in the Santa Barbara County Technical Guide,
which implements and mandates the Clean Water Act’s NPDES regulations for storm water discharge
(County Municipal Code Chapter 29). The County requires development and redevelopment projects to
install permanent storm water protection best management practices to comply with NPDES standards.
The project includes the development of new stormwater drainage systems including catch basins/storm
drains to capture stormwater on-site and the project would be required to implement design features to
prevent an increase in peak stormwater flows on the project site during any storm event. Consequently,
the project would not increase demand on stormwater drainage infrastructure or result in the need for
new infrastructure beyond those improvements that are included in the project design. Thus, the project
would not contribute to environmental effects related to storm water pollution and impacts related to
stormwater management would be less than significant.

Cumulative Impacts: Cumulative development in the City of Santa Barbara would increase the demand for
police protection services in the City. SBPD would continue to monitor population growth and land
development throughout the City and identify additional resource needs including staffing, equipment,
vehicles, and possibly station expansions or new station construction that may become necessary to achieve
the desired level of service. Through the City’s regular budgeting efforts, SBPD resource needs would be
identified and monies allocated according to the priorities at the time. Any new or expanded police station
would be funded via existing mechanisms (e.g., property and sales taxes, government funding, and developer
fees) to which the proposed project and cumulative growth would contribute. Therefore, the cumulative impact
on police protection services would be less than significant and the Project’s contribution to cumulative
impacts would not be cumulatively considerable.

The project would not introduce new population or generate students entering the local school system;
therefore, the project would not contribute considerably to cumulative impacts related to school services.

While the County is not required to submit the Project to the City for development review per California
Government Code Section 53090, which provides for intergovernmental immunity, cumulative development
in the City would be subject to existing City regulations and would result in an intensification of existing
prevailing land uses in an already urbanized area of the City and could further increase demands on existing
City stormwater facilities. The City of Santa Barbara, similar to the County requirements described in the
project-level evaluation above, requires that stormwater on individual project sites be, retained and treated in
compliance applicable Municipal Code regulations, and directed towards existing storm drains. As a result,
the amount of peak stormwater flows from new development in the area would not increase relative to existing
conditions. Additionally, cumulative development within the service area of the El Estero Wastewater
Treatment Plant would generate additional wastewater that would require treatment. The City’s Wastewater
Collection System Master Plan forecasts additional development in the City to ensure adequate supplies are
available for the City’s service area. As a result, cumulative development in the service area of the El Estero
Wastewater Treatment Plant would be required to pay for in lieu fees for wastewater connection to the City’s
infrastructure, and if deficiencies are identified and upgrades to the City’s existing wastewater utility
infrastructure are required, any ground disturbing activities related to conveyance pipelines upgrades would
be limited to previously disturbed areas where existing wastewater infrastructure is located. Therefore, the
cumulative impact on stormwater and wastewater facilities would be less than significant and the Project’s
contribution to cumulative impacts would not be cumulatively considerable.

As with the proposed project, cumulative development in the City would be required to comply with applicable
regulations related to solid waste, including those pertaining to waste reduction and recycling. Detailed
components regarding waste reduction and recycling would be finalized for each related project on a project-
by-project basis at the time of plan submittal for the necessary building permits and reviews. Pursuant to the
County’s Environmental Threshold Manual, a project is considered to result in a less than significant
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contribution to regional cumulative solid waste impacts if it would generate less than 40 tons of solid waste
per year. Therefore, Project’s contribution to cumulative solid waste impacts would not be cumulatively
considerable.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to public facilities; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
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4.13 RECREATION
Less than Reviewed
. . Signif. Less Under
Will the proposal result in: Poten. v;gith Than No Previous
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document
a.  Conflict with established recreational uses of the area? J
b. Conflict with biking, equestrian and hiking trails? J
¢. Substantial impact on the quality or quantity of
existing recreational opportunities (e.g., overuse of
an area with constraints on numbers of people, J
vehicles, animals, etc. which might safely use the
area)?

Impact Discussion

a-c. The project site is not located on or near any biking, equestrian, or hiking trails. According to the City of
Santa Barbara 2016 Bicycle Master Plan, the project is not located adjacent to an existing designated bike
route. The project would not remove or impede any recreational uses and the project would not result in
population growth, thereby resulting in increased demand for existing recreational uses/facilities. Since
the project would not affect the quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities, there would be

no impact to recreational resources.

