RESOLUTION NO. 09-59

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GOLETA,
CALIFORNIA APPROVING VARIOUS ACTIONS RELATED TO AND
INCLUDING THE TRACK 3 AMENDMENTS TO THE GOLETA GENERAL
PLAN / COASTAL LAND USE PLAN (CASE NO. 07-202-GPA)

WHEREAS, at a duly noticed public hearing held on September 20, 2006, the
Planning Agency. recommended to the City Council adoption of findings and a
Statement of Overriding Considerations and certification of the Goleta General
Plan/Coastal Land Use Plan Final Environmental Impact Report [SCH #2005031151]
(2006 Final EIR"), pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA”),
California Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq., and the CEQA Guidelines,
Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3 of the California Code of Regulations, via Resolution No.
' PA-06-09 and adoption of the Goleta General Plan/Coastal Land Use Plan (*“GP/CLUP")
via Resolution No. PA-06-10; and

WHEREAS, at a duly noticed public hearing held on October 2, 2006, the City
Council adopted findings and a Statement of Overriding Considerations and certified the
2006 Final EIR, pursuant to CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, via Resolution No. 06-37
and adopted the GP/CLUP via Resolution No. 06-38; and

WHEREAS, on March 5, 2007, the City Council authorized staff to conduct a
process for reopening the GP/CLUP, to consider suggested amendments by staff, the
public-at-large, land owners, developers and special interest groups; and

WHEREAS, on April 16, July 16, and August 6, 2007, the City Council conducted
public hearings to initiate and authorize a General Plan Amendment Work Program
involving five interrelated components or tracks to amend the GP/CLUP, including Track
1 Housing Element Revisions, Track 2 Minor Revisions, Track 3 Substantive Revisions,
Track 4 Project Specific Amendments, and Track 5 Sphere of Influence Revisions; and

WHEREAS, in September and October 2007, in support and furtherance of the
various tracks under the General Plan Amendment Work Program, the City hosted a
series of seven public meetings and workshops; and

WHEREAS, City staff, with the assistance of ICF Jones & Stokes, Inc., under
contract to the City, engaged in an analysis of each of the individual City-initiated tracks
for amending the GP/CLUP, which included a review of the considerable administrative
record that emerged from the many public workshops held in September and October
2007, including nearly 1,500 work station comments, 75 oral testimonies and
approximately 200 written comments; and

WHEREAS, on January 17 and 29, 2008 the City Council held special public
hearings to review and act on staff's determinations and recommendations pertaining to
the continued processing of the GP/CLUP amendments assigned to Tracks 2 and 3;
and

WHEREAS, subsequent to the January 2008 hearings, various amendments to
the GP/CLUP consistent with the General Plan Amendment Work Program under
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Tracks 1, 2, and 4, as well as the related CEQA addenda to the 2006 Final EIR, were
completed and adopted by the City Council via resolution; and

WHEREAS, in response to City Council direction received at the January 17 and
29, 2008 public hearings, environmental review was conducted by ICF Jones & Stokes,
Inc. of the initially proposed Track 3 Substantive Revisions to the GP/CLUP; and

WHEREAS, as a result of the environmental review, it was determined that the
initially proposed Track 3 Substantive Revisions were subject to CEQA, that one or
more significant effects on the environment not discussed in the 2006 Final EIR may
occur, and that since the additional environmental analysis required did not require
major revisions to the 2006 Final EIR, preparation of a supplemental environmental
impact report to the 2006 Final EIR would be the appropriate and required CEQA
document pursuant to Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, the Draft Supplemental EIR was prepared by ICF Jones & Stokes,
Inc. in full compliance with CEQA, CEQA Guidelines, and the City Environmental
Review Guidelines and was released on January 29, 2009; and

WHEREAS, the Final Supplemental EIR was prepared by ICF Jones & Stokes,
Inc. in full compliance with CEQA, CEQA Guidelines, and the City Environmental
Review Guidelines and was released on July 9, 2009, more than ten (10) days prior to
consideration of the initially proposed Track 3 Substantive Revisions by the Planning
Commission; and

WHEREAS, the Draft and Final Supplemental EIR (collectively the
“Supplemental EIR”") provide the environmental analysis of the initially proposed Track 3
Substantive Revisions to the GP/CLUP; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission conducted duly noticed public hearings on
July 27, August 24, September 10, and October 8, 2009, regarding the initially proposed
Track 3 Substantive Revisions, at which time all interested persons were given an
opportunity to be heard; and

WHEREAS, following receipt of public comment at the noticed public hearings,
the Planning Commission gave direction for changes to be incorporated into the initially
proposed Track 3 Substantive Revisions to the GP/CLUP; and

WHEREAS, in response to the Planning Commission’s recommended changes
to the initially proposed Track 3 Substantive Revisions, staff proceeded with
environmental review of the Planning Commission’s recommended changes, and
determined that the Planning Commission’s recommended changes were subject to
CEQA and that since the additional environmental analysis required only minor
technical changes or additions to the 2006 Final EIR and the Supplemental EIR,
preparation of an addendum to the Supplemental EIR would be the appropriate and
required CEQA document pursuant to Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, ICF Jones & Stokes, Inc. began to prepare the Addendum to the

Supplemental EIR in full compliance with CEQA, CEQA Guidelines, and the City
Environmental Review Guidelines; and
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WHEREAS, because some of the Planning Commission’'s recommended
changes to the initially proposed Track 3 Substantive Revisions were not supported by
staff, the Addendum provides the environmental analysis of both the Planning
Commission’'s recommended changes to the initially proposed Track 3 Substantive
Revisions in their entirety, as well as the Planning Commission's recommended
changes to the initially proposed Track 3 Substantive Revisions excluding those
changes not supported by staff; and

WHEREAS, on October 8, 2009, the Planning Commission adopted Resolution
09-11, thereby recommending to the City Council certification of the Supplemental EIR
and Addendum and adoption of the initially proposed Track 3 Substantive Revisions as
changed by the Planning Commission, including those changes not supported by staff;
and

WHEREAS, the Addendum to the Supplemental EIR, as amended according to
the Planning Commission’s recommended changes to the initially proposed Track 3
Substantive Revisions made on October 8, 2009, was completed on October 16, 2009;
and

WHEREAS, the Track 3 Substantive Revisions to the GP/CLUP set forth in the
attached Exhibit 1 are the initially proposed Track 3 Substantive Revisions as changed
by the Planning Commission, excluding those changes not supported by staff; and

WHEREAS, under CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines and as referenced below,
the “project” shall mean the GP/CLUP as revised by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions;
and

WHEREAS, the City Council conducted a duly noticed public hearing on
November 3, 2009, which was continued to November 17, 2009, at which time all
interested persons were given an opportunity to be heard; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered the entire administrative record,
including staff reports, the 2006 Final EIR, subsequent CEQA Addenda under Tracks 1,
2, and 4, the Supplemental EIR, the Addendum to the Supplemental EIR, the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program, the recommendation of the Planning Commission,
and oral and written testimony from interested persons.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
GOLETA AS FOLLOWS: '

SECTION 1. Recitals

The City Council hereby finds and determines that the foregoing recitals, which
are incorporated herein by reference, are true and correct.

SECTION 2. CEQA Findings; Certification of the Supplemental EIR and-
Addendum

The City Council certifies that, pursuant to CEQA and Section 15090 of the
CEQA Guidelines, the Supplemental EIR and Addendum, available pursuant to
Section 6 below and incorporated herein by reference, have been prepared in
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compliance with the requirements of CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; the City
Council has been presented and has reviewed and considered the 2006 Final
EIR as revised by subsequent CEQA addenda under Tracks 1, 2, and 4, the
Supplemental EIR, and the Addendum to the Supplemental EIR; and the 2006
Final EIR, subsequent CEQA addenda under Tracks 1, 2, and 4, the
Supplemental EIR and the Addendum, as a whole, reflect the independent
judgment and analysis of the City, as the lead agency.

The City Council finds that, pursuant to CEQA and Section 15091 of the CEQA
Guidelines, changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into,
the project, which avoid or substantially lessen to the maximum extent feasible
the significant environmental effects identified in the 2006 Final EIR as revised by
subsequent CEQA addenda under Tracks 1, 2, and 4, the Supplemental EIR and
the Addendum to the Supplemental EIR. The City Council finds that, pursuant to
CEQA and Section 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, certain unavoidable
environmental effects of the project exist due to specific economic, social, and
other considerations that make the mitigation measures and/or project
alternatives infeasible as identified in the 2006 Final EIR as revised by
subsequent CEQA addenda under Tracks 1, 2, and 4, the Supplemental EIR and
the Addendum to the Supplemental EIR. The City Council finds that, pursuant to
CEQA and Sections 15092 and 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines, the unavoidable
adverse environmental effects of the project are acceptable due to specific
economic, social, and other benefits of the project that outweigh these
unavoidable adverse environmental effects. The specific findings and reasons
supporting the foregoing are set forth in the Findings and Statement of Overriding
Considerations, attached as Exhibit 2 and incorporated herein by reference,
which amends the Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations for the
2006 Final EIR adopted via Resolution 06-37.

The City Council further finds that the foregoing is supported by substantial
evidence in the record. Pursuant to CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, the City
Council hereby certifies the Supplemental EIR and Addendum and adopts the
foregoing findings and the Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations
set forth in Exhibit 2.

SECTION 3. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Public Resources Code Section 21081.6 and Section 15097 of the CEQA
Guidelines require that the City prepare and adopt a mitigation monitoring and
reporting program for the monitoring and reporting of the changes to the project
which were imposed in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the
environment. Pursuant to Section 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines, where the
project is the adoption or amendment of a general plan, the mitigation monitoring
and reporting program may consist of the policies and other mitigation measures
included in the plan. Therefore, the policies and implementation actions identified
in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in the GP/CLUP constitute the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (“MMRP”) for the GP/CLUP adopted via
Resolution 06-37. The MMRP includes the procedures for mitigation monitoring
for each policy and implementation action. The policies and implementation
actions of the MMRP .will be monitored as part of the City’s requirement under
Government Code Section 65400, which requires the City to submit an annual
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report to the City Council regarding the status of the GP/CLUP and progress on
its implementation. :

Pursuant to the Supplemental EIR and Addendum, as these revise the 2006
Final EIR, the City Council hereby adopts the MMRP as updated to reflect the
addition of one new implementation action of the GP/CLUP, Mitigation Measure
AQ-1 resulting from changes in State regulatory requirements and the new
Cumulative Greenhouse Gas Emissions impact (Impact 3.3-7), as set forth in the
Supplemental EIR and incorporated into the project as Implementation Action
CE-IA-5 Preparation of a Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan as shown in Exhibit 1.

SECTION 4. Track 3 Substantive Revisions to the GP/CLUP

The City Council finds that the Track 3 Substantive Revisions to the GP/CLUP,
attached as Exhibit 1 and incorporated herein by reference, are in the public
interest pursuant to.Section 65358 of the Government Code, supporting findings
and the reasons for which are attached as Exhibit 3 and incorporated herein by
reference. The Track 3 Substantive Revisions as set forth in Exhibit 1 are duly
noted by underline and strikethroughs. The City Council hereby adopts the
foregoing finding, the findings set forth in Exhibit 3 and the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions to the GP/CLUP as set forth in Exhibit 1.

SECTION 5. Consiétency with the Coastal Act

The City Council hereby finds and determines that the GP/CLUP as revised by
the Track 3 Substantive Revisions is consistent with the California Coastal Act of
1976, Public Resources Code Sections 30000 et seq., according to the
'supporting findings and reasons set forth in the attached Exhibit 4, which is
incorporated herein by reference.

SECTION 6. Notice of Determination

The City Council :hereby dirécts that the City’'s Director of Planning and
Environmental Services, or his designee, shall file a Notice of Determination with
the County Clerk of the County of Santa Barbara within five (5) days of the date
of this resolution in accordance with the provisions of Public Resources Code
Section 21152 and Section 15094 of the CEQA Guidelines.

SECTION 7. Documents

The documents and other materials which constitute the record of proceedings
upon which this decision is based, are in the custody of the City Clerk, City of
Goleta, 130 Cremona Drive, Suite B, _Goleta, California, 93117.

SECTION 8. Certification

The City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this resolution.
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PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 17" day of November, 2009.

o

i Ty
KOGER S. ACEVES, MAYOR

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

( gz, ia % oy ?m@) Y oA
EBORAH CONSTANTINO TIMW. GILES
CITY CLERK CITY ATTORNEY

November 17. 2009 Page 6 Resolution No. 09-59



STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA ) ss
CITY OF GOLETA )

[, Deborah Constantino, City Clerk of the City of Goleta, do hereby certify that the
foregoing Resolution No.09-59 was adopted by the City Council at a regular meeting
held the 17" day of November 2009, by the following vote:

AYES: MAYOR ACEVES, MAYOR PRO ONNEN, COUNCILMEMBERS,
BENNETT, CONNELL AND EASTON.

NOES: NONE
ABSENT: NONE

ABSTAIN: NONE

(SEAL)

DEBORAH CONSTANTINO,
CITY CLERK
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Goleta General Plan/Coastal Land Use Plan Track 3 Substantive Revisions

Exhibit 1

Track 3 Substantive Revisions
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Goleta General Plan/Coastal Land Use Plan

Track 3 Substantive Revisions

Policy ID #

Policy Text in Adopted General Plan

Amendment"

LU-1A-2

CE Table
4-2

LU-IA-2 Update of Goleta Growth Management
Ordinance. The existing growth management ordinance
may need to be amended to conform to the provisions of
this plan. The ordinance may be codified as part of the new
zoning code.

Time period: 2006 to 2007

Responsible parties: Planning and Environmenta! Services
Department, Planning Commission, and City Council.

Conservation Element Table 4-2 Summary of
Environmentally Sensitive Habitats

Note: Renumber remaining Implementation Actions (LU-IA-
3, -4, -5, -6, and -7) accordingly. Also, change the
Implementation Action Summary Tab located at the back of
the General Plan/Coastal Land Use Plan to reﬂect the
removal of this action item.

Change Table 4-2 to include coastal bluff scrub as a
significant native plant community and to add the word
“designated” before reference to coastal beaches and bluffs
and before the reference to Planning Area. Update to reflect
proposed CE 1.2 amendments. This additional change
identifies ESHA locations in Table 4-2 as examples only.

CE
Figure
4-1

Conservation Element Figure 4-1 Special-Status Species
and Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas.

Change Figure 4-1 to reflect the correct raptor/butterfly
ESHA along Comstock Homes northern and western
boundary consistent with the Comstock Homes FEIR;
identify Old San Jose Creek with a creek pattern; and
correct ESHA designation from “Riparian/Marsh/Vernal
Pool” to "Native Upland Woodlands/Savannah” for parcels
069-090-050, 069-380-001, 069-380-003, 069-380-004,
069-391-001, 069-391-002, 069-391-006, 069-391-007,
069-391-008, 069-401-001, 069-401-002, 069-401-003,
069-401-013, 069-401-016, 069-401-017.

CE1.1

CE 1.1 Definition of Environmentally Sensitive
Habitat Areas. [GP/CP] ESHAs shall include, but are not
limited to, any areas that through professional biological
evaluation are determined to meet the following criteria:

a. Any area in which plant or animal life or their habitats
are either rare or especially valuable because of their
special nature or role in an ecosystem and that could
be easily disturbed or degraded by human activities
and developments.

b.  Any area that includes habitat for species and plant
communities recognized as threatened or endangered
by the state or federal governments; plant communities
recognized by the State of California (in the Terrestrial
Natural Communities Inventory) as restricted in
distribution and very threatened; and those habitat
types of limited distribution recognized to be of
particular habitat value, including wetlands, riparian
vegetation, eucalyptus groves associated with
monarch butterfly roosts, cak woodlands, and
savannas.

¢. Any area that has been previously designated as an
ESHA by a competent authority.

CE 1.1 Definition of Environmentally Sensitive
Habitat Areas. [GP/CP] ESHAs shall include, but are not
limited to, any areas that through professional biclogical
evaluation are determined to meet the following criteria:

a, Any area in which plant or animal life or their habitats
are either rare or especially valuable because of their
special nature or role in an ecosystem and that could
be easily disturbed or degraded by human activities
and developments.

b. Any area that includes habitat for species and plant
communities recognized as threatened or endangered
by the state or federal governments; plant communities
recognized by the State of California (in the Terrestrial
Natural Communities inventory) as restricted in
distribution and very threatened; and those habitat
types of limited distribution recognized to be of
particular habitat value, including wetlands, riparian
vegetation, eucalyptus groves associated with
monarch butterfly roosts, oak woodlands, and
savannas.

c. Any area that has been previously designated as an
ESHA by the California Coastal Commission, the
California Department of Fish and Game, City of
Goleta, or other agency with jurisdiction over the

designated area a-cormpetent-autherity.
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Goleta General Plan/Coastal Land Use Plan

Track 3 Substantive Revisions

Policy ID# | Policy Text in Adopted General Plan Amendment"

CE1.2 CE1.2 Designation of Environmentally Sensitive CE1.2 Designation of Environmentally Sensitive
Habitat Areas. [GP/CP] ESHAs in Goleta are generally Habitat Areas. [GP/CP] ESHAs in Goleta are generally
shown in Figure 4-1, and Table 4-2 provides a summary of shown in Figure 4-1, and Table 4-2 provides examples a
the ESHAs and examples of each. The provisions of this summary-of the ESHAs and some locations examples of
policy shall apply to all designated ESHAs. ESHAs include each. The provisions of this policy shall apply to all
the following resources: designated ESHAs. ESHAs generally include_but are not
a. Creek and riparian areas. limited to the following reseurces:

b. Wetlands, such as vernal pools. a. Creek and riparian areas.
c. Coastal dunes, lagoons or estuaries, and coastal b.  Wetlands, such as vernal pools.
bluffs. c. Coastal dunes, lagoons or estuaries, and coastal
d. Beach and shoreline habitats. bluffs/coastal bluff scrub.
e. Marine habitats. d. Beach and shoreline habitats.
f.  Coastal sage scrub and chaparral. e. Marine habitats.
g. Native woodlands and savannahs, including oak f.  Coastal sage scrub and chaparral.
woodlands. g. Native woodlands and savannahs, including oak
h. Native grassland. woodlands.
i.  Monarch butterfly aggregation sites, including h.  Native grassland.
autumnal and winter roost sites, and related habitat i.  Monarch butterfly aggregation sites, including
areas. autumnal and winter roost sites, and related habitat
j.  Beach and dune areas that are nesting and foraging areas.
locations for the western snowy plover. j- Beach and dune areas that are nesting and foraging
k. Nesting and roosting sites and related habitat areas for locations for the western snowy plover.
various species of raptors. k.  Nesting and roosting sites and related habitat areas for
I.  Other habitat areas for species of wildlife or plants various species of raptors.
designated as rare, threatened, or endangered under . Other habitat areas for species of wildlife or plants
state or federal law. designated as rare, threatened, or endangered under
m. Any other habitat areas that are rare or especially state or federal faw.
valuable from a local, regional, or statewide m. Any other habitat areas that are rare or especially
perspective. valuable from a local, regional, or statewide
perspective.

CE15 CE 1.5 Corrections to Map of ESHAs. [GP/CP] If asite- | CE1.5 Corrections to Map of ESHAs. [GP/CP] If a site-
specific biological study contains substantial evidence that specific biological study contains substantial evidence that
an area previously shown as an ESHA on Figure 4-1 does an area previously shown as an ESHA on Figure 4-1 does
not contain habitat that meets the definition of an ESHA for not contain habitat that meets the definition of an ESHA for
reasons other than that set forth in CE 1.4, the City biologist | reasons other than that set forth in CE 1.4, the City biologist
and the Planning Commission shall-review all available and the Planning Commission shall review all available
information and determine if the area in question should no information and determine if the area in question should no
longer be considered an ESHA and therefore not be subject | longer be considered an ESHA and therefore not be subject
to the ESHA protection policies of this plan. If the final to the ESHA protection policies of this plan. If the final
decision-making body determines that the area is not an decision-making body determines that the area is not an
ESHA, a map modification shall be included in the next ESHA, a map modification shall be included in the next
Coastal Land Use Plan amendment; however, Local General Plan/ Coastal Land Use Plan amendment;

Coastal Program policies and standards for protection of however, Local Coastal Program policies and standards for
ESHAs shall not apply, and approval of development protection of ESHAs shall not apply, and approval of
consistent with all other requirements of this plan may be development consistent with all other requirements of this
considered prior to the map revision. plan may be considered prior to the map revision.

CES5.1 CE 51 Designation of ESHAs. [GP/CP] The following CE 5.1 Designation of Other Terrestrial ESHAs.

habitats, which are not specifically included in other policies,
are hereby designated ESHAs:

a. Native grasslands.

b. Coastal sage scrub and chaparral.

[GP/CP] The following habitats, which are not specifically
included in other policies, are hereby designated ESHAs:
a. Native grasslands.

b.  Coastal bluff scrub, coastal sage-scrub and chaparral.
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Goleta General Plan/Coastal Land Use Plan

Track 3 Substantive Revisions

Policy ID #

Policy Text in Adopted General Plan

Amendment"

CE 1.6

CE1.6
protected against significant disruption of habitat values,
and only uses or development dependent on and
compatible with maintaining such resources shall be
allowed within ESHAs or their buffers. The following shall
apply:

a.

Protection of ESHAs. [GP/CP] ESHAs shall be

No development, except as otherwise allowed by this
element, shall be allowed within ESHAs.

A setback or buffer separating all permitted
development from an adjacent ESHA shall be required
and shall have a minimum width as set forth in
subsequent policies of this element. The purpose of
such setbacks shall be to prevent any degradation of
the ecological functions provided by the habitat area.

Public accessways and trails are considered resource-
dependent uses and may be located within or adjacent
to ESHAs. These uses shall be sited to avoid or
minimize impacts on the resource to the maximum
extent feasible. Measures—such as signage,
placement of boardwalks, and limited fencing or other
barriers—shall be implemented as necessary to
protect ESHAs.

The following uses and development may be allowed
in ESHAs or ESHA buffers only where there are no
feasible, less environmentally damaging alternatives
and will be subject to requirements for mitigation
measures to avoid or lessen impacts to the maximum
extent feasible: 1) public road crossings, 2) utility lines,
3) resource restoration and enhancement projects, 4)
nature education, and 5) biological research.

If the provisions herein would result in any legal parcel
created prior to the date of this plan being made
unusable in its entirety for any purpose allowed by the
land use plan, exceptions to the foregoing may be
made to allow a reasonable economic use of the
parcel. This use shall not exceed a development
footprint of 20 percent of the parcel area and shali be
subject to approval of a conditional use permit.
Alternatively, the City may establish a program to allow
transfer of development rights for such parcels to
receiving parcels that have areas suitable for and are
designated on the Land Use Plan map for the
appropriate type of use and development.

Any land use, construction, grading, or removal of
vegetation that is not listed above is prohibited.

CE 1.6
protected against significant disruption of habitat values,
and only uses or development dependent on and
compatible with maintaining such resources shall be
allowed within ESHAs or their buffers. The following shall
apply: .

a.

Protection of ESHAs. [GP/CP] ESHAs shall be

No development, except as otherwise allowed by this
element, shall be allowed within ESHAs_and/or ESHA
buffers.

A setback or buffer separating all permitted
development from an adjacent ESHA shall be required
and shall have a minimum width as set forth in
subsequent policies of this element. The purpose of
such setbacks shall be to prevent any degradation of
the ecological functions provided by the habitat area.

Public accessways and trails are considered resource-
dependent uses and may be located within or adjacent
to ESHAs. These uses shall be sited to avoid or
minimize impacts on the resource to the maximum
extent feasible. Measures—such as signage,
placement of boardwalks, and limited fencing or other
barriers—shall be implemented as necessary to
protect ESHAs.

The following uses and development may be allowed
in ESHAs or ESHA buffers only where there are no
feasible, less environmentally damaging alternatives
and will be subject to requirements for mitigation
measures to avoid or lessen impacts to the maximum
extent feasible: 1) public road crossings, 2) utility lines,
3) resource restoration and enhancement projects, 4)
nature education, and-5) biological research, and 6)
Public Works projects as identified in the Capital
Improvement Plan, only where there are no feasible
less environmentally damaging alternatives.

If the provisions herein would result in any legal parcel
created prior to the date of this plan being made
unusable in its entirety for any purpose allowed by the
land use plan, exceptions to the foregoing may be
made to allow a reasonable economic use of the
parcel. Fhi

Alternatively, the City may establish a program to allow
transfer of development rights for such parcels to
receiving parcels that have areas suitable for and are
designated on the Land Use Plan map for the
appropriate type of use and development.

. o et e rohibilad
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Goleta General Plan/Coastal Land Use Plan

Track 3 Substantive Revisions

Policy ID# | Policy Text in Adopted General Plan

Amendment"

CE 5.3 CE 5.3 Protection of Coastal Sage Scrub and
Chaparral. [GP/CP] In addition to the provisions of Policy
CE 1, the following standards shall apply:

a. For purposes of this policy, existing coastal sage scrub
is defined as a drought-tolerant, Mediterranean habitat
characterized by soft-leaved, shallow-rooted
subshrubs such as California sagebrush (Arfemisia
californica), coyote bush (Baccharis pilularis), and
California encelia (Encelia californica). 1t is found at
lower elevations in both coastal and interior areas
where moist maritime air penetrates inland. Chaparral
is composed mainly of fire- and drought-adapted
woody, evergreen, shrubs and generally occupies hills
and lower mountain slopes.

b. To the maximum extent feasible, development shali
avoid impacts to coastal sage scrub and chaparral
habitats that would destroy, isolate, interrupt, or cause
a break in continuous habitat that would (1) disrupt
associated bird and animal movement patterns and
seed dispersal, and (2) increase erosion and
sedimentation impacts to nearby creeks or drainages.

c. Impacts to coastal sage scrub and chaparral habitats
shall be minimized by providing at least a 25-foot
buffer restored with native species around the
perimeter of the delineated habitat area.

d. Removal of nonnative and invasive exotic species shall
be allowed; revegetation shall be with plants or seeds
collected within the same watershed whenever
feasible.

CE1.9 CE 1.9 Standards Applicable to Development
Projects. [GP/CP] The following standards shall apply to
consideration of developments within or adjacent to ESHAs:

a. Site designs shall preserve wildlife corridors or habitat
networks. Corridors shall be of sufficient width to
protect habitat and dispersal zones for small
mammals, amphibians, reptiles, and birds.

b. Land divisions for parcels within or adjacent to an
ESHA shall only be allowed if each new lot being
created, except for open space lots, is capable of
being developed without building in any ESHA or
ESHA buffer and without any need for impacts to
ESHAs related to fuel modification for fire safety
purposes.

c. Site plans and landscaping shall be designed to
protect ESHAs. Landscaping, screening, or vegetated
buffers shall retain, salvage, and/or reestablish
vegetation that supports wildlife habitat whenever
feasible. Development within or adjacent to wildlife

CE 5.3 Protection of gg_a_siaﬂﬂﬁ_s_g&gpoastal
Sage Scrub, and Chaparral ESHA. [GP/CP] In addition to
the provisions of Policy CE 1, the following standards shalf
apply:

a. For purposes of this policy, existing-coastal bluff scrub is
defined as scrub habitat occurring on exposed coastal
bluffs. Example species in bluff scrub habitat include
Brewer's saltbush (Atriplex lentiformis), lemonade berry
(Rhus integrifolia), seashore blight (Suaeda californica),
seacliff buckwheat (Eriogonum parvifolium), California
sagebrush {Artemisia californica), and coyote bush
(Baccharis pilularis). Coastal sage scrub is defined as a
drought-tolerant, Mediterranean habitat characterized by
soft-leaved, shallow-rooted subshrubs such as California
sagebrush (Artemisia californica), coyote bush
(Baccharis pilularis), and California encelia (Encelia
californica). It is found at lower elevations in both coastal
and interior areas where moist maritime air penetrates
inland. Chaparral is defined as compesed-raainly-of fire-
and drought-adapted woody, evergreen; shrubs and
generally occurring on essupies-hills and lower mountain
slopes. The area must have both the compositional and
structural characteristics of coastal bluff scrub, coastal
sage scrub, or chaparral habitat as described in
Preliminary Descriptions of Terrestrial Natural
Communities of California (Holland 1986) or other
classification system recognized by the California
Department of Fish and Game.

b. To the maximum extent feasible, development shall
avoid impacts to coastal bluff scrub, coastal sage scrub,
and or chaparral habitat that is part of a wildlife
movement corridor and the impact would preclude
animal movement or isolate ESHAs previously
connected by the corridor that-would-destroy-iselate;

interruptor-cause-a-break-in-continuous-habitat-that
would- such as (1) disrupting associated bird and animal
movement patterns and seed dispersal, and/or (2)
increasinge erosion and sedimentation impacts to
nearby creeks or drainages.

c. Impacts to_coastal bluff scrub, coastal sage scrub, and
chaparral ESHAs habitats-shall be minimized by
provudlng at least a 25-foot buffer restored with native
species around the perimeter of the ESHA, delineated
habitat-area-unless the activity is allowed under other
CE subpolicies and mitigation is applied per CE 1.7.

d. Removal of nonnative and invasive exotic species shall
pbe allowed; revegetation shall be with plants or seeds
collected within the same watershed whenever feasible.

o Development

Pro;ects [GP/CP] The followmg standards shall apply to

consideration of developments within or adjacent to ESHAs:

a. Site designs shall preserve wildlife corridors or habitat
networks. Corridors shall be of sufficient width to protect
habitat and dispersal zones for small mammals,
amphibians, reptiles, and birds.

b. Land divisions for parcels within or adjacent to an ESHA
shall only be allowed if each new lot being created,
except for open space lots, is capable of being
developed without building in any ESHA or ESHA buffer
and without any need for impacts to ESHAs related to
fuel modification for fire safety purposes.

c. Site plans and landscaping shall be designed to protect
ESHAs. Landscaping, screening, or vegetated buffers
shall retain, salvage, and/or reestablish vegetation that
supports wildlife habitat whenever feasible.
Development within or adjacent to wildlife habitat
networks shall incorporate design techniques that
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habitat networks shall incorporate design techniques
that protect, support, and enhance wildlife habitat
values. Planting of nonnative, invasive species shall
not be allowed in ESHAs and buffer areas adjacent to
ESHAs.

d.  All new development shall be sited and designed so as
to minimize grading, alteration of natural landforms and
physical features, and vegetation clearance in order to
reduce or avoid soil erosion, creek siltation, increased
runoff, and reduced infiltration of stormwater and to
prevent net increases in baseline flows for any
receiving water body.

e. Lightand glare from new development shall be
controlled and directed away from wildlife habitats.
Exterior night lighting shall be minimized, restricted to
low intensity fixtures, shielded, and directed away from
ESHAs.

f.  Inorder to minimize adverse impacts related to fish
and wildlife habitat conservation areas and noise,
noise levels from new development should not exceed
an exterior noise level of 60 Ldn (day-night noise level)
at the habitat site. During construction, noise levels
may exceed these levels when it can be demonstrated
that significant adverse impacts on wildlife can be
avoided or will be temporary.

g. All new development shall be sited and designed to
minimize the need for fue! modification, or weed
abatement, for fire safety in order to preserve native
and/or nonnative supporting habitats. Development
shall use fire-resistant materials and incorporate
alternative measures, such as firewalls and
landscaping techniques, that will reduce or avoid fuel
modification activities.

h.  The timing of grading and construction activities shall
be controlled to minimize potential disruption of wildlife
during critical time periods such as nesting or breeding
seasons.

i.  Grading, earthmoving, and vegetation clearance
adjacent to an ESHA shall be prohibited during the
rainy season, generally from November 1 to March 31,
except where necessary to protect or enhance the
ESHA itself. An exception to this prohibition may be
allowed if these actions are necessary to remediate
hazardous flooding or geologic conditions that
endanger public health and safety.

j. In areas that are not adjacent to ESHAs, where

grading may be allowed during the rainy season,
erosion control measures such as sediment basins, silt
fencing, sandbagging, and installation of geofabrics
shall be implemented prior to and concurrent with all
grading operations.

—

protect, support, and enhance wildlife habitat values.
Planting of nonnative, invasive species shall not be
allowed in ESHAs and buffer areas adjacent to ESHAs.

All new development shall be sited and designed so as
to minimize grading, alteration of natural landforms and
physical features, and vegetation clearance in order to
reduce or avoid soil erosion, creek siltation, increased
runoff, and reduced infiltration of stormwater and to
prevent net increases in baseline flows for any receiving
water body.

Light and glare from new development shall be
controlied and directed away from wildlife habitats.
Exterior night lighting shall be minimized, restricted to
low intensity fixtures, shielded, and directed away from
ESHAs.

All new development should minimize potentially
significant noise impacts on special-status species in

adjacent ESHAs. In-erderto-minimize-adverse-impasts
ated to fist | wildlife_habi .

and-noise, noise e..els “e.' -Rew-development ot o4 d
“B.E e;slseedl an el;“el lel .' gl se 'eE.el N 60-Ldn (ela) "' 5 '.t
levels-may-exceed-theselevels-whenit canbe

L4 i I h el
All new development shall be sited and designed to
minimize the need for fuel modification, or weed
abatement, for fire safety in order to preserve native
and/or nonnative supporting habitats. Development shall
use fire-resistant materials and incorporate alternative
measures, such as firewalls and landscaping
techniques, that will reduce or avoid fuel modification
activities.

The timing of grading and construction activities shall be -
controlled to minimize potential disruption of wildlife
during critical time periods such as nesting or breeding
seasons.