Cumulative Impacts: The Project would not induce population growth and thereby would not, directly or
indirectly, contribute to significant cumulative impacts to recreation. Cumulative development in the City of
Santa Barbara would be required to pay the City’s Development Impact Fees pursuant to the City’s Municipal
Code, or other similar purpose fees, as appropriate to the projects’ location and proposed uses, resulting in less
than significant cumulative impacts on recreational resources. The project’s contribution to cumulative

recreational impacts would not be cumulatively considerable.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to recreation; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
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4.14 TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

Will the proposal result in:

Poten.
Signif.

Less than
Signif.
with
Mitigation

Less
Than
Signif.

Impact

Reviewed
Under
Previous
Document

a. Generation of substantial additional vehicular

movement (daily, peak-hour, etc.) in relation to /
existing traffic load and capacity of the street system?

A need for private or public road maintenance, or need /
for new road(s)?

Effects on existing parking facilities, or demand for /
new parking?

Substantial impact upon existing transit systems (e.g.
bus service) or alteration of present patterns of J
circulation or movement of people and/or goods?

Alteration to waterborne, rail or air traffic? J

Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists
or pedestrians (including short-term construction and
long-term operational)?

Inadequate sight distance?

ingress/egress?

general road capacity?

emergency access?

h. Impacts to Congestion Management Plan system? J

Impact Discussion:

a.

Section 15064.3, which was recently added to the State CEQA Guidelines, describes specific
considerations for evaluating a project’s transportation impacts. Section 15064.3(b) establishes
vehicle miles traveled (VMT) as the most appropriate measure of transportation impacts, shifting away
from the use of LOS analysis that evaluates a project’s impacts on traffic conditions at nearby
roadways and intersections. The County of Santa Barbara presumes that projects meeting one or more
of the screening criteria, absent substantial evidence to the contrary, would have an insignificant VMT
impact and would not require further VMT analysis. The screening criteria are listed below:

e Does the project generate 110 or fewer average daily trips?

e s the project screened in a Transit Priority Area?

e Does the project have locally serving retail uses that are 50,000 square feet or less?
o s the project located in a VMT efficient area for Residential uses?

e s the project located in a VMT efficient area for Employment Uses?

e [s the residential portion of the project 100 percent affordable housing?

SBCAG has incorporated a sustainable community strategy into its 2050 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (Connected 2050 RTP/SCS), which is designed to help the
region achieve its SB 375 GHG emissions reduction target. The Connected 2050 RTP/SCS includes
strategies intended to reduce vehicle emissions. The Connected 2050 RTP/SCS focuses new growth
in an urban infill pattern oriented around transit service, and has developed Transit Priority Areas® and
Transit Priority Projects to identify locations for transit oriented infill projects. The transit oriented
development type of growth intends to reduce VMT by promoting better balance of jobs and housing
which reduce short and long distance single occupancy vehicle commuting. The project is located in
a Transit Priority Area, as shown in Figure 3-3 of the Connected 2050 RTP/SCS. Therefore, the project

3 Transit Priority Areas (TPAs) are defined as the areas within one half-mile of all major transit stops that are existing or
planned, if the planned stop is scheduled to be completed within the planning horizon included in a Transportation
Improvement Program or applicable Regional Transportation Plan.
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would therefore not create a substantial increase in VMT which would substantially affect the local
circulatory network or be inconsistent with the regional average. This impact would be less than
significant.

b. The project site would be accessed via Garden Street, similar to existing conditions. The project would
not result in significant impacts to public streets or right of way requiring new roads or a significant
amount of increased roadway maintenance. This impact would be less than significant.

c. The project includes 49 at-grade County employee parking spaces accessible from Garden Street. 25
subterranean parking spaces would be provided below grade, for a total of 74 on-site spaces. The
project would provide parking for probation staff and County employees only, with no public parking
spaces designated as public. The project would not generate public vehicle trips, increasing demand
for existing parking facilities in the area, and would not remove public parking spaces. The project
would be required to provide all required employee parking spaces on-site, and out of the road right-of-
way. This impact would be less than significant.

e. The project includes construction of a commercial office building on an existing infill site, one mile
from the nearest watercourse, 0.9 mile from the nearest rail line, and 7.5 miles from the City of Santa
Barbra Municipal Airport. The project would not result in alteration to waterborne, rail or air traffic,
and there would be no impact.

f,g.  The project would not create a traffic hazard for motorists, pedestrians, bicyclists, or transit users, or
affect emergency access. The additional traffic caused by the project would not result in significant
traffic safety impacts as circulation and access would remain similar to existing conditions. The
project would not propose unsafe driveways; impede pedestrian, bicycle, or transit access; nor would
it otherwise cause or exacerbate an unsafe traffic condition. These impacts would be less than
significant.

h. Roadways and intersections in the project area operate at acceptable levels of service and are not
subject to Congestion Management Plan requirements. There would be no impact.

Cumulative Impacts: Cumulative development in the City of Santa Barbara would result in an intensification
of existing traffic in an already urbanized area. Regional and City-wide projects would be required to implement
and support applicable County and City transportation planning goals and policies. As with the proposed
project, cumulative projects would be subject to an approval process, including CEQA review, and would
incorporate any required mitigation measures to reduce potential transportation impacts. Projects that do not
demonstrate a significant project-level impact by demonstrating consistency with regional transportation
planning efforts or by applying an efficiency-based impact threshold (i.e., VMT per capita or VMT per
employee) would not contribute considerably to cumulative transportation impacts. The proposed project would
not exceed with the County screening thresholds for VMT because the project is located in an identified Transit
Priority Area and would not conflict with the Connected 2050 RTP/SCS. Therefore, the project’s contribution
to cumulative transportation impacts would not be cumulatively considerable.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to transportation/circulation; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
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4.15 WATER RESOURCES/FLOODING

Less than Reviewed
Will the proposal result in: Poten. Sfi't'l'lf' TLlf:; No PE;':::;;S
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document
a. Changes in currents, or the course or direction of
water movements, in either marine or fresh waters? J
b. Changes in percolation rates, drainage patterns or the
rate and amount of surface water runoff? J
c. Change in the amount of surface water in any water
body? J

d. Discharge, directly or through a storm drain system,
into surface waters (including but not limited to
wetlands, riparian areas, ponds, springs, creeks,
streams, rivers, lakes, estuaries, tidal areas, bays, J
ocean, etc) or alteration of surface water quality,
including but not limited to temperature, dissolved
oxygen, turbidity, or thermal water pollution?

e. Alterations to the course or flow of flood water or
need for private or public flood control projects? J

f. Exposure of people or property to water related
hazards such as flooding (placement of project in 100
year flood plain), accelerated runoff or tsunamis, sea J
level rise, or seawater intrusion?

g. Alteration of the direction or rate of flow of
groundwater? J

h. Change in the quantity of groundwater, either through
direct additions or withdrawals, or through
interception of an aquifer by cuts or excavations or J
recharge interference?

i.  Overdraft or over-commitment of any groundwater
basin? Or, a significant increase in the existing

overdraft or over-commitment of any groundwater J

basin?
j-  The substantial degradation of groundwater quality

including saltwater intrusion? J
k. Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise

available for public water supplies? J
I. Introduction of storm water pollutants (e.g., oil,

grease, pesticides, nutrients, sediments, pathogens, J

etc.) into groundwater or surface water?

Impact Discussion

a-f, 1. The project includes the removal and demolition of a surface parking lot. The project would not require
removal of riparian vegetation and would not result in the channelization of any natural drainage
channel. Although the project would alter the existing stormwater drainage on the site through the
introduction of newly constructed impermeable surfaces (i.e., structures, driveways, patios, etc.), the
project includes the development of new stormwater drainage systems including catch basins/storm
drains to capture stormwater on-site. Pursuant to the Santa Barbara County Stormwater Technical Guide,
the project would be required to implement design features to prevent an increase in peak stormwater
flows on the project site during any storm event. Construction activities such as grading could increase
temporary runoff and erosion. Under the County’s conditions of the General Permit (Order no. 2013-0001-
DWQ), the developer would be required to eliminate or reduce non-storm water discharges to waters of the
nation, develop and implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for the project
construction activities, and perform inspections of the storm water pollution prevention measures and control
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practices to ensure conformance with the sitt SWPPP. The General Permit prohibits the discharge of
materials other than storm water discharges and prohibits all discharges that contain a hazardous substance
in excess of reportable quantities established at 40 CFR 117.3 or 40 CFR 302.4. Consistent with the County’s
Municipal Code for storm drain system protection and remediation (Section 29.51), application of standard
grading, erosion, and drainage-control measures would ensure that no significant increase of erosion or
storm water runoff would occur. Best management practices are required for development and
redevelopment projects, as discussed in Section 4.13, PUBLIC FACILITIES, which require
implementation to ensure NPDES regulations are met. According to the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) Flood Hazard Map number 06083C1387J, the project site is located in an area of
minimal flood risk (FEMA 2020). Impacts to water quality and water resources would be less than
significant.