Grading, earthmoving, and vegetation clearance
adjacent to an ESHA shall be prohibited during the rainy
season, generally from November 1 to March 31, except
as follows: 1) where erosion control measures such as
sediment basins, silt fencing, sandbagging, or
installation of geofabrics have been incorporated into the
project and approved in advance by the City; 2) where
necessary to protect or enhance the ESHA itself;_or 3)-

actions-are-where necessary to remediate hazardous
flooding or geologic conditions that endanger public
health and safety.

In areas that are not adjacent to ESHAs, where grading
may be allowed during the rainy season, erosion control
measures such as sediment basins, silt fencing,
sandbagging, and installation of geofabrics shall be
implemented prior to and concurrent with all grading
operations.
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CE 2.2

CE 2.2 Streamside Protection Areas. [GP/CP] A
streamside protection area (SPA) is hereby established
along both sides of the creeks identified in Figure 4-1. The
purpose of the designation shall be to preserve the SPAin a
natural state in order to protect the associated riparian
habitats and ecosystems. The SPA shall include the creek
channel, wetlands and/or riparian vegetation related to the
creek hydrology, and an adjacent upland buffer area. The
width of the SPA upland buffer shall be as follows:

a. In areas where land has already been fully subdivided
and developed, the SPA upland buffer shall not be less
than 50 feet outward on both sides of the creek,
measured from the top of the bank or the outer limit of
associated wetlands and/or riparian vegetation,
whichever is greater. Exceptions may be allowed in
instances where existing permitted development on a
subject parcel encroaches within the 50-foot buffer,
only if:

(1) there is no feasible alternative siting for the
development that will avoid the SPA;

(2) the new development will not extend into an
ESHA, and the resulting buffer will not be less
than 25 feet; and

(3) the new development will not encroach further into
the SPA than the existing development on the
parcel.

b. In all other instances, the SPA upland buffer shall not
be less than 100 feet outward on both sides of the
creek, measured from the top of the bank or the outer
limit of associated wetlands and/or riparian vegetation,
whichever is greater. If there is no feasible alternative
siting for the development that will avoid the SPA, the
City may consider changing the width of the SPA
upland buffer on a case-by-case basis at the time of
environmental review. Based on a site-specific
assessment, the City may designate portions of an
SPA upland buffer to be less than or greater than 100
feet wide, but not less than 50 feet, only if:

(1) substantial beneficial environmental
improvements to the creek, its SPA, and/or related
ESHAs are to be made as part of the project;

(2) the new development will not extend into an
ESHA, and the resulting buffer will not be less
than 50 feet; and

(3) the project's impacts will not have significant
adverse effects on streamside vegetation or the
biotic quality of the stream.

c. Ifthe provisions above would result in any legal parcel
created prior to the date of this plan being made
unusable in its entirety for any purpose allowed by the
land-use plan, exceptions to the foregoing may be
made to allow a reasonable economic use of the
parcel, subject to approval of a conditional use permit.
(Amended by Reso. 09-30, 5/19/09)

Amendment"

CE 2.2 Streamside Protection Areas. [GP/CP] A
streamside protection area (SPA) is hereby established
along both sides of the creeks identified in Figure 4-1. The
purpose of the designation shall be to preserve the SPA in a
natural state in order to protect the associated riparian
habitats and ecosystems. The SPA shall include the creek
channel, wetlands and/or riparian vegetation related to the
creek hydrology, and an adjacent upland buffer area. The
width of the SPA _upland buffer shall be as follows:
a.
and-developed; Tthe SPA upland buffer shall ret-be
less-than-50 100 feet outward on both sides of the
creek, measured from the top of the bank or the outer
limit of wetlands and/or riparian vegetation, whichever
"is greater._The City may consider increasing or.
decreasing the width of the SPA upland buffer on a
case-by-case basis at the time of environmental
review. The City may allow portions of a SPA upland
buffer to be less than 100 feet wide, but not less than
25 feet wide, based on a site specific assessment if (1)
there is no feasible alternative siting for development
that will avoid the SPA upland buffer; and (2) the
project's impacts will not have significant adverse
effects on streamside vegetation or the biotic quality of
the stream

3yt e ” - . ..ﬁ

ok ity of ]

b-e- If the provisions above would result in any legal parcel
created prior to the date of this plan being made
unusable in its entirety for any purpose allowed by the
land-use plan, exceptions to the foregoing may be
made to allow a reasonable economic use of the

parcel, subject to approval of a conditional use permlt
(Amended by Reso. 09-30, 5/19/09)
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CE23 CE 2.3 Allowable Uses and Activities in Streamside CE 2.3 Allowable Uses and Activities in Streamside
Protection Areas. [GP/CP] The following compatible land Protection Areas. [GP/CP] The following compatible land
uses and activities may be allowed in SPAs, subject to all uses and activities may be allowed in SPAs, subject to all
other policies of this plan, including those requiring other policies of this plan, including those requiring
avoidance or mitigation of impacts: avoidance or mitigation of impacts: ’

a. Agricultural operations, provided they are compatible a. Agricultural operations, provided they are compatible
with preservation of riparian resources. with preservation of riparian resources.

b. Fencing along property boundaries and along SPA b. Fencing_and other access barriers along property
boundaries. : boundaries and along SPA boundaries.

¢. Maintenance of existing roads, driveways, utilities, c. Maintenance of existing roads, driveways, utilities,
structures, and drainage improvements. structures, and drainage improvements.

d. Construction of public road crossings and utilities, d. Construction of public road crossings and utilities,
provided that there is no feasible, less environmentally provided that there is no feasible, less environmentally
damaging alternative. damaging alternative. )

e. Construction and maintenance of foot trails, bicycle e. Construction and maintenance of foot trails, bicycle
paths, and similar low-impact facilities for public paths, and similar low-impact facilities for public
access. access.

f.  Resource restoration or enhancement projects. f.  Resource restoration or enhancement projects.

g. Nature education and research activities. g. Nature education and research activities.

h. Low-impact interpretive and public access signage. h. Low-impact interpretive and public access signage.

Any land use, construction, grading, or removal of i. Other such Public Works projects as identified in the

vegetation that is not listed above is prohibited. Capital Improvement Plan, only where there are no

feasible, less environmentally damaging alternative.
‘ l- ”' . ll. l l, l ., I.I.l I.
CE 25 CE 2.5 Maintenance of Creeks as Natural Drainage CE2.5 Maintenance of Creeks as Natural Drainage

Systems. [GP/CP] Creek banks, creek channels, and
associated riparian areas shall be maintained or restored to
their natural condition wherever such conditions or
opportunities exist. Creeks carry a significant amount of
Goleta's stormwater flows. The following standards shall
apply:
a. The capacity of natural drainage courses shall not be
diminished by development or other activities.

b. Drainage controls and improvements shall be
accomplished with.the minimum vegetation removal
and disruption of the creek and riparian ecosystem that
is necessary to accomplish the drainage objective.

c. Measures to stabilize creek banks, improve flow
capacity, and reduce flooding are allowed but shall not
include installation of new concrete channels, culverts,
or pipes except at street crossings, unless it is
demonstrated that there is no feasible alternative for
improving capacity.

d. Drainage controls in new development shall be required
to minimize erosion, sedimentation, and flood impacts
to creeks. Onsite treatment of stormwater through
retention basins, infiltration, vegetated swales, and
other best management practices (BMPs) shall be
required in order to protect water quality and the
biological functions of creek ecosystems.

e. Alteration of creeks for the purpose of road or driveway
crossings shall be prohibited except where the
alteration is not substantial and there is no other
feasible alternative to provide access to new
development on an existing legal parcel. Creek
crossings shall be accomplished by bridging and shall
be designed to allow the passage of fish and wildlife.
Bridge abutments or piers shall be located outside
creek beds and banks.

Systems. [GP/CP] Creek banks, creek channels, and
associated riparian areas shall be maintained or restored to
their natural condition wherever such conditions or
opportunities exist. Creeks carry a significant amount of '
Goleta's stormwater flows. The following standards shall
apply:
a. The capacity of natural drainage courses shall not be
diminished by development or other activities.

b. Drainage controls and improvements shall be
accomplished with the minimum vegetation removal
and disruption of the creek and riparian ecosystem that
is necessary to accomplish the drainage objective.

c. Measures to stabilize creek banks, improve flow
capacity, and reduce flooding are allowed but shall not
include installation of new concrete channeis, culverts,
or pipes except at street crossings, unless it is
demonstrated that there is no feasible alternative for
improving capacity.

d. Drainage controls in new development shall be required
to minimize erosion, sedimentation, and flood impacts
to creeks. Onsite treatment of stormwater through
retention basins, infiltration, vegetated swales, and
other best management practices (BMPs) shall be
required in order to protect water quality and the
biological functions of creek ecosystems.

e. Alteration of creeks for the purpose of road or driveway
crossings shall be prohibited except where the
alteration is not substantial and there is no other
feasible alternative to provide access to new
development on an existing legal parcel. Creek
crossings shall be accomplished by bridging and shall
be designed to allow the passage of fish and wildlife.
Bridge abutments or piers shall be located outside
creek beds and banks, unless an environmentally
superior alternative exists.
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CE 31 CE 3.1 Definition of Wetlands. [GP/CP] Wetlands are CE 3.1 Definition of Wetlands. [GP/CP] Wetlands are
defined as those areas that are inundated or saturated by defined as_any area that meets the definition of a wetland
surface water or groundwater at a frequency and duration as defined by the California Coastal Commission, California
sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances Department of Fish and Game, and U.S. Fish and Wildlife
do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for Service. The most protective of definitions shall be applied
life in saturated soil conditions. Lands classified as wetlands | and used to determine the boundary of a wetland. The City
generally have one or more of three indicators: (1) a of Goleta uses the identification of a single indicator (soil,
substrate that is predominately undrained hydric soils; (2) at | hydrology, or plants) to determine the boundary of &
least periodically, the land supports a preponderance of wetland. i
plants adapted to moist areas, or hydrophytic plants; or (3) a
surface or subsurface water source that is present for
sufficient periods of time to promote formation of hydric soils
or growth of hydrophytic plant species.

CE 34 CE 3.4 Protection of Wetlands in the Coastal Zone. CE 3.4 Protection of Wetlands in the Coastal Zone.

[CP] The biological productivity and the quality of wetlands
shall be protected and, where feasible, restored. The filling,
diking, or dredging of open coastal waters, wetlands,
estuaries, and lakes is prohibited unless it can be
demonstrated that:

a. There is no feasible, environmentally less damaging
alternative to wettand fill.

b. The extent of the fill is the least amount necessary to
allow development of the permitted use.

c. Mitigation measures have been provided to minimize
adverse environmental effects.

d. The purposes of the fill are limited to: incidental public
services, such as burying cables or pipes; restoration
of wetlands; and nature study, education, or similar
resource-dependent activities.

A wetland buffer of a sufficient size to ensure the biological
integrity and preservation of the wetland shall be required,
but in no case shall wetland buffers be less than 100 feet.
The buffer area shall serve as transitional habitat with native
vegetation and shall provide physical barriers to human
intrusion.

“barriers to human intrusion.

[CP] The biological productivity and the quality of wetlands
shall be protected and; where feasible, restored: in
accordance with the federal and state requlations and
policies that apply to wetlands within the Coastal Zone. Only
uses permitted by the requlating agencies shall be allowed
within wetlands. The filling, diking, or dredging of open
coastal waters, wetlands, estuaries, and lakes is prohibited
unless it can be demonstrated that:

a. There is no feasible, environmentally less damaging
alternative to wetland fill.

b. The extent of the fill is the least amount necessary to
allow development of the permitted use.

c. Mitigation measures have been provided to minimize
adverse environmental effects.

d. The purposes of the fill are limited to: incidental public
services, such as burying cables or pipes; restoration
of wetlands; and nature study, education, or similar
resource-dependent activities.

A wetland buffer of a sufficient size to ensure the biological
integrity and preservation of the wetland shall be required.
Generally the required buffer shall be 100 feet, but in no
case shall wetland buffers be less than 50 100-feet. The
buffer size should take into consideration the type and size
of the development, the sensitivity of the wetland resources
to detrimental edge effects of the development to the
resources, natural features such as topography, the
functions and values of the wetland and the need for upland
transitional habitat. A 100-foot minimum buffer area shall
not be reduced when it serves the functions and values of
slowing and absorbing flood waters for flood and erosion
control, sediment filtration, water purification, and ground
water recharge. The buffer area shall serve as transitional
habitat with native vegetation and shall provide physical
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CE35

CE 9.1

CE 3.5 Protection.of Wetlands Outside the Coastal
Zone [GP]. The biological productivity and the quality of
intand wetlands shall be protected and, where feasible,
restored. The filling of wetlands outside the Coastal Zone is
prohibited unless it can be demonstrated that:

a. The wetland area is small, isolated, not part of a larger
hydrologic system, and generally lacks productive or
functional habitat value.

b.  The extent of the fill is the least amount necessary to
allow reasonable development of a use allowed by the
Land Use Element.

c. Mitigation measures will be provided to minimize
adverse environmental effects, including restoration or
enhancement of habitat values of wetlands at another
location on the site or at another appropriate offsite
location within the City.

A wetland buffer of a sufficient size to ensure the biological
integrity and preservation of the wetland shall be required.
Generally a wetland buffer shall be 100 feet, but in no case
shall a wetland buffer be less than 50 feet. The buffer area
shall serve as transitional habitat with native vegetation and
shall provide physical barriers to human intrusion.

CE 3.5 Protection of Wetlands Outside the Coastal
Zone, [GP]- The biological productivity and the quality of
inland wetlands shall be protected and, where feasible,
restored. The filling of wetlands outside the Coastal Zone is
prohibited unless it can be demonstrated that:

a. The wetland area is small, isolated, not part of a larger
hydrologic system, and generally lacks productlve or
functional habitat value.

b. The extent of the fill is the least amount necessary to
allow reasonable development of a use allowed by the
Land Use Element.

c. Mitigation measures will be provided to minimize
adverse environmental effects, including restoration or
enhancement of habitat values of wetlands at another
location on the site or at another appropriate offsite
location within the City.

A wetland buffer of a sufficient size to ensure the biological
integrity and preservation of the wetland shall be required.
Generally Aa wetland buffer shall be_no 108-feetbutin-ne
case-shall-a-wetland buffer be less than 50 feet. The buffer
size should take into consideration the type and size of the
development, the sensitivity of the wetland resources to
detrimental edge effects of the development to the
resources, natural features such as topography, the
functions and values of the wetland and the need for upland
transitional habitat. The buffer area shall serve as
transitional habitat with native vegetation and shall provide
physical barriers to human intrusion.

The City may prepare and adopt a Tree Protection
Ordinance that addresses standards for: heritage trees;
public right-of-way trees; parking lot shade trees; native
trees; street and parkway trees; and anti-topping.

Time period; 2008

Responsible party: Planning and Environmental Services
Department; Community Services Department

CE 9.1 Definition of Protected Trees. [GP/CP] New CE 9.1 Definition of Protected Trees. [GP/CP] New
development shall be sited and designed to preserve the development shall be sited and designed to preserve the
following species of native trees: oaks (Quercus spp.), following species of native trees: oaks (Quercus spp.),
walnut (Juglans californica), sycamore (Platanus walnut (Juglans californica), sycamore (Platanus
racemosa), cottonwood (Populus spp.), willows (Salix spp.), | racemosa), cottonwood (Populus spp.), willows (Salix spp.),
toyon (Heteromeles arbutifolia), or other native trees that - or other native trees that
are not otherwise protected in ESHAs. are not otherwise protected in ESHAs unless as otherwise
allowed in CE 9.

CE9.3 CE 9.3 Native Oak Woodlands or Savannas. [GP/CP] CE 9.3 Native Oak Woodlands or Savannas. [GP/CP]
Native oak woodlands and savannas are designated as Native oak woodlands and savannas are designated as
ESHAs and shall be preserved and protected. A minimum ESHAs and shall be preserved and protected. A minimum
buffer area 25 feet wide shall be provided around the buffer area shall be established via the implementation of
woodland, measured from the outer extent of the canopy of CE IA—4 Preparatlon of a Tree Protec’uon Ordmance zéieet
the trees or the critical root zone, whichever is greater.

CE-A4 CE-IA-4 Preparation of a Tree Protection Ordinance. CE-lIA-4 Preparation of a Tree Protection Ordinance.

The City_shall may prepare and adopt a Tree Protection
Ordinance that addresses standards, for example: heritage
trees; public right-of-way trees; parking lot shade trees;
native trees; protective buffer widths for native trees, tree
protection zones, mitigation ratios, street and parkway
trees; and anti-topping.

Time period: 20082010

Responsible party: Planning and Environmental Services
Department; Community Services Department
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Where the removal of mature native trees cannot be
avoided through the implementation of project alternatives
or where development encroaches into the protected zone:
and could threaten the continued viability of the tree(s),
mitigation measures shall include, at a minimum, the
planting of replacement trees on site, if suitable area exists
on the subject site, at a ratio of 10 replacement trees for
every one tree removed. Where onsite mitigation is not
feasible, offsite mitigation shall be provided by planting of
replacement trees at a site within the same watershed. If the
tree removal occurs at a site within the Coastal Zone, any
offsite mitigation area shall also be located within the
Coastal Zone. Minimum sizes for various species of
replacement trees shall be established by ordinance.
Mitigation sites shall be monitored for a period of 5 years.
The City may require replanting of trees that do not survive.

CE 10.3 Incorporation of Best Management Practices .
for Stormwater Management [GP/CP]: New development
shall be designed to minimize impacts to water quality from
increased runoff volumes and discharges of pollutants from
non-point sources to the maximum extent feasible
consistent with the requirements and standards of the
Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board. Post
construction structural BMPs shall be designed to treat,
infiltrate, or filter stormwater runoff in accordance with the
City’s Stormwater Management Program. Examples of
BMPs include the following:

a. Retention and detention basins;

b. Vegetated swales;

c. Infiltration galleries or injection wells;

d. Use of permeable paving materials;

e. Mechanical devices such as oil-water separators and

filters;

f. Revegetation of graded or disturbed areas;

g. Other measures that are promoted by the Central Coast
Regional Water Quality Control Board and those
described in the BMP report of the Bay Area Association
of Stormwater Management Agencies.

Policy ID # | Policy Text in Adopted General Plan Amendment"

CE94 CE 9.4 Tree Protection Standards. [GP/CP] The CE 9.4 Tree Protection Standards. [GP/CP] The
following impacts to native trees and woodlands shall be following impacts to native trees and woodiands should
avoided in the design of projects except where no other shall be avoided in the design of projects except-where-ne
feasible alternative exists: 1) removal of native trees; 2) other-feasible-alternative-exists: 1) removal of native trees;
fragmentation of habitat; 3) removal of understory; 4) 2) fragmentation of habitat; 3) removal of understory; 4)
disruption of the canopy, and 5) alteration of drainage disruption of the canopy, and 5) alteration of drainage
patterns. Structures, including roads and driveways, shall be | patters. Structures, including-roads and driveways, shouid
sited to prevent any encroachment into the critical root zone | shal be sited to prevent any encroachment into the
and to provide an adequate buffer outside of the critical root | protection zone of any protected tree eritical-roetzene and
zone of individual native trees in order to allow for future - to provide an adequate buffer outside of the protection
growth. zoneeritical-roetzene of individual native trees in order to

allow for future growth, Tree protection standards shall be
detailed in the Tree Protection Ordinance called for in CE-
1A-4.

CE 9.5 CE 9.5 Mitigation of Impacts to Native Trees. [GP/CP] | CE9.5 Mitigation of Impacts to Native Trees. [GP/CP]

Where the removal of mature native trees cannot be
avoided through the implementation of project alternatives
or where development encroaches into the protected zone
and could threaten the continued viability of the tree(s),
mitigation measures shall include, at a minimum, the
planting of replacement trees on site, if suitable area exists
on the subject site, or offsite if suitable onsite area is
unavailable, consistent with the Tree Protection Ordinance
(see also CE-lA-4). The Tree Protection Ordinance shall
establish the mitigation ratlos for replacement trees for
every tree removed.

- Where onsite mitigation is not
feasible, offsite mitigation shall be provided by planting of
replacement trees at a site within the same watershed. If
the tree removal oceurs at a site within the Coastal Zone,
any offsite mitigation area shall also be located within the
Coastal Zone. Minimum sizes for various species of
replacement trees shall be established in the Tree
Protection Ordinance. by-erdinance- Mitigation sites shall be

monitored for a period of 5 years. The City may require
replanting of trees that do not survive.

CE 10.3 Incorporation of Best Management Practices
for Stormwater Management [GP/CP]: New development
shall be designed to minimize impacts to water quality from
increased runoff volumes and discharges of poilutants from
non-point sources to the maximum extent feasible,
consistent with the City's Storm Water Management Plan or
a subsequent Storm Water Management Plan approved by
the City and the consistent-with-the requiremenisand
standards-ofthe Central Coast Regional Water Quality
Control Board. Post construction structural BMPs shall be
designed to treat, infiltrate, or filter stormwater runoff in
accordance with apnhcable standards as required. by law.

- Examples of
BMPs include, but are not limited to, the following:

a. Retention and detention basins;

b. Vegetated swales;

c. Infiltration galleries or injection wells;

d. Use of permeable paving materials;

e. Mechanical devices such as oil-water separators and

filters;

f. Revegetation of graded or disturbed areas;

g. Other measures as identified in the City's adopted Storm
‘Water Management Plan and other City-approved
regulations.

of Stormwater Management-Agenecies-
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Policy ID # | Policy Text in Adopted General Plan Amendment"

CE-IA-5 N/A CE-lIA-5 Preparation of a Greenhouse Gas Reduction

Plan. Within 24 months of the adoption of the Track 3
GP/CLUP Amendments, the City of Goleta will develop a
Greenhouse Gas Reduction (GHG) Plan with
implementation to commence 12 months thereafter. The
Plan is intended to address City activities, as well as
activities and projects subject to ministerial and/or
discretionary approval by the City.

At a minimum, the Plan will:

a.__ Establish an inventory of current GHG emissions in the
City of Goleta inciuding, but not limited to, residential,
commercial, industrial, and agricultural emissions.

b. Forecast GHG emissions for 2020 for City operations.

Forecast GHG emissions for areas within the
jurisdictional control of the City for business-as-usual
conditions.

Identify methods to reduce GHG emissions.

Quantify the reductions in GHG emissions from the
identified methods.

f. Establish requirements for monitoring and reporting of

g. Establish a schedule of actions for implementation.
h.__Identify funding sources for implementation.

i Identify a reduction goal for the 2030 Planning Horizon.
j.  Consider a biological resource component.

During preparation of the GHG Reduction Plan, the City will
also continue fo implement City policies regarding land use
and circulation as necessary to further achieve the 2020
and 2030 reduction goals and measures to promote urban
forestry and public awareness concerning climate change.

In_addition to the above, the GHG Reduction Plan will
include a plan for City Operations that will address, but is
not limited to, the following measures: an energy tracking
and management system; energy-efficient lighting; lights-
out-at-night policy; occupancy sensors; heating, cooling,
and ventilation system retrofits; ENERGY STAR
appliances; green or reflective roofing; improved water
pumping energy efficiency; central irrigation control system;
energy-efficient vending machines; preference for recycled
materials in purchasing; use of low or zero-emission
vehicles and equipment and recycling of construction
materials in_new city construction; conversion of fleets (as
feasible) to electric and hybrid vehicles; and solar roofs.

Time Period: 2009 through 2014

Responsible Party: Planning and Environmental services
Department

Footnote: :
= The proposed project is sorted by subject area instead of General Plan element and policy order to assist in the review of
policy content.
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The City Council hereby finds that Exhibit 1 (Findings and Statement of Overriding
Considerations) of Resolution 06-37 shall be amended according to the following Findings and
Statement of Overriding Considerations:

SECTION 1

SECTION 2

SECTION 3

SECTION 4

November 17, 2009

TABLE OF CONTENTS

FINDINGS REGARDING POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACTS THAT CAN BE REDUCED BY GP/CLUP POLICIES OR
MITIGATED TO A LEVEL OF LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT (CLASS 1)

FINDINGS REGARDING SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS THAT
CANNOT FEASIBLY BE MITIGATED TO BELOW A LEVEL OF
SIGNIFICANCE (CLASS |)

FINDINGS THAT THE IDENTIFIED PROJECT ALTERNATIVES ARE NOT
FEASIBLE

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
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SECTION 1.0
FINDINGS REGARDING POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
THAT CAN BE REDUCED BY GP/CLUP POLICIES OR MITIGATED TO A LEVEL OF LESS
THAN SIGNIFICANT (CLASS II)

Section 1.0 is hereby amended to read as follows:

The City finds that, based upon the threshold criteria for significance identified in the 2006
Final EIR as revised by subsequent CEQA addenda under Tracks 1, 2, and 4, the
Supplemental EIR, and the Addendum to the Supplemental EIR pursuant to CEQA, the CEQA
Guidelines and the City of Goleta Environmental Review Guidelines, the following aspects of
the GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions will result in environmental
impacts which have been determined by the City to be significant, but which can be reduced
by implementation of GP/CLUP policies through implementation actions (mitigation measures)
identified in the 2006 Final EIR as revised by subsequent CEQA addenda under Tracks 1, 2,
and 4, the Supplemental EIR and the Addendum to the Supplemental EIR, to levels of
insignificance. These feasible mitigation measures have been adopted by the City through the
GP/CLUP adoption and amendment process, as conditions for project approval. Moreover,
these measures are fully enforceable through permit conditions, approvals and agreements.
Based upon the environmental analyses presented in the 2006 Final EIR as revised by
subsequent CEQA addenda under Tracks 1, 2, and 4, the Supplemental EIR and the
Addendum fo the Supplemental EIR, no substantial evidence has been submitted to or
identified by the City that indicates that the following impacts would in fact occur at levels
requiring a determination of significance that cannot be mitigated.
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14  AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES
111 Significant Impacts

The one Class |l impact identified for Aesthetics and Visual Resources in the 2006 Final EIR
and Resolution 06-37 does not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. This
“impactiis the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, is

incorporated herein by reference:

‘Impact 3.1-3 Impacts of GP/CLUP on Visual Resources within the City Including
Scenic Corridors and Key Public Viewpoints.

No new and additional Class Il impacts are identified for Aesthetics and Visual Resources as
a resulfc of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

1.1.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Aesthetics and Visual Resources provided in
Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and,
pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by
reference.

1.1.3 :Mitigation Measure Summary

No modifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as
identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 1.1.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impact identified above are incorporated herein by reference. No
new and additional mitigation measures are required.

1.1.4 Findings

The findings provided in Resolution 06-37 for the Class Il impact for Aesthetics and Visual
Resources identified above do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions
and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein
by reference.
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1.2 AGRICULTURE AND FARMLAND
1.2.1 Significant Impacts

The one Class Il impact identified for Agriculture and Farmland in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37 does not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. This
impact is the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, is
incorporated herein by reference:

Impact 3.2-2 Incompatible Land Uses and Structures.

No new and additional Class Il impacts are identified for Agriculture and Farmland as a result
of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

1.2.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Agriculture and Farmland provided in Resolution
06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to
Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.

1.2.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

No madifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as
identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 1.2.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impact identified above are incorporated herein by reference. No
new and additional mitigation measures are required.

1.2.4 Findings
The findings provided in Resolution 06-37 for the Class il impact for Agriculture and Farmland

identified above do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to
Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.
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1.3 AIR QUALITY
1.3.1 Significant Impacts

The one Class |l impact identified for Air Quality in the 2006 Final EIR and Resolution 06-37,
Impact 3.3-1 Construction Emissions, does not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, is
incorporated herein by reference.

Section 1.3.1 of Resolution 06-37 is hereby amended to add the following Class Il impact
relating to Air Quality as identified in the Supplemental EIR as it revises the 2006 Final EIR:

Impact 3.3-7. Long-Term Cumulative Operational Contributions to Greenhouse Gas
Emissions as a Result of GP/CLUP Implementation. Cumulative greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions associated with implementation of the GP/CLUP are considered a Class 1l air
quality impact based on the assessment in the Supplemental EIR. Given the continued rapid
evolution of climate change analyses, neither the State nor the City has formalized GHG
impact thresholds within its Environmental Thresholds and Guidelines Manual. To address
this topic consistent with current and anticipated future Federal and State legislation, develop
a GHG emissions reduction plan. The implementation of other GP/CLUP policies related to
land use, housing, and transportation planning would also help to reduce this impact to a less
than S|gn|f|cant level. -

1.3.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

Pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, the facts supporting the
1 impact findings for Air Quality provided in Resolution 06-37 are incorporated herein by
{ reference.

Section 1.3.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings provided in Resolution 06-37 is hereby
amended to add the following:

Overview

Since the adoption of the GP/CLUP in 2006, State legislation relating to the analysis of
greenhouse gas emissions (“GHGs") has been adopted. The new legislation includes
Executive Order S-3-05, The Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (Assembily Bill 32), the
Renewal Portfolio Standard (Senate Bill 107), the Greenhouse Gas Emission Standards for
Automobiles (Assembly Bill 1493), revisions to the California Energy Efficiency Standards,
California Low Carbon Fuel Standards, the Alternative and Renewable Fuel & Vehicle
Technology Program (Assembly Bill 118), Senate Bill 97, Executive Order S-01-07, Draft
Local Government Operations Protocol and Senate Bill 375, descriptions of which are
provided in the Supplemental EIR and incorporated herein by reference.

Discussion

The State has not established CEQA significance thresholds for GHGs, but the State is in the
process of developing new CEQA Guidelines to provide regulatory guidance on the analysis
and mitigation of GHGs in CEQA documents. In the interim, the California Office of Planning
and Research has released a technical advisory document to provide some guidance, the
description of which is provided in the Supplemental EIR and incorporated herein by
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reference. The City used this document to determine the applicable threshold of significance
for GHGs as described in the Supplemental EIR and incorporated herein by reference.

The source of direct and indirect impacts remains as identified in the 2006 Final EIR, with the
exception of new information provided regarding GHGs. The project impacts and cumulative
impacts are those identified in the Supplemental EIR, which are incorporated herein by
reference.

1.3.3 Mitigation Measure Summary
- Section 1.3.3 of Resolution 06-37 is hereby amended to include the following:

No modifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as
identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 1.3.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impact identified above, Impact 3.3-1 Construction Emissions, are
incorporated herein by reference.

Due to the additional impact for Air Quality identified above, Impact 3.3-7. Long-Term
Cumulative Operational Contributions to Greenhouse Gas Emissions as a Result of GP/CLUP
Implementation, the following additional implementation action (mitigation measure) is
required:

o Implementation Action CE-1A-5 Preparation of a Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan as
included in the GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions (also
referred to as Mitigation Measure AQ-1 Add a Policy that Requires Development of a
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan as identified in the Supplemental EIR).

1.3.4 Findings

Section 1.3.4 is herby amended to read as follows:

Pursuant to Public Resources Code 21081(a) and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091(a) and
15163, the City hereby finds that the impacts identified above are substantially lessened by

policies and implementation actions incorporated into the GP/CLUP. These policies would lessen
the significant environmental effect to below a level of significance.
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1.4  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

1.4.1 Significant Impacts

No new and additional Class Il impacts are |dent|f|ed for Biological Resources as a result of
the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

Seven of the ten Class Il impacts identified for Biological Resources in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. These
impacts are the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA
Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

Impact 3.4-2 Loss of Special Status Habitats;

Impact 3.4-3 Long-term Degradation of Special Status Habitats;

Impact 3.4-4 Fragmentation of Special Status Habitats;

Impact 3.4-5 Harm to Listed Species;

Impact 3.4-6 Loss, Reduction, or Isolation of Local Populations of Native Species;
Impact 3.4-7 Reduction in Amount or Quality of Habitat for Special Status Species; and
Impact 3.4-9 Loss or Degradation of Conserved Habitat.

Three of the ten Class Il impacts identified for Biological Resources in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37 are hereby amended as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and
as identified in the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental EIR to read as
follows: '

Impact 3.4-1. Temporary Impacts to Special Status Habitats and Special Status
Species. New development as a result of GP/CLUP buildout of vacant sites and the
construction and maintenance of roads, trails, parks, and public facilities have the potential to
temporarily remove or degrade special status habitats and to have temporary adverse impacts
on special status species. Such losses are potentially significant.

Because the Track 3 Substantive Revisions amend the GP/CLUP to include policy changes
that provide a more detailed list of allowed activities in and near Environmentally Sensitive
Habitat Areas (ESHAs) and also reduce the minimum width of Streamside Protection Areas
(SPAs) buffers in certain circumstances, the Track 3 Substantive Revisions have a greater
potential for short-term impacts than the GP/CLUP prior to the Track 3 Substantive Revisions,
especially in terms of temporary habitat disturbance or degradation from adjacent activities.
The amendment to setbacks under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions only applies in cases
that avoid significant adverse effects to streamside vegetation or the biotic quality of the
stream. While the minimum buffer is reduced from 50 feet to 25 feet, the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions increase the standard setback from 50 feet to 100 feet, a beneficial impact. The
Track 3 Substantive Revisions also include policy changes which remove the exterior noise
level limit, but still require that noise impacts to special status species in adjacent ESHAs be
minimized.

[ The 2006 Final EIR, as revised by the Supplemental EIR and the Addendum to the

' Supplemental EIR, identified 20 policies, including 9 policies amended by the Track 3

Substantive Revisions, which would reduce such impacts to a less than significant level.
Policies reduce the potentially significant impacts of temporary habitat loss and modification
by requiring impact avoidance where feasible, setting design criteria and management
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guidelines, requiring mitigation for impacts to special status habitats, and expanding the
standard SPA buffer to 100 feet. Despite the Track 3 Substantive Revisions affecting the 9
policies, which in some cases reduce the extent of the protective aspect of the policy, the
analysis of the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental EIR conclude that the
application of the policies, as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions, reduce such
impacts to less than significant levels.