g-i The project would not include the direct extraction of groundwater and would not consume excess water
outside of regular use as a commercial office project. Because project construction would not involve
substantial excavation to depths where groundwater occurs and would not involve construction of wells
to access groundwater, the project would not directly interfere with the groundwater table. Based on the
land use and emissions modeling prepared for the project, the project would require approximately 10.5
million gallons of water per year or 37.4 acre feet per year (Attachment B). According to the County of
Santa Barbara Water Supply and Demand Current Uses And Future Estimates Report, projections for
the South Coast area indicate that the area has sufficient water supplies up to the year 2040. This is due
to the variety of potential supplies available to South Coast purveyors including State Water Project
water, groundwater, desalination, recycled water, and Cachuma, Gibraltar, and Jameson Reservoirs,
along with the active conservation programs conducted by these purveyors (County of Santa Barbara
2013). As discussed in Threshold a-g, 1, the project would not negatively or adversely impact water
quality through adherence to existing City and NPDES regulations. The project would not interfere with
or obstruct implementation of water quality standards or substantially degrade surface or ground water
quality or supplies.

Cumulative Impact: Cumulative development in the City would be required to comply with applicable
regulatory requirements regarding drainage and water quality, including implementation of a
SWPPP/Stormwater Water Control and BMPs, conformance with NPDES permit conditions, and a LID or
Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan, which would reduce individual project-level contributions to
water resource impacts. The proposed project’s consistency with the Santa Barbara County Stormwater Technical
Guide and applicable General Permit requirements would ensure the project would not increase peak stormwater
flows from the project site. Therefore, the Project would not contribute considerably to a cumulative impact
regarding water resources and flooding.

Mitigation and Residual Impact: Implementation of the project would not result in potentially significant
impacts related to water resources/flooding; therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
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5.0 INFORMATION SOURCES
5.1 County Departments Consulted (underline):

Police, Fire, Public Works, Flood Control, Parks, Environmental Health,
Special Districts, Regional Programs, Other :

5.2 Comprehensive Plan (check those sources used):
J Seismic Safety/Safety Element Conservation Element

J Open Space Element Noise Element

J Coastal Plan and Maps Circulation Element
ERME ___ Other

5.3 Other Sources (check those sources used):

J Field work Ag Preserve maps

J Calculations J— Flood Control maps

J Project plans J— Other technical references

J Traffic studies - (reports, survey, etc.)

J Records J Planning files, maps, reports

J Grading plans J— Zoning maps

J Elevation, architectural renderings J_ Soils maps/reports

J Published geological map/reports - Plant maps

Topographical maps J— Archaeological maps and reports
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6.0 PROJECT SPECIFIC (short- and long-term) AND CUMULATIVE IMPACT
SUMMARY

The project does not have potential impacts that cannot be feasibly mitigated to less than significant
levels.

1. Project specific impacts which are of unavoidable significance levels: None

ii.  Project specific impacts which are potentially significant but can be reduced to less than
significant levels with incorporation of mitigation measures: Biological Resources, Cultural
Resources, and Noise

iii.  No potentially significant adverse cumulative impacts have been identified.
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7.0 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Less than Reviewed
Will the proposal result in: Poten. S;giltlll,f' %lf:f, No Pfe“v“}ﬁﬂs
Signif. Mitigation Signif. Impact Document

1. Does the project have the potential to substantially
degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a
fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict /
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal,
contribute significantly to greenhouse gas emissions or
significantly increase energy consumption, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?

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

3. Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable when /
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects,
the effects of other current projects and the effects of
probable future projects.)

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

5. Isthere disagreement supported by facts, reasonable
assumptions predicated upon facts and/or expert J
opinion supported by facts over the significance of an
effect which would warrant investigation in an EIR?

Discussion

1. Asdiscussed in Section 4.4, BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES, the project the project is located within a well-
developed urban neighborhood with no environmentally sensitive habitat on or habitat suitable for floral
and faunal resources. Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1 is required to ensure nesting birds
are not adversely affected during construction related activities. The project would not impact wildlife
habitats or cause wildlife populations to drop below self-sustaining levels. As discussed in Section 4.5,
CULTURAL RESOURCES, due to the potential to uncover unanticipated archaeological and tribal cultural
resources and human remains during construction, Mitigation Measures CR-1 through CR-5 are required.
With implementation of these mitigation measures, impacts would be less than significant, thereby
reducing the potential to damage a culturally significant resource and eliminate an example of California
history to a less than significant level.