Impact 3.4-8. Break or Impairment of Function of Existing Wildlife Linkages.
Development of vacant sites and the construction (but not maintenance) of roads, trails, parks,
and public facilities entail activities that could result in the break of an existing wildlife linkage
or impairment of the linkage’s function. Loss of a linkage or impairment of a linkage's function
is a potentially significant impact. Because the Track 3 Substantive Revisions include policy
changes that modify how ESHAs are designated, provide a more detailed list of allowed
activities in and near ESHAs, and in some cases reduce the minimum buffer width in SPAs,
the GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions has a greater potential for
wildlife linkage impairment than the GP/CLUP prior to the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

The 2006 Final EIR as revised by the Supplemental EIR and the Addendum to the
Supplemental EIR, identified 20 policies, including 9 policies amended by the Track 3
Substantive Revisions, which would reduce such impacts to a less than significant level.
Policies reduce the potentially significant impacts of impairment of wildlife linkage function by
requiring impact avoidance where feasible, setting design criteria and management
guidelines, and requiring that any allowed impacts to special status habitats be fully mitigated.
None of the policy changes under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions amend the GP/CLUP in
ways that eliminate or substantially change the requirements to avoid, minimize, and mitigate
potentially significant impacts to wildlife linkages as stated in other City policies. [n addition,
none of the policy changes under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions alter the resource
protection and impact mitigation requirements that apply to special status habitats, especially
riparian habitats, under federal and state regulations, including CEQA. Despite the
amendments to the 9 policies, which in some cases reduce the extent of the protective aspect
of the policy, the analysis of the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental EIR
conclude that the application of the policies, as amended by the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions, reduce such impacts to less than significant levels.

Impact 3.4-10 Inconsistency with Approved Conservation Program or Local
Conservation Policy. New development as a result of GP/CLUP buildout of vacant sites and
the construction and maintenance of roads, trails, parks, and public facilities entail activities
that would permanently remove and/or fragment some existing special status habitats and
local populations of native species. Such losses are potentially significant.

Because the Track 3 Substantive Revisions include policy changes that provide a more
detailed list of allowed activities in and near ESHAs and those activities may entail native
habitat removal, the GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions has a
greater potential for habitat loss, fragmentation, loss of native species, threat to listed species,
or create an inconsistency with other existing approved plans, program or policies than the
GP/CLUP prior to the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. Because the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions also reduce the minimum width of SPA buffers in certain circumstances, and
because SPAs are special status habitat, the GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3
Substantive Revisions has a greater potential for related impacts. The change in setbacks
under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions only applies in cases that avoid significant adverse
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effects to streamside vegetation or the biotic quality of the stream. While the minimum buffer
is reduced from 50 feet to 25 feet, the Track 3 Substantive Revisions increase the standard
setback from 50 feet to 100 feet, a beneficial impact. The Track 3 Substantive Revisions also
include policy changes which remove the exterior noise level limit, but still require that noise
impacts to special status species in adjacent ESHAs be minimized.

The 2006 Final EIR as revised by the Supplemental EIR and the Addendum to the
Supplemental EIR, identified 20 policies, including 9 policies amended by the Track 3
Substantive Revisions, which would reduce impacts to special status habitats, listed species,
native species, conserved habitats, and other conservation programs to a less than significant
level. Palicies reduce the potentially significant impacts of permanent loss of existing habitat
by requiring impact avoidance where feasible, setting design criteria and management
guidelines, requiring that any allowed impacts to special status habitats/species be fully
mitigated, and increasing the standard SPA buffer to 100 feet.

None of the policy changes under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions would amend the
GP/CLUP in ways that eliminate or substantially change the requirements to avoid, minimize,
and mitigate potentially significant impacts to special status biological resources as stated in
other City policies. In addition, none of the proposed policy changes alter the resource
protection and impact mitigation requirements that apply to special status habitats and species
under federal and state regulations, including CEQA. Despite the amendments to the 9
policies, which in some cases reduce the extent of the protective aspect of the policy, the
analysis of the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental EIR conclude that the
application of the policies, as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions, reduce such
impacts to less than significant levels.

1.4.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Biological Resources provided in Resolution 06-
37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections
15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.

1.4.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

Pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and
corresponding implementation actions (mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR
and set forth in Section 1.4.2 of Resolution 06-37 for the impacts identified above, which have
not been amended, are incorporated herein by reference. No new and additional mitigation
measures are required. Section 1.4.3 of Resolution 06-37 is hereby amended to add the
following:

Modifications to GP/CLUP policies as part of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions apply to the
impacts identified above to reduce these impacts to a less than significant level. The following
modified policies are identified in the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental
EIR, are included in the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and
15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

e Policy CE1 Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area Designations and Policy;
e Policy CE 2 Protection of Creeks and Riparian Areas;

e Policy CE 3 Protection of Wetlands;

November 17, 2009 Exhibit 2—Page 10 Resolution No. 09-59



Goleta General Plan/Coastal Land Use Plan Track 3 Amendments Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations

1.4.4

Policy CE 4 Protection of Monarch Butterfly Habitat Areas;
Policy CE 5 Protection of Other Terrestrial Habitat Areas;
Policy CE 8 Protection of Special-Status Species;

Policy CE 9 Protection of Native Woodlands;

Policy CE 10 Watershed Management and Water Quality; and
Policy OS 7 Adoption of Open Space Plan Map.

Findings

Section 1.4.4 is herby amended to read as follows:

Pursuant to Public Resources Code 21081(a) and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091(a) and
15163, the City hereby finds that the impacts identified above are substantially lessened by
policies and implementation actions incorporated into the GP/CLUP. These policies would lessen
the significant environmental effect to below a level of significance.
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1.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES
1.5.1 Significant Impacts

| The three Class Il impacts identified for Cultural Resources in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37, do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. These
impacts are the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA
Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

Impact 3.5-1 Damage to Sites of Cultural, Historical, or Paleontological Significance;
Impact 3.5-2 Loss or Destruction of an Important Historical Building, Archaeological
Site, or Paleontological Site; and

Impact 3.5-3 Loss or Destruction of Significant Cultural Resource.

No new and additional Class Il impacts are identified for Cultural Resources as a result of the
Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

1.5.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Cultural Resources provided in Resolution 06-37
do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections
15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.

1.5.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

No modifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as
identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 1.5.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impacts identified above are incorporated herein by reference. No
new and additional mitigation measures are required.

1.5.4 Findings

The findings provided in Resolution 06-37 for the three Class Il impacts for Cultural Resources
identified above do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to
Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.
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1.6 GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL RESOURCES
1.6.1 Significant Impacts

The seven Class Il impacts identified for Geology, Soils, and Mineral Resources in the 2006
Final EIR and Resolution 06-37, do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions. These impacts are the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the
CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference: :

Impact 3.6-1 Substantial Accelerated Soil Erosion and/or Loss of a Substantial Amount
of Topsoil;

Impact 3.6-2 Exposure of People or Structures to Substantial Adverse Effects
Resulting from the Rupture of a Known Earthquake Fault, Seismic Ground Shakmg,
Seismically Induced Landsliding, or Liquefaction;

Impact 3.6-3 Exposure of People or Structures to Substantial Adverse Landslide
Effects Resulting from Buildout on Unstable Geologic Units or Soils or Steep Slopes;
Impact 3.6-4 Location of Development on Expansive and/or Compressible Soil that
Could Lead to Risks to People or Structures;

Impact 4.6-1 Exposure of People or Structures to Substantial Adverse Landslide
Effects Resulting During Construction on Unstable Geologic Units or Soils;

Impact 4.6-2 Substantial Accelerated Soil Erosion and/or Loss of a Substantial Amount
of Topsoil; and

Impact 4.6-3 Exposure of People or Structures to Substantial Adverse Effects
Resulting from Seismically Induced Landsliding or Liquefaction.

No new and additional Class |l impacts are identified for Geology, Soils, and Mineral
Resources as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

1.6.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Geology, Soils, and Mineral Resources provided
in Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and,
pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by
reference.

1.6.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

No modifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as
identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 1.6.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impacts identified above are incorporated herein by reference. No
new and additional mitigation measures are required.

1.6.4 Findings

The findings provided in Resolution 06-37 for the seven Class Il impacts for Geology, Soils, and
Mineral Resources identified above do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated
herein by reference.
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1.7 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
1.7.1 Significant Impacts

No new and additional Class Il impacts are identified for Hazards and Hazardous Materials as
a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

Six of the seven Class Il impacts identified for Hazards and Hazardous Materials in the 2006
Final EIR and Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions. These impacts are the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the
CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

Impact 3.7-3 Risk of Upset at S.L. 421 Wells;

Impact 3.7-4 Risk of Upset at Ellwood Marine Terminal;

Impact 3.7-5 Airport;

Impact 3.7-6 Wildland Fires;

Impact 3.7-8 Exposure of Population to Listed/Contaminated Sites; and
Impact 3.7-9 Contaminated Soil. '

One of the seven Class Il impacts identified for Hazards and Hazardous Materials in the 2006
Final EIR and Resolution 06-37 is hereby amended as a result of the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions and as identified in the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental EIR
to read as follows:

Impact 3.7-7. Surface Water. Surface water quality could be adversely affected by ordinary
use or spills of hazardous materials used during site grading and construction activities
allowed under the GP/CLUP buildout. Fuels, solvents, paint, and other similar substances
used during grading and construction could adversely impact local surface water quality if they
were spilled into the runoff drainage system. This impact would be considered potentially
significant.

Because the Track 3 Substantive Revisions include policy changes that propose a reduction
in the minimum width of SPA buffers, new uses may be allowed on these parcels that are
closer to creeks and other wetland habitats. As such, it can be viewed as having a greater
potential for temporary short term impacts to surface water than the GP/CLUP prior to the
Track 3 Substantive Revisions. The Track 3 Substantive Revisions also clarify how Best
Management Practices (BMPs) for stormwater management are implemented. The policy
change under CE 10.3 ensures that the revised policy language is consistent with the City's
adopted Stormwater Management Program and could be viewed as less protective of surface
water quality than the current adopted policy. '

The 2006 Final EIR as revised by the Supplemental EIR and the Addendum to the
Supplemental EIR, identified 4 policies and 33 related subpolicies, including 7 subpolicies
amended as part of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions, which reduce such impacts to a less
than significant level. The policy change under CE 1.9 allows for grading, earthmoving, and
vegetation clearance adjacent to ESHAs during the rainy season (November 1 to March 31)
only when erosion control measures such as sediment basins, silt fencing, sandbagging or
installation of geofabrics are incorporated into the project and have received prior City
approval. Although construction can potentially lead to accelerated erosion, existing city
policies for general safety, soil and slope stability, together with implementation of the
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Stormwater Management Plan and the grading ordinances, would prevent substantial soail
erosion, instability, or the loss of topsoil. Implementation of a Stormwater Management
Program would occur regardless of the policy change, consistent with State regulatory
requirements, thus protecting suiface water quality accordingly. In addition, implementation of
Conservation Element policies, as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions, ensure
that construction impacts on surface water quality resulting from GP/CLUP implementation
would be less than significant, including the increase in the standard SPA buffer from 50 feet
to 100 feet. :

None of the policy changes under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions amend the GP/CLUP in
ways that eliminate or substantially change the requirements to protect surface water quality
stated in other City policies. In addition, none of the proposed policy changes alter the
resource protection and impact mitigation requirements that apply to stream habitats and
surface water quality standards under federal and state regulations, including CEQA. Despite
the amendments to the 7 subpolicies, which in some cases reduce the extent of the protective
aspect of the policy, the analysis of the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the
Supplemental EIR conclude that the application of the policies, as amended by the Track 3
Substantive Revisions, reduce such impacts to less than significant levels.

1.7.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Hazards and Hazardous Materials provided in
Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and,
pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by
reference.

1.7.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

Pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and
corresponding implementation actions (mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR
and set forth in Section 1.7.2 of Resolution 06-37 for the impacts identified above, which have
not been amended, are incorporated herein by reference. No new and additional mitigation
measures are required. Section 1.7.3 of Resolution 06-37 is hereby amended to add the
following: ' '

Modifications to GP/CLUP policies as part of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions apply to the
impact identified above to reduce this impact to a less than significant level. The following
modified policies are identified in the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental
EIR, are included in the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and
15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

e Policy CE 1 Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area Designations and Policy;
o CE 1.1 Definition of Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas;
o CE 1.2 Designation of Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas;
o CE 1.9 Standards Applicable to Development Projects;

e Policy CE 2 Protection of Creeks and Riparian Areas;
o CE 2.2 Streamside Protection Areas;
o CE 2.3 Allowable Uses and Activities in Streamside Protection Areas;
o CE 2.5 Maintenance of Creeks as Natural Drainage Systems;

e Policy CE 10 Watershed Management and Water Quality;
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o CE 10.3 Incorporation of Best Management Practices for Stormwater
Management.

1.7.4 Findings

Section 1.7.4 is herby amended to read as follows:

Pursuant to Public Resources Code 21081(a) and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091(a) and
15163, the City hereby finds that the impacts identified above are substantially lessened by
policies and implementation actions incorporated into the GP/CLUP. These policies would lessen
the significant environmental effect to below a level of significance.
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1.8  POPULATION AND HOUSING

1.8.1 Significant Impacts

No new and additional Class |l impacts are identified for Population and Housing as a result of
the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

Two of the four Class Il impacts identified for Population and Housing in the 2006 Final EIR
and Resolution 068-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. These
impacts are the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA
Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

Impact 3.8-1 The Result of the Increased Population Would be the Need for Additional
Housing and Jobs, Which Would Result in the Physical Alteration of Vacant and Previously
Developed Land Within the City; and

Impact 3.8-3 Ultimate Buildout of the City in Accordance with the GP/CLUP Could
Result in the Addition of 3,880 Residential Units to the City’s Housing Stock.

‘Two of the four Class i impacts identified for Population and Housing in the 2006 Final EIR
and Resolution 06-37 are hereby amended as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions
and as identified in the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental EIR to read as
follows:

Impact 3.8-2. Population Growth Associated with Implementation of the GP/CLUP Is
Anticipated to Result in an Increase in the Population by 24 Percent at Full or Ultimate
Buildout. Population growth associated with implementation of the GP/CLUP is anticipated to
result in an additional 7,421 people, resulting in a population of about 38,100 by the end of the

~ timeframe of the GP/CLUP. This represents an increase of 24 percent over the 2005 population
of 30,679. The estimated population increase of 24 percent over the next 21 years is not
considered in and of itself to be a significant impact; however, the indirect impacts of the
population increase could be considered potentially significant.

Because the Track 3 Substantive Revisions include the modification of Policy LU 11 that focus
on the general pacing of growth with related public services and the removal of an ordinance to
effectuate this requirement, it is reasonable to assume that the Track 3 Substantive Revisions
could increase the pace of development anticipated in the adopted GP/CLUP. The impacts
associated with full buildout, however, were addressed in the 2006 Final EIR and would not
change with the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. As only five percent (5%) of the City remains
vacant, the amount of new construction is not considerable compared to what already exists in
the City and these impacts were previously addressed in the 2006 Final EIR. Moreover, the
extent of such development would be subject to the same jobs/housing balance impact analysis
(at build out) evaluated in the 2006 Final EIR. Therefore, whereas the replacement of the
nonresidential growth policies with a more general requirement for the pacing of growth with
availability of public services, may affect the pacing of such growth within the City, modifications
of those specific policies/removal of the ordinance would not alter the amount, type, or location of
nonresidential growth as analyzed in the 2006 Final EIR.

Impact 3.8-4. Ultimate Buildout of the City in Accordance with the GP/CLUP Would Result
in the Addition of Approximately 3,400 to 3,900 Jobs. As of 2000, the City had approximately
23,000 jobs within its boundaries and related GP/CLUP buildout would result in an estimated
3,400 to 3,900 additional employment opportunities, for a total of up to 26,900 jobs citywide at full
buildout. The additional housing units resulting from full GP/CLUP buildout would help maintain
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an existing balance between jobs and housing, and between jobs and employed residents. The
jobs to housing ratio at full buildout could range from 1.49 to 1.74, depending upon the estimate
of the number of existing jobs in the City as of 2005. The higher the jobs-to-housing ratio, the
greater the proposed project benefits the overall City jobs-to-housing balance. .

In its latest Regional Housing Needs Allocation Report (2008), Santa Barbara County
Association of Governments (SBCAG) estimated a total of 23,561 jobs in the City of Goleta as of
2005 and an additional 2,285 jobs projected to occur between 2007 and 2014 for a total of
25,846 jobs. Implementation of the adopted GP/CLUP would result in an estimated 3,400 to
3,900 additional employment opportunities, for a total range of up to 29,246 to 29,746 jobs
citywide at full Plan buildout. The new jobs to housing ratio at full buildout could range from 1.89
to 1.93 which is slightly higher than the jobs to housing ratio analyzed in the 2006 Final EIR.