2. There are no short-term environmental goals that would be achieved by the proposed project to the
disadvantage of long-term environmental goals.

3. The project once completed would not increase beyond a level of significance project generated impacts
that will cumulatively impact the environment. As discussed in the discussion of environmental checklist
Sections 4.1 through 4.15, the project was found to have no impact, less than significant impacts, or less
than significant impacts after mitigation in all environmental impact areas. Any overlapping construction
impacts from other probable future projects in the project area would occur primarily in the areas of air
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quality, noise, and traffic due to the potential for construction equipment and other construction activities
to generate dust and other air quality emissions, noise, and construction traffic. The impacts of the project
in these areas have been determined to be less than significant.

4. In general, and as analyzed in this Initial Study, impacts to human beings are associated with air quality
contaminants, adverse geologic conditions, exposure to hazards and hazardous materials, and excessive
noise. As detailed in analyses in Section 4.3, AIR QUALITY — GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS, Section
4.8, GEOLOGIC PROCESSES, Section 4.9, HAZARDOUS MATERIALS/RISK OF UPSET, Section 4.11,
NOISE, and Section 4.15, WATER RESOURCES/FLOODING, the proposed project would not result, either
directly or indirectly, in adverse hazards. Compliance with applicable rules and regulations would reduce
potential impacts on human beings to a less than significant level.

5. The site currently serves as an underdeveloped infill parking lot and the construction of a building was
contemplated within planning and zone regulations. There is no disagreement among County planners,
facility planners or other related experts over the significance of the effects analyzed in this Initial Study-
Mitigated Negative Declaration which would warrant investigation in an EIR.

8.0 PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

Offsite Alternative: Consideration of an offsite alternative is not warranted because no significant impacts
that cannot be mitigated have been identified.

Reduced Project: Reducing the size of the project may incrementally reduce impacts in a range of issue areas,
such as public services, air quality, utilities, and transportation. However, as discussed in this Initial Study, the
proposed project’s impacts would not be significant in these areas. Reducing the project size would not be
required, as no significant impacts or no significant impacts requiring mitigation have been identified.

No Action Alternative: If the project were not implemented, the project site could continue to serve as an
underutilized lot that is undeveloped.

9.0 INITIAL REVIEW OF PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH
APPLICABLE SUBDIVISION, ZONING AND
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN REQUIREMENTS

Government Code Section 53090 exempts government projects from the requirements of general or community
plan regulations, and zoning regulations.

10.0 RECOMMENDATION BY STAFF
On the basis of the Initial Study, the Lead Agency:

Finds that the proposed project WILL NOT have a significant effect on the environment and,
therefore, recommends that a Negative Declaration (ND) be prepared.

J Finds that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures incorporated
into the REVISED PROJECT DESCRIPTION would successfully mitigate the potentially
significant impacts. Staff recommends the preparation of an ND. The ND finding is based on
the assumption that mitigation measures will be acceptable to the applicant, if not acceptable a
revised Initial Study finding for the preparation of an MND may result.

Finds that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and
recommends that an EIR be prepared.

Finds that from existing documents (previous EIRs, etc.) that a subsequent document
(containing updated and site-specific information, etc.) pursuant to CEQA Sections
15162/15163/15164 should be prepared.
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Potentially significant unavoidable adverse impact areas: None

J With Public Hearing P®ithout Public Hearing
‘ sM 3/30/2023 | 9:41 AM PDT
PROJECT EVALUATOR:___ Shane Mahan DATE:

11.0 DETERMINATION BY ENVIRONMENTAL HEARING OFFICER

J I agree with staff conclusions. Preparation of the appropriate document may proceed.
I DO NOT agree with staff conclusions. The following actions will be taken:
I requj nsutetbon and further information prior to making my determination.
\ ﬁw 3/30/2023 | 1:39 PM PDT
SIGNATURE: Paﬁqd“ 05‘:!, DRAFT MND DATE:

FraEtHErrRetEs

Patrick Zuroske, GS Assistant Director

12.0 ATTACHMENTS
A. Figures

B. Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas
Modeling

C. Energy Demand Calculations
D. Noise Modeling and Calculations