In summary, all growth within the City (commercial, industrial, residential, etc.) is currently
regulated by GP/CLUP Figure 2-1 (Land Use Plan Map). Given the small amount of
developable vacant land left remaining in the City, GP/CLUP Figure 2-1 is an appropriate
growth management tool, and the currently specified land use designations have accounted 3
for an acceptable ratio of development. While the Track 3 Substantive Revisions affecting the
growth management policies may affect the pacing of nonresidential growth within the city,
removal of those specific regulations would not alter the amount, type, or location of
nonresidential growth in the City as previously analyzed in the 2006 Final EIR. Impacts would
be reduced to less than significant levels through the implementation of the Land Use Plan
Map and the requirement to generally pace growth.

1.8.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Population and Housing provided in Resolution
06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to
Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.

1.8.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

Pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and '
corresponding implementation actions (mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR
and set forth in Section 1.8.2 of Resolution 06-37 for the impacts identified above, which have
not been amended, are incorporated herein by reference. No new and additional mitigation
measures are required. Section 1.8.3 of Resolution 06-37 is hereby amended to add the
following:

Modifications to GP/CLUP policies as part of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions apply to the
impacts identified above to reduce these impacts to a less than significant level. The following
modified policies are identified in the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental .
EIR, are included in the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and
15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

e Policy LU 3 Commercial Land Uses;
e Policy LU 11 Nonresidential Growth Management; and
e Policy TE 13 Mitigating Traffic Impacts of Development.
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1.8.4 Findings

Section 1.8.4 is herby amended to read as follows:

Pursuant to Public Resources Code 21081 (a) and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091(a) and
15163, the City hereby finds that the impacts identified above are substantially lessened by
policies and implementation actions incorporated into the GP/CLUP. These policies would lessen
the significant environmental effect to below a level of significance.
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1.9 WATER RESOURCES

1.9.1 Significant Impacts

No new and additional Class Il impacts are identified for Water Resources as a result of the
Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

Three of the seven Class Il impacts identified for Population and Housing in the 2006 Final
EIR and Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

These impacts are the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA
Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

Impact 3.9-2 Adequacy of Water Supplies to Serve New Development;

Impact 3.9-5 Construction of Structures or Housing in a 100-Year Flood Hazard Area; and
Impact 3.9-6 Risk to New Development from Inundation by a Tsunami, Mudslide, or
Seiche. '

Four of the seven Class |l impacts identified for Water Resources in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37 are hereby amended as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and
as identified in the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental EIR to read as
follows:

Impact 3.9-1. Degradation of Water Quality from Construction-Related Contaminants.
Construction-related earth disturbing activities would occur during future development and
infrastructure projects associated with buildout of the GP/CLUP. These activities could have
potentially significant impacts to local creeks and riparian areas (water ways). Because the Track
3 Substantive Revisions include policy changes that provide a more detailed list of allowed
activities in and near ESHAs as well as reduces the minimum width of buffers for SPAs in certain
circumstances, the GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions can be viewed
as having a greater potential for temporary short-term impacts than the GP/CLUP prior to the
Track 3 Substantive Revisions, especially in areas that would have been protected by buffer
areas under the GP/CLUP prior to the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. The Track 3 Substantive
Revisions also clarify how Best Management Practices (BMPs) for stormwater management are
implemented. The policy change under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions to Policy CE 10.3
ensures that the policy language is consistent with the City's adopted Stormwater Management
Program rather than set standards established in the GP/CLUP, and could be viewed as less
protective of surface water quality than the current adopted policy.

The 2006 Final EIR as revised by the Supplemental EIR and the Addendum to the
Supplemental EIR, identified 4 policies, including 3 policies amended as part of the Track 3
Substantive Revisions, which would reduce such impacts to a less than significant level.
Implementation of a Stormwater Management Program would occur regardless of the policy
change, consistent with State regulatory requirements, thus protecting water quality
accordingly. In addition, implementation of Conservation Element policies, as amended by the
Track 3 Substantive Revisions, would ensure that construction impacts on water quality
resulting from GP/CLUP implementation would be less than significant, including the increase
in the standard SPA buffer from 50 feet to 100 feet.

None of the policy changes under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions amend the GP/CLUP in
ways that eliminate or substantially change the requirements to protect surface water quality

stated in other City policies. [n addition, none of the policy changes alter the resource
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protection and impact mitigation requirements that apply to stream habitats and water quality
standards under federal and state regulations, including CEQA. Despite the amendments to
the 3 policies, which in some cases reduce the extent of the protective aspect of the resource,
the analysis of the Supplemental EIR and the Addendum to the Supplemental EIR resulted in
the determination that the application of the policies that serve to self-mitigate, as amended by
the Track 3 Substantive Revisions, reduce such impacts to less than significant levels.

Impact 3.9-3. Changes in Groundwater Supply Resulting from New Development. Buildout
of the GP/CLUP could incrementally increase the amount of impervious surfaces and decrease
the amount of rainfall that is able to recharge the groundwater basin. This is a potentially
significant impact. The issues and effect of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions associated with
Impact 3.9-1 above apply to this impact based on the fact that this impact involves the same
issues associated with allowable uses in creek and riparian areas and Stormwater Management
Plan requirements and are, therefore, incorporated herein by reference.

Impact 3.9-4. Alterations in Existing Drainage Patterns and Downstream Flooding and
Erosion. New development, infrastructure, and public facilities resulting from buildout of the
GP/CLUP have the potential to alter existing drainage patterns, potentially causing flooding or
erosion impacts downstream. This is a potentially significant impact. The issues and effect of the
Track 3 Substantive Revisions associated with Impact 3.9-1 above apply to this impact based on
the fact that this impact involves the same issues associated with allowable uses in creek and
riparian areas and Stormwater Management Plan requirements and are, therefore, incorporated
herein by reference. :

Impact 3.9-7. Increases in Point Source and Nonpoint Source Pollution from New
Development. New development associated with the GP/CLUP would increase the amount of
wastewater generated, with corresponding increases in the volume of treated wastewater that is
discharged. Point source and non-point source pollution from this new development could
adversely affect water quality. This is a potentially significant impact. The issues and effect of the
Track 3 Substantive Revisions associated with Impact 3.9-1 above apply to this impact based on
the fact that this impact involves the same issues associated with allowable uses in creek and
riparian areas and Stormwater Management Plan requirements and are, therefore, incorporated
herein by reference.

1.9.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Water Resources provided in Resolution 06-37 do
not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163
and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.

1.9.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

Pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and
corresponding implementation actions (mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR
and set forth in Section 1.9.2 of Resolution 06-37 for the impacts identified above, which have
not been amended, are incorporated herein by reference. No new and additional mitigation
measures are required. Section 1.9.3 of Resolution 06-37 is hereby amended to add the
following:
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Modifications to GP/CLUP policies as part of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions apply to the
impacts identified above to reduce these impacts to a less than significant level. The following
modified policies are identified in the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental
EIR, are included in the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and
15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

e Policy CE 2 Protection of Creeks and Riparian Areas;
 Policy CE 3 Protection of Wetlands; and
e Policy CE 10 Watershed Management and Water Quality.

1.9.4 Findings

Section 1.9.4 is herby amended to read as follows:

Pursuant to Public Resources Code 21081(a) and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091(a) and
15163, the City hereby finds that the impacts identified above are substantially lessened by

policies and implementation actions incorporated into the GP/CLUP. These policies would lessen
the significant environmental effect to below a level of significance.
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110 LAND USE AND RECREATION
1.10.1 Significént Impacts

No new and additional Class Il impacts are identified for Land Use and Recreation as a resuit
of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

The seven Class Il impacts identified for Land Use and Recreation in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37 are hereby amended as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and
as identified in the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental EIR to read as
follows:

Impact 3.10-1. Conflict with Applicable Land Use Policies and/or Regulations Due To
Buildout (Construction) of GP/CLUP Land Uses, Transportation Improvements, and Public
Facilities. Construction-related activities associated with buildout of the adopted GP/CLUP land
uses, transportation improvements, and public facilities have potential to result in temporary
impacts due to conflicts with applicable land use policies and/or regulations that apply to
construction-related effects such as, but not limited to, impacts on biological and
cultural/archaeological resources, noise, traffic, and air quality. These impacts would be
considered potentially significant. Because the Track 3 Substantive Revisions include policy
changes that provide a more detailed list of allowed activities in and near ESHAs, remove the
specific noise limit, and reduce the minimum width of buffer areas in certain circumstances, the
GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions can be viewed as having a greater
potential for temporary short-term impacts than the GP/CLUP prior to the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions.

GP/CLUP policies are designed and intended for the purpose of guiding development and
avoiding or reducing potential environmental impacts resulting from construction activities.
None of the policy changes under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions would amend the
GP/CLUP in ways that eliminate or substantially change these requirements. In addition,
none of the proposed policy changes alter the resource protection and impact mitigation
requirements that apply to special status habitats under federal and state regulations,
including CEQA. Additionally, the increase in the standard SPA buffer from 50 feet to 100 feet
is a beneficial impact. :

Despite the Track 3 Substantive Revisions to policies, which in some cases reduce the extent
of the protective aspect of the policy, the analysis of the Supplemental EIR and the Addendum
to the Supplemental EIR conclude that the application of the policies that serve to self-
mitigate, as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions, reduce such impacts to less than
significant levels.

Impact 3.10-2. Adverse Physical Effect on the Environment Due To Construction of
Planned Recreational Facilities. The construction of new or expanded recreational facilities,
parks, and open spaces, expansion and enhancement of existing vertical public coastal access
(Policy OS 2), and the planned conversion of a shoreline parcel currently occupied by the
Venoco EOF to Open Space/Active Recreation uses (Policy LU 9), have potential to result in
potentially significant physical effects on the environment due to short-term construction
activities.
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All of the policy changes applicable to this impact are related to the Conservation Element.
Because the Track 3 Substantive Revisions include policy changes that would reduce the

, minimum width of certain buffers and provide a more detailed list of allowed activities in and near

ESHAs, GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions can be viewed as having a

greater potential for temporary short-term impacts than the GP/CLUP prior to the Track 3
Substantive Revisions. However, none of the policy changes under the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions would amend the GP/CLUP in ways that eliminate or substantially change the
requirements to avoid, minimize, and mitigate potentially significant impacts to land use and
recreation. Accordingly, revisions to the Conservation Element policies under the Track 3
Substantive Revisions would have no new or modified impacts to land use and recreation.
'Despite the Track 3 Substantive Revisions, the Supplemental EIR and the Addendum to the
Supplemental EIR conclude that the application of Conservation Element policies that serve to
self-mitigate, as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions, reduce such impacts to less
than significant levels. '

Impact 3.10-3. Conflict with Other Applicable Land Use Policies and/or Regulations Due
To Buildout of GP/CLUP Land Uses, Transportation Improvements, and Public Facilities.
Buildout of adopted GP/CLUP land uses have potential to conflict with the applicable
environmental impact mitigation policies and/or regulations of the other agencies that maintain
full or partial jurisdictions within the City planning area.’ These impacts would be considered
potentially significant. The GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions includes
goals, policies, implementation actions, and implementation programs that are designed to
consider the requirements of the various jurisdictional agencies. Despite the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions, the Supplemental EIR and the Addendum to the Supplemental EIR conclude that the
application of Land Use, Open Space, Conservation, Housing, Safety, and Public Facilities
Element policies that serve to self-mitigate, as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions,
reduce such impacts to less than significant levels. '

Impact 3.10-4. Conflict with Any Applicable Habitat Conservation Plan or Natural
Community Conservation Plan Due To Buildout of GP/CLUP Land Uses. Buildout of
adopted GP/CLUP land uses have potential to conflict with Coastal Zone policies and the
Ellwood Mesa Open Space and Habitat Management Plan that protect ESHAs. These impacts
would be considered potentially significant. Because the Track 3 Substantive Revisions include
policy changes that provide a more detailed list of allowed activities in and near ESHAs, remove
the specific noise limit, reduce the minimum width of buffer areas in certain circumstances, and
add protection for coastal biuff scrub, the GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions can be viewed as having a greater potential for inconsistency with the Coastal
Act/Open Space Plan than the GP/CLUP prior to the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. However,
the policy changes under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions would not eliminate or change
requirements under other City policies regarding mitigation for significant impacts to land use and
recreation. Accordingly, revisions to the Conservation Element and Open Space Element policies
under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions would have no new or modified long-term impacts to
land use and recreation and they would serve appropriately as mitigation of such impacts to less
than significant.

Impact 3.10-5. Loss of Privacy and/or Neighborhood incompatibility Due To Buildout of
GPI/CLUP Land Uses. Buildout of adopted GP/CLUP land uses, including the development of
some existing vacant sites, has the potential to impact the quality of life of City residents by
introducing new or modified land uses that would cause or contribute to the loss of privacy or
would otherwise cause or contribute to conditions that are incompatible with existing
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neighborhoods. These impacts would be considered potentially significant and do not change as
a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. However, none of the policy changes under the
Track 3 Substantive Revisions would amend the GP/CLUP in ways that eliminate or substantially
change the requirements to avoid, minimize, and mitigate long-term potentially significant
impacts to land use and recreation. The combination of GP/CLUP policies, as amended by the
Track 3 Substantive Revisions, would serve to mitigate the impact to less than significant.

Impact 3.10-6. Adverse Physical Effect on the Environment Due To Buildout of Planned
Recreational Facilities. New and expanded recreational facilities have the potential to result in
adverse physical effects on the environment due to overuse and/or lack of adequate
maintenance. These impacts would be considered potentially significant per the 2006 Final EIR.
Because the Track 3 Substantive Revisions include policy changes that provide for a reduction in
creek setbacks in certain circumstances, it is reasonable to assume that additional recreational
facilities such as park-related improvements could be allowed than those allowed under the
GP/CLUP prior to the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. However, none of the policy changes
under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions would amend the GP/CLUP in ways that eliminate or
substantially change the requirements to avoid, minimize, and mitigate long-term potentially
significant impacts to land use and recreation. Additionally, the increase in the standard creek
setback from 50 feet to 100 feet is a beneficial impact. The combination of GP/CLUP policies, as
amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions, would serve to mitigate the impact to less than
significant.

Impact 3.10-7. Substantial Physical Deterioration or Accelerated Deterioration of
Existing Recreational Facilities Due To Buildout of GP/CLUP Land Uses. Buildout of the
adopted GP/CLUP land uses have potential to lead to greater wear and tear of existing
recreational facilities due the introduction of new development. The potential for impacts
involving the substantial physical deterioration or accelerated deterioration of existing
recreational facilities due to buildout of GP/CLUP land uses would be considered a potentially
significant impact. Because the Track 3 Substantive Revisions include policy changes that
provide for a reduction in creek setbacks in certain circumstances, it is reasonable to assume
that additional recreational facilities such as park-related facilities could be allowed than those
allowed under the GP/CLUP prior to the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. However, the
combination of GP/CLUP policies, as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions, from
the Land Use, Open Space, and Conservation Elements address potential impacts to existing
recreation facilities and would ensure that potential impacts are reduced to less than
significant levels.

1.10.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Land Use and Recreation provided in Resolution
06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to
Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.
1.10.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

Pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and
corresponding implementation actions (mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR

and set forth in Section 1.10.2 of Resolution 06-37 for the impacts identified above, which
have not been amended, are incorporated herein by reference. No new and additional

November 17, 2009 Exhibit 2—Page 25 Resolution No. 09-58



Goleta General Plan/Coastal Land Use Plan Track 3 Amendments Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations

mitigation measures are required. Section 1.10.3 of Resolution 06-37 is hereby amended to

add the following:

Modifications to GP/CLUP policies as part of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions apply to the
impacts identified above to reduce these impacts to a less than significant level. The following
modified policies are identified in the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental
* EIR, are included in the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and
15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference: ¢

e Policy CE 1:

e Policy CE 2:
e Policy CE 3:
e Policy CE 4:
e Policy CE &:
¢ Policy CE 8:
e Policy CE 9:
e Policy CE 10:
e Policy LU 3:
e PolicyOS7

1.10.4 Findings

Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area Designations and Policy;
Protection of Creeks and Riparian Areas;

Protection of Wetlands; :

Protection of Monarch Butterfly Habitat Areas;

. Protection of Other Terrestrial Habitat Areas;

Protection of Special-Status Species;
Protection of Native Woodlands;
Watershed. Management and Water Quality;
Commercial Land Uses;

Adoption of Open Space Plan Map;

Section 1.10.4 is herby amended to read as follows:

Pursuant to Public Resources Code 21081(a) and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091(a) and
15163, the City hereby finds that the impacts identified above are substantially lessened by
policies and implementation actions incorporated into the GP/CLUP. These policies would lessen
the significant environmental effect to below a level of significance.
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111 NOISE

1.11.1 Significant Impacts

There are no Class Il impacts identified for Noise in the 2006 Final EIR and Resolution 06-37.
- No new and additional Class Il impacts are identified for Noise as a result of the Track 3

Substantive Revisions.

1.11.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

Not applicable.

1.6.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

Not applicable.

1.5.4 Findings

Not applicable.
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112 PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES
1.12.1 Significant Impacts

The six Class Il impacts identified for Public Services and Utilities in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37, do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. These
impacts are the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA
Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

Impact 3.12-1 Increased Demand for Police Protection;

Impact 3.12-2 Increased Demand for Fire Protection;

Impact 3.12-3 Increased Demand for Wastewater Collection, Treatment, and Disposal;
Impact 3.12-4 Increased Demand for Utility Services;

Impact 3.12-5 Increased Demand on Local School Districts; and

Impact 3.12-6 Increased Demand on Library Facilities.

No new and additional Class Il impacts are identified for Public Services and Ultilities as a
‘result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

1.12.2 Facts Supportihg the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Public Services and Utilities provided in
Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and,
pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by
reference. '

1.12.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

No modifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as
identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 1.12.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impact identified above are incorporated herein by reference. No
new and additional mitigation measures are required.

1.12.4 Findings
The findings provided in Resolution 06-37 for the three Class Il impacts for Public Services and
Utilities identified above do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and,

pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by
reference. '
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113 TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION
1.13.1 Significant Impacts

The one Class Il impact identified for Transportation and Circulation in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37, does not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. This
impact is the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, is
incorporated herein by reference:

Impact 3.13-2 Exceed, Either Individually or Cumulatively, a LOS Standard
Established by Local Jurisdictions for Designated Roadways or Highways.

No new and additional Class Il impacts are identified for Transportation and Circulation as a
result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

1.13.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Transportation and Circulation provided in
Resolution 06-37 do not change as a resuit of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and,
pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by
reference.

1.13.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

No modifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as
identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 1.13.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impact identified above are incorporated herein by reference. No
new and additional mitigation measures are required. ‘

1.13.4 Findings
" The findings provided in Resolution 06-37 for the three Class Il impacts for Transportation and
Circulation identified above do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and,

pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by
reference.
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SECTION 2.0
FINDINGS REGARDING SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS THAT CANNOT BE
FEASIBLY MITIGATED TO BELOW A LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE (CLASS I)

Section 2.0 is hereby amended to read as follows:

The City finds that, based upon the threshold criteria for significance identified in the 2006
Final EIR as revised by subsequent CEQA addenda under Tracks 1, 2, and 4, the
Supplemental EIR, and the Addendum to the Supplemental EIR pursuant to CEQA, the CEQA
Guidelines and the City of Goleta Environmental Review Guidelines, the following effects of
the GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions will be significant and cannot
be avoided or reduced through mitigation to a level less than significant. Environmental
impacts that are significant and unavoidable (Class I) impacts have been identified for
aesthetics and visual resources, agriculture and farmland, hazards and hazardous materials,
noise, and trahsportation and circulation. Nevertheless, as discussed in the Statement of
Overriding Considerations, these impacts are considered to be acceptable when balanced
against the economic, social, technological and other benefits of the GP/CLUP as amended
by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.
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2.1 AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES
2.1.1 Significant Impacts

The two Class | impacts identified for Aesthetics and Visual Resources in the 2006 Final EIR
and Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. These
impacts are the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA
Guidelines, is incorporated herein by reference:

Impact 3.1-1 Impacts of GP/CLUP on Visual Resources within the City Including Views
from Hollister Avenue and City Gateways; and
Impact 3.1-2 Impacts of GP/CLLUP on Citywide Visual Character.

No new and additional Class | impacts are identified for Aesthetics and Visual Resources as a
result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

21.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Aesthetics and Visual Resources provided in
Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and,
pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by
reference.

2.1.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

No modifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as
identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 2.1.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impact identified above are incorporated herein by reference. No
new and additional mitigation measures are required.

2.1.4 Findings
The findings provided in Resolution 06-37 for the Class | impacts for Aesthetics and Visual
Resources identified above do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions

and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein
by reference.
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2.2 AGRICULTURE AND FARMLAND
2.2.1 Significant Impacts

The two Class Il impacts identified for Agriculture and Farmland in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. These
impacts are the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA
Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

Impact 3.2-1 Conversion of Agricultural Land and Loss or impairment of Agricultural
Productivity; and _
Impact 3.2-4 Cumulative Loss of Agricultural Land.

No new and additional Class | impacts are identified for Agriculture and Farmland as a result
of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

2.2.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Agriculture and Farmland provided in Resolution
06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to
Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.

2.2.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

No modifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as
identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 2.2.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impact identified above are incorporated herein by reference. No
new and additional mitigation measures are required.

2.2.4 Findings
The findings provided in Resolution 06-37 for the Class | impacts for Agriculture and Farmland

identified above do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant
to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.
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2.3  AIR QUALITY
2.3.1 Significant Impacts

The one Class | impact identified for Air Quality in the 2006 Final EIR and Resolution 06-37
does not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. This impact is the following
and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, is incorporated herein
by reference:

Impact 3.3-5 Cumulative ROG and NOx Emissions.

No new and additional Class | impacts are identified for Air Quality as a result of the Track 3
Substantive Revisions.

2.3.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Air Quality provided in Resolution 06-37 do not
change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and
15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.

2.3.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

No modifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as
identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 2.3.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impact identified above are incorporated herein by reference. No
new and additional mitigation measures are required.

2.3.4 Findings
The findings provided in Resolution 06-37 for the Class I impact for Air Quality identified

above do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to
Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.
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2.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

2.4.1 Significant Impacts

sty

There are no Class | impacts identified for Biological Resources in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37. No new and additional Class | impacts are identified for Biological
Resources as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

2.4.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

Not applicable.

2.4.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

Not applicable.

2.4.4 Findings

Not applicable.
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2.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

2.5.1 Significant Impacts

There are no Class | impacts identified for Cultural Resources in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37. No new and-additional Class | impacts are identified for Cultural Resources
as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

2.5.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

Not applicable.

2.5.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

Not applicable.

2.5.4 Findings

Not applicable.
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26 GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL RESOURCES
2.6.1 Significant Impacts
| There are no Class | impacts identified for Geology, Soils, and Mineral Resources in the 2006
"~ Final EIR and Resolution 06-37. No new and additional Class | impacts are identified for
Geology, Soils, and Mineral Resources as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.
2.6.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings
Not applicable.
2.6.3 Mitigation Measure Summary
Not applicable.

2.6.4 Findings

Not applicable.
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2.7 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
2.7.1 Significant Impacts

The two Class Il impacts identified for Hazards and Hazardous Materials in the 2006 Final EIR
and Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. These
impacts are the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA
Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

Impact 3.7-1 Risk of Upset at Venoco Facilities; and
Impact 3.7-2 Transport.

No new and additional Class | impacts are identified for Hazards and Hazardous Materials as
a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

2.7.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Hazards and Hazardous Materials provided in
Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and,
pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by
reference.

2.7.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

No modifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as
identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 2.7.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impact identified above are incorporated herein by reference. No
new and additional mitigation measures are required.

2.7.4 Findings
The ﬁndings provided in Resolution 06-37 for the Class | impacts for Hazards and Hazardous
Materials identified above do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and,

pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by
reference.
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2.8 POPULATION AND HOUSING
2.8.1 Significant Impacts
There are no Class | impacts identified for Population and Housing in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37. No new and additional Class | impacts are identified for Population and
Housing as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.
2.8.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings
Not applicable.
2.8.3 Mitigétion Measure Summary
Not applicable. |

2.8.4 Findings

Not applicable.

November 17, 2009 Exhibit 2—Page 38 Resolution No. 09-59



Goleta General Plan/Coastal Land Use Plan Track 3 Amendments Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations

2.9 WATER RESOURCES
2.9.1 Significant Impacts

No new and additional Class | impacts are identified for Water Resources as a result of the
Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

The one Class | impact identified for Water Resources in the 2006 Final EIR and Resolution
06-37 are hereby amended as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and as identified
in the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental EIR to read as follows:

Impact 3.9-9. Water Quality Impacts from Discharge to Surface Water Bodies Where
Water Bodies Are 303(d) Listed. Glen Annie Canyon is listed as impaired for nitrate on the
Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board's Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 303(d)
List of Impaired Water Bodies. Glenn Annie Creek (also called Tecolotito Creek) flows through
this canyon and discharges into Goleta Slough located beyond the city limits in the City of Santa
Barbara. Goleta Slough has been listed under Section 303(d) of the CWA as impaired for metals,
pathogens, organics, and sedimentation. Under this impairment, the Goleta Slough has no
remaining assimilative capacity or ability to accommodate additional quantities of these
contaminants, irrespective of concentration. These constituents could be gathered from lawn
runoff, rooftops, construction areas, and even indoor household runoff. While concentration of
constituents in the discharge from any new development is anticipated to be relatively low, this
small increase is still considered a significant contribution to cumulative impacts on Goleta
Slough, or a Class | cumulative impact.

Because the Track 3 Substantive Revisions include policy changes that provide a more detailed
list of allowed activities in and near ESHAs and reduces the width of minimum buffer areas in
some circumstances, the GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions can be
viewed as having a greater potential for impacts than the GP/CLUP prior to the Track 3
Substantive Revisions. However, the policy changes under Track 3 would not eliminate or
change requirements under other City policies and under Federal and State regulations
regarding total maximum daily load requirements, regulation of discharges into waters, and
general protection of water resources. Additionally, the increase to the standard SPA buffer from
50 feet to 100 feet is a beneficial impact. Therefore, revisions to the Conservation Element
policies under the Track 3 Substantive Revisions would have no new or modified impacts to
water resources. However, because these policies would ensure that cumulative loading of
contaminants to Goleta Slough would not increase, cumulative impacts to Goleta Slough would
be reduced to a less-than-significant level. ,

2.9.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Water Resources provided in Resolution 06-37 do
not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163
and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.

2.9.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

Pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and

corresponding implementation actions (mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR
and set forth in Section 1.10.2 of Resolution 06-37 for the impacts identified above, which
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have not been amended, are incorporated herein by reference. No new an.d additional
mitigation measures are required. Section 2.9.3 of Resolution 06-37 is hereby amended to
add the following:

Modifications to GP/CLUP policies as part of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions apply to the
impacts identified above to reduce these impacts to a less than significant level. The following

‘modified policies are identified in the Supplemental EIR and Addendum to the Supplemental

EIR, are included in the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and
15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference:

e Policy CE 2 Protection of Creeks and Riparian Areas; and
¢ Policy CE 10 Watershed Management and Water Quality.

2.9.4 Findings

Section 1.10.4 is herby amended to read as follows:

Pursuant to Public Resources Code 21081(a) and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091(a) and
15163, the City hereby finds that the impacts identified above are substantially lessened by

policies and implementation actions incorporated into the GP/CLUP. These policies would lessen
the significant environmental effect to below a level of significance.
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2.410 LAND USE AND RECREATION

2.10.1 Significant Impacts

There are no Class | impacts identified for Land Use and Recreation in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37. No new and additional Class | impacts are identified for Land Use and
Recreation as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

2.10.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

Not applicable.

2.10.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

Not applicable.

2.10.4 Findings

Not applicable.
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211 NOISE
2.11.1 Significant Impacts

The six Class Il impacts identified for Noise in the 2006 Final EIR and Resolution 06-37 do not
change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. These impacts are the following and,
pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by
reference: '

Impact 3.11-1 Exposure of Noise Sensitive Land Uses to Noise from Single-Event and
Nuisance Noise Sources;

Impact 3.11-2 Exposure of Existing or Planned Noise Sensitive Receptors Uses to
Increased Noise;

Impact 3.11-3 Exposure of Proposed Noise Sensitive Land Uses to Traffic Noise;
Impact 3.11-4 Exposure of Proposed Noise Sensitive Land Uses to Railway Noise;
Impact 3.11-5 Exposure of Noise Sensitive Land Uses to Industrial and Other Point
Sources; and

Impact 3.11-6 Cumulative Traffic Noise.

No new and additional Class | impacts are identified for Noise as a result of the Track 3
Substantive Revisions.

2.11.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Noise provided in Resolution 06-37 do not change
as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.

2.11.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

No modifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as
identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091
of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 2.11.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impact identified above are incorporated herein by reference. No
new and additional mitigation measures are required.

2.11.4 Findings
The findings provided in Resolution 06-37 for the Class | impacts for Noise identified above do

not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163
and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.
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212 PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES

2.12.1 Significant Impacts

There are no Class | impacts identified for Public Services and Ultilities in the 2006 Final EIR
and Resolution 06-37. No new and additional Class | impacts are identified for Public
Services and Utilities as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions.

2.12.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

Not applicable.

2.12.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

Not applicable.

2.12.4 Findings

Not applicable.
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2.13 TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

2.13.1 Significant Impacts

The one Class | impact identified for Transportation and Circulation in the 2006 Final EIR and
Resolution 06-37 does not.change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. This
impact is the following and, pursuant to Sections 15163-and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, is
incorporated herein by reference:

Impact 3.13-1 Exceed, Either Individually or Cumulatively, a LOS Standard
Established by Local Jurisdictions for Designated Roadways or Highways.

No new and additional Class | impacts are identified for Transportation and Circulation as a
result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. '

2.13.2 Facts Supporting the Impact Findings

The facts supporting the impact findings for Transportation and Circulation provided in
Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and,
pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by
reference.

2.13.3 Mitigation Measure Summary

No modifications to GP/CLUP policies and/or implementation actions (mitigation measures) as

identified in Resolution 06-37 are required. Therefore, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091

of the CEQA Guidelines, the GP/CLUP policies and corresponding implementation actions
(mitigation measures) identified in the 2006 Final EIR and set forth in Section 2.13.2 of
Resolution 06-37 for the impact identified above are incorporated herein by reference. No
new and additional mitigation measures are required.

2.13.4 Findings

The findings provided in Resolution 06-37 for the Class | impact for Transportation and
Circulation identified above do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions
and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein
by reference. :

November 17, 2009 . Exhibit 2—Page 44 Resolution No. 09-59



Goleta General Plan/Coastal Land Use Plan Track 3 Amendments Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations

SECTION 3.0 ‘
FINDINGS THAT THE IDENTIFIED PROJECT ALTERNATIVES ARE NOT FEASIBLE

Section 3.0 is hereby amended to add the following:

Pursuant to Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines, in order for the City to certify the
‘Supplemental EIR the City must make certain findings for each significant effect shown in the
2006 Final EIR as revised by the Supplémental EIR. Pursuant to Section 15091 of the CEQA
Guidelines, the two findings that must be made by the City are the following:

(1) Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the GP/CLUP
as revised by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions which avoid or substantially lessen the
significant environmental effect as identified in the Final 2006 EIR as revised by the
Supplemental EIR; and

(2) Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations make
infeasible the mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the 2006 Final EIR as
revised by the Supplemental EIR.

The Class Il significant environmental impacts of the GP/CLUP, as identified in the 2006 Final
EIR, were set forth in Resolution 06-37. One additional Class |l significant environmental
impact of the GP/CLUP as revised by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions, as identified in the
Supplemental EIR, was set forth in the forgoing Section 1.0. This Class Il significant
environmental impact and the previously identified Class Ii significant environmental impacts
have been substantially lessened by applicable mitigation measures to a less than significant
level. Therefore, the appropriate findings for all Class Il significant environmental impacts
have been made pursuant to the first finding required above (Section 15091(a)(1) of the
CEQA Guidelines).

The Class | significant environmental impacts of the GP/CLUP, as identified in the 2006 Final
EIR, were set forth in Resolution 06-37. No additional Class | significant environmental
impacts of the GP/CLUP as revised by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions were identified by
the Supplemental EIR. The Class | significant environmental impacts cannot be feasibly
mitigated to below a level of significance. Because no additional Class | significant
environmental impacts have been identified, Sections 3.0, 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 of Resolution 06-
37, including the findings that the identified project alternatives set forth in the 2006 Final EIR
are not feasible, which were made pursuant to the second finding required above (Section
15091(a)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines), do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are
incorporated herein by reference.
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SECTION 4.0
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

4.1 INTRODUCTION
Section 4.1 is hereby amended to read as follows:

CEQA and CEQA Guidelines require the decision-maker to balance, as applicable, the
economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of the project against its unavoidable
environmental risks in determining whether to approve the project. Pursuant to Sections
15092 and 15093, if the benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidable adverse effects,
those effects may be considered “acceptable.” However, in such case CEQA and CEQA
Guidelines require the City to support, in writing, the specific reasons for considering a project
acceptable when significant impacts are infeasible to mitigate. Such reasons must be based
on substantial evidence in the 2006 Final EIR or elsewhere in the administrative record. The
written reasons are referred to as the “Statement of Overriding Considerations.”

Pursuant to CEQA and CEQA Guidelines, and to the extent that any impacts from adoption of
the GP/CLUP and subsequent amendments, including amendment by the Track 3 Substantive
Revisions, (“Project”) are significant and have not been mitigated to a level of insignificance,

" the City adopts and makes the following Statement of Overriding Considerations regarding the
potential unavoidable significant environmental impacts and the anticipated economic, social,
and other benefits or considerations of the Project.

4.2  SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROJECT THAT CANNOT BE
MITIGATED TO A LEVEL OF INSIGNIFICANCE

The impacts of the Project that cannot be mitigated to a level of insignificance provided in
Resolution 06-37 do not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions. Therefore,
pursuant to Sections 15163 and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, Section 4.2 is incorporated
herein by reference. :

4.3 SOCIAL, ECONOMIC AND OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

The social, economic and other considerations of the Project provided in Resolution 06-37 do
not change as a result of the Track 3 Substantive Revisions and, pursuant to Sections 15163
and 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines, are incorporated herein by reference.

Section 4.3 Social, Economic and Other Considerations provided in Resolution 06-37 is
hereby amended to add the following:

Pursuant to CEQA and CEQA Guidelines, having balanced the benefits of the project against
potential significant and unavoidable impacts, the City Council hereby determines that the
project's potential unavoidable impacts are acceptable in light of the project’s social,
economic, and other benefits, and that approval of the project is warranted, notwithstanding
that all identified impacts are not fully mitigated. Each benefit set forth below constitutes an
overriding consideration warranting approval of the project independent of the other benefits:

1. The GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions provides corrections,
substitute language, and/or alternate direction to objectives, policies, implementation
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actions, tables, and figures in the GP/CLUP, that provide for greater clarity and
flexibility in implementing the plan themes and guiding principles. The GP/CLUP as
amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions promotes the intention of the
GP/CLUP to preserve and enhance the quality of the community through appropriate
use of the land that provides continuity with past and present uses. Land use patterns
remain primarily residential and open, with the majority of nonresidential development
concentrated along the primary transportation corridor ---- east and west along
Hollister Avenue and US Highway 101.

2. The GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions continues to allow
development and implementation of programs to revitalize the Old Town area.

3. The GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions encourages
sustained economic growth. '

4. The GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions continues to allow
focus on the preservation and enhancement of scenic views, ocean and island views,
mountain and foothill views, open space views, preservation of natural landforms,
scenic corridors, and community character.

5. The GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions continues to reflect
the community's goals and aspirations for Goleta by contributing to the creation of a
coherent vision for the City's future, building upon the individual and sometimes
conflicting visions of a diverse population.

6. The GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions facilitates the
guidance of future physical changes and public decision making in a lawful manner
that is comprehensive, long range, and internally consistent.

7. The GP/CLUP as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions facilitate the four
core major purposes of the GP/CLUP:

a. Providing a unified and coherent framework énd vision for the future of the City.

b. Providing the basis for consistent future decisions by the City on implementing
ordinances such as zoning and subdivision ordinances, individual development
project applications, and public investments in infrastructure and services.

C. Informing the public of the City’s policies and providing a means to invite pﬁblic
participation in the decision-making process.

d. Providing guidance for private landowners, developers, and other public
agencies in formulating projects and designs that are consistent with City
policies.

8. The GP/CLUP.as amended by the Track 3 Substantive Revisions allows for careful
planning for buildout of the remaining vacant land in the City, comprising of about five
percent (5%) of the land area in the City, to ensure the uses proposed meet the goals
of the GP/CLUP and needs of the community.
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Exhibit 3

- GENERAL PLAN FINDINGS UNDER GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION
- - 65358 THAT PROPOSED AMENDMENTS ARE IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST
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Non-Residential Growth Management

LU 11: Nonresidential Growth Management [GP] (and all sub-policies)
LU-IA-2 Update of Goleta Growth Management Ordinance.

Finding. These amendments include modifying the approach to growth management to focus
on the pacing of growth with availability of public services rather than on nonresidential growth
management. The pacing of growth would be based upon maintenance of service levels, quality
of life, and public works infrastructure capaCIty and availability. An ordinance to effectuate this
approach would not be necessary. The modification of these policies and implementation action
could affect the amount and timing of nonresidential development within the City. However, the
amendment allows for oversight of growth pacing and in a more general way and provides
support for growth management as currently achieved via the application of Figure 2-1 Land
Use Plan Map (adopted as part of the GP/CLUP in 2006). Given the smail. amount of
developable vacant land in the City, Figure 2-1 is an appropriate growth management tool and
the currently specified land use designations have accounted for an acceptable ratio of
development. Moreover, focusing on the pacing of growth better serves to guide/track all
growth, rather than only nonresidential growth. The City Council finds that the Land Use
Element Track 3 Substantive Revisions provide for improved direction and would result in better
management of, and decisions regarding, the regulation of growth management, and are
therefore in the public interest.

ESHA-Definition and Designation

CE Table 4-2

CE Figure 4-1

CE 1.1 Definition of Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas. [GP/CP]
CE 1.2 Designation of Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas. [GP/CP]
CE 1.5 Corrections to Map of ESHAs. [GP/CP]

CE 5.1 Designation of Other Terrestrial ESHAs. [GP/CP]

Finding. These amendments include modifications to policies affecting the locations and
mapping of ESHAs within the City. They expand the list of ESHA to clarify that they include
coastal bluff scrub and include minor typographical clarifications and corrections. The net effects
of the amendments are to expand the protection of ESHA to include coastal bluff scrub and to
clarify the overlapping regulatory agencies with jurisdiction over ESHA. As such, the City
Council finds that the Conservation Element Track 3 Substantive Revisions provide for
improved clarity that would result in better management of, and decisions regarding, the
designation of ESHAs, and the expansion of the policy to include coastal bluff scrub, and are
therefore in the public interest.

ESHA-Protection and Buffers

CE 1.6 Protection of ESHAs. [GP/CP]
CE 5.3 Protection of Coastal Bluff Scrub, Coastal Sage Scrub, and Chaparral. [GP/CP]

Finding. These amendments include modifications to policies related to the protection of
ESHAs and adjacent habitat within the City. The amendments expand the protection of ESHAs
to include the related buffers and allow for public works projects in ESHAs where there is no
feasible, less environmentally damaging alternative. The protection of coastal bluff scrub is
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defined, the protection of wildlife movement corridors in this upland habitat type is clarified, and
the application of mitigation under CE 1.7 is referenced for clarity purposes. Habitat area
protections are clarified to reflect the fact that mitigation for certain impacts is allowed under CE
1.7. While the amendments could result in Class Il environmental impacts, other policies of the
GP/CLUP and mitigation measures in the 2006 and Supplemental EIRs reduce the impacts to
insignificance. The City Council finds that the Conservation Element Track 3 Substantive
Revisions provide for improved direction and flexibility that would result in better management
of, and decisions regarding, the protection of ESHA and ESHA buffers, and are therefore in the
public interest.

ESHA- Development Standards

CE 1.9 Standards Applicable to Development Projects. [GP/CP]

Finding. These amendments include modifications to policies related to Development
Standards applicable to development within or adjacent to ESHAs. Three areas of change are
included in the amendment. Construction noise standards for fish and wildlife conservation
purposes are removed and replaced with a more flexible standard, but a standard that is
expanded to include both construction and operations. While the amendment eliminates the
numerical noise standard, it retains and expands the requirement for minimizing noise impacts.
This change is intended to increase flexibility and balance the protection of the resource with
appropriate mitigation and City regulatory oversight. While the amendments could result in
Class |l environmental impacts, other policies of the GP/CLUP and mitigation measures in the
2006 and Supplemental EIRs reduce the impacts to insignificance. The City Council finds that it
is in the public interest to allow grading in and adjacent to ESHAs during the rainy season
(November 1 through March 31) to allow economic development when adequate protections are
employed. The City Council finds that the Conservation Element Track 3 Substantive Revisions
provide for improved direction and flexibility that would result in better management of, .and
decisions regarding, development within or adjacent to ESHAs, expands the protection of
resource with the replacement of shall minimize noise impacts instead of should minimize noise
impacts, and are therefore in the public interest.

Streams and Creeks

CE 2.2 Streamside Protection Areas. [GP/CP]
CE 2.3 Allowable Uses and Activities in Streamside Protection Areas. [GP/CP]
CE 2.5 Maintenance of Creeks as Natural Drainage Systems. [GP/CP]

Finding. These amendments include modifications to policies related to the location and
designation of Streamside Protection Areas (SPAs) and the regulation of allowable uses,
activities, and maintenance within SPAs. The amendments allow for an expanded list of Public
Works projects where there are no feasible, less environmentally damaging alternative,
removes the prohibition of bridge abutments or piers from creeks/creek banks if it is the
environmentally superior alternative, and expands the citywide creek buffer standard of 50 feet
to a 100 foot standard while reducing the minimum buffer from 50 feet to 25 feet. While the
amendments could result in Class I environmental impacts, other policies of the GP/CLUP,
including the expanded 100 foot SPA standard, and mitigation measures in the 2006 and
Supplemental EIRs reduce the impacts to insignificance. The City Council finds that it.is in the
public interest to increase the SPA buffer to 100 feet; allowing exceptions only scientific
evidence supports a reduction down to the minimum buffer of 25 feet. This assures that
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scientifically justifiable maximum protection is maintained without unjustifiable interference with
private property rights and economic interests. The City Council finds that the Conservation
Element Track 3 Substantive Revisions provide for improved direction and flexibility that would
result in better management of, and decisions regarding, Streamside Protection Areas and the
allowable uses and activities therein, and promote better management of the little remaining
vacant parcels in the City, and are therefore in the public interest.

Wetlands

CE 3.1 Definition of Wetlands. [GP/CP]
CE 3.4 Protection of Wetlands in the Coastal Zone. [CP]

. CE 3.5 Protection of Wetlands Outside the Coastal Zone, [GP].

Finding. These amendments include modifications to policies related to the location
designation, and protection of wetlands and associated buffers. The definition of wetland is
altered to defer to the definitions required by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, California
Coastal Commission, and State Department of Fish and Game with direction that Goleta
regulates wetlands based on a “single parameter” approach. The purpose of the change is to
create consistency with other definitions and to remove conflicting or competing definitions for
clarity purposes. The width of coastal zone wetland buffers are modified to eliminate the rigid
100 foot buffer and instead, include the 100 foot buffer as a general rule with allowance down to
50 feet under certain circumstances. The width of inland wetland buffers are modified from 100
to 50 feet with an expanded description of the buffer function requirements. The purpose of
these changes is to promote flexibility where it is warranted. While the amendments could

" result in Class Il environmental impacts, other policies of the GP/CLUP and mitigation measures

in the 2006 and Supplemental EIRs reduce the impacts to insignificance. The City Council finds
that the Conservation Element Track 3 Substantive Revisions provide for improved flexibility
that would result in better management of the little remaining vacant parcels in the City, and
promote consistency between the definition of wetlands per the regulatory agencies charged
with protecting wetland resources, and are therefore in the public interest.

Protection of Trees

CE 9.1 Definition of Protected Trees. [GP/CP]

CE 9.3 Native Oak Woodlands or Savannas. [GP/CP].
CE 9.4 Tree Protection Standards. [GP/CP]

CE 9.5 Mitigation of Impacts to Native Trees. [GP/CP]
CE-1A-4 Preparation of a Tree Protection Ordinance.

Finding. These amendments include modifications to policies related to the definition,
protection, and mitigation of impacts to native trees. The protections afforded to native trees are

‘modified from a rigid standard to allow flexibility consistent with a Tree Protection Ordinance.

The Implementation Action addressing the ordinance is expanded to include additional
standards such as mitigation ratios etc. While the amendments could result in Class 1l
environmental impacts, other policies of the GP/CLUP and mitigation measures in the 2006 and
Supplemental EIRs reduce the impacts to insignificance. The City Council finds that the
Conservation Element Track 3 Substantive Revisions addresses a confusion in the tree
protection policy where mitigation is allowed under one subpolicy (CE 9.5) but absolute
standards are provided in other subpolicies (e.g. CE 9.4) and is therefore in the public interest.
The City Council also finds that the amendments provide for improved direction and flexibility
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that would result in better management of, and decisions regarding, the definition, protection,
and mitigation of impacts to native trees, and are therefore in the public interest.

Storm Water Management

CE 10.3 Incorporation of Best Management Practices for Stormwater Management
[GPICP]

Finding. This amendment ensures policy consistency with the City’s adopted Stormwater
Management Program, which is reviewed and approved by other regulatory agencies such as
the Regional Water Quality Control Board. This amendment will allow for greater flexibility in the
design.of stormwater runoff control facilities where warranted to take advantage of a project
site’s location within a given watershed, opportunities for innovative engineering practices, and
to provide for resource efficient and effective protection within the. City from flooding as well as
to better protect the water quality of streams, lakes, sloughs, and offshore ocean waters. While
the amendments could result in Class Il environmental impacts, other policies of the GP/CLUP
and mitigation measures in the 2006 and Supplemental EIRs reduce the impacts to
insignificance. The City Council therefore finds that the Conservation Element Track 3
amendment will provide improved direction and flexibility that would result in better management
of, and decisions regarding, stormwater management, consistent with other regulatory
agencies, and is therefore is the public interest.

Greenhouse Gas Reductions

CE-IA-5 Development of a Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan

Finding. This amendment allows for implementation of a new implementation action CE-IA-5
Development of Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan in an attempt to reduce impacts associated
with cumulative greenhouse gas contributions resulting from GP/CLUP buildout. The City
Council finds that the Conservation Element Track 3 amendment requiring the creation and
implementation of a Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan will address local contributions to global
climate change, consistent with State law requirements (AB 32), and therefore is in the public
interest.

Overall Findings

The City Council finds that the following benefits resulting from the Track 3 GP/CLUP amendments
are in the public interest:

1. The Track 3 Substantive Revisions would provide clarification, substitute language, and/or
alternate direction to policies and figures in the General Plan, that provide for greater clarity
and flexibility in implementing the GP/CLUP goals and objectives. The amendments would
promote the intention of the plan to preserve and enhance the quality of the community
through appropriate use of the land that provides continuity with past and present uses.

" Land use patterns would remain primarily residential and open, with the majority of
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nonresidential development concentrated along the primary transportation corridor ---- east
and west along Hollister Avenue and US Highway 101.

{ 2. The Track 3 Substantive Revisions would continue to allow development and
| , implementation of programs to revitalize the Old Town area.

3. The Track 3 Substantive Revisions would encourage sustained economic growth.

4. The Track 3 Substantive Revisions would continue to allow focus on the preservation and
enhancement of scenic views, ocean and island views, mountain and foothill views, open
space views, preservation of natural landforms, scenic corridors, and community character.

5. The Track 3 Substantive Revisions would continue to reflect the community’s goals and
aspirations for Goleta by contributing to the creation of a coherent vision for the City's
future, building upon the individual and sometimes conflicting visions of a diverse
population. '

6. The Track 3 Substantive Revisions would facilitate the guidance of future physical changes
and public decision making in a lawful manner that is comprehensive, long range, and
internally consistent. ’

7. The Track 3 Substantive Revisions facilitate the four core goals and objectives of the
GP/CLUP: '

a. The provision of a unified and coherent framework and vision for the future of
Goleta. ; v
b. The provision of a basis for future decisions by the City on implementing ordinances
such as zoning and subdivision codes, individual development project applications,
and public investments in infrastructure and services.

C. Ihforming the public of the City’s policies and provision of a means to invite public
participation in the decision-making process.

d. Guidance for private landowners, developers, and other public agencies in
formulating projects and designs that is consistent with City policy.

8. The Track 3 Substantive Revisions would allow for careful planning for buildout of the
remaining vacant land in the City, comprising about five percent (5%) of the land area in
Goleta, to ensure the uses proposed meet the goals of the GP/CLUP and needs of the
community. :
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L Findings of Consistency with the Coastal Act
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General Finding

The City Council finds that any policies, standards or regulations of the GP/CLUP
applicable to the City of Goleta's Coastal Zone shall be interpreted and applied
consistent with the California Coastal Act of 1976, Public Resources Code Sections
30000 et seq. (the “Coastal Act”).

Specific Findings and Reasons

The City Council finds that the GP/CLUP, as it applies to the Coastal Zone, is not
intended to be inconsistent and shall not be interpreted in a manner which conflicts with
the Coastal Act. The City Council recognizes that the GP/CLUP is the City's combined
General Plan and Coastal Land Use Plan. The City Council further recognizes that
portions of the GP/CLUP consist only of the General Plan, other portions consist only of
the Coastal Land Use Plan and other portions consist of both the General Plan and
Coastal Land Use Plan. The City Council finds that it is the intent of the GP/CLUP that
those portions that include the City's Coastal Land Use Plan shall be interpreted and
applied consistently with the Coastal Act, which may include a determination of whether
a portion of the GP/CLUP that combines the General Plan and Coastal Land Use Plan
is being applied to the Coastal Zone, in which case the interpretation may change to be
consistent with the Coastal Act. For example, the City Council finds that Policy CE 1.6,
subsection d, shall not be interpreted or applied to the Coastal Zone inconsistently with
the Coastal Act and that only public works projects identified in the Capital Improvement
Program located within the Coastal Zone pursuant to Policy CE 1.6 that are consistent
with the Coastal Act shall be permitted; whereas, public works projects identified in the
Capital Improvement Program located outside the Coastal Zone are not limited to public
works projects consistent with the Coastal Act.
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