EXHIBIT B
CONSISTENCY ANALYSIS WITH THE CABRILLO PARK FINAL EIR

Google R&D Building
(Lot 19 of Lot Line Adjustment No. 14-070-PCR-LLA)
6701 Discovery Drive (Formerly 355 Coromar Dr); APN 073-610-036
Case No. 25-0001-PCR

1.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The project includes the following:

The property’s zoning is SB-CBP (CBP Specific Plan), with a sub-zoning of I-BP (Business Park)
and I-S (Service Industrial). The General land Use designation is |I-BP (Business Park).

The proposed project will construct an Research and Development (R&D) facility that will be used
for the improvement and refinement of quantum computers. The project applicant is already
researching and developing quantum computers within the City, but it does not have sufficient room
at its current site to achieve the next milestones in quantum computing. This project will provide the
additional space necessary to build and test quantum computer prototypes with the goal that they
will one day be manufactured and made available to a range of users. What separates quantum
computers from traditional computers is their ability to analyze data and solve problems
exponentially faster than traditional computers. Quantum computers have the potential to
revolutionize processes in ways that will solve the most challenging modern day problems and
significantly improve the lives of many people.

The R&D Project is not a data center and will serve as the research and development location to
build, test, refine, and improve prototype quantum computing machines that will one day be
manufactured for use by end-users to facilitate new processes and solutions across different
industries and platforms.

On Lot 19 (331,056 SF), the proposed project will include the development of three structures: (1)
Building A will be the R&D building (117,759 SF, gross, 98,847 SF Net); (2) Building B will be a
single-story mechanical/electrical building (16,615 SF, gross, 0 SF Net (not occupied)), and (3)
Building C will be a three-level parking garage with a portion of the first floor devoted to a fitness
room, showers/restrooms, bicycle and miscellaneous storage areas (82,082 SF, gross, 5,383 SF
Net (employee amenities/storage/utilities)). Building B will be an unoccupied mechanical/electrical
building, and the adjacent yard area, which will house the project’s mechanical, HVAC and cooling
systems. Building B also contains rooftop emergency backup generators to ensure the quantum
computers and functions are not damaged or interrupted during a power outage.

The total building area is approx. 216,456 SF, gross, 104,230 SF net. A total of 231 parking spaces
will be provided on site. The Project will provide approximately 98,324 SF (29.7%) of landscaping.
Grading will involve an estimated 8,400 cy cut and 12,000 cy fill, including the existing 3,600 cy
stockpile. No development will occur within the existing detention basin. The project statistics for
Buildings A, B, and C are identified below in Table 1.




Table 1: Project Statistics for Buildings A, B, and C

Specific Plan Criteria | Proposed Project Meets Minimum
Criteria Y/N
Building Coverage 50% (ALUCP) 38.5% Y
- . Project
Landscape Coverage :\;I:]négnct;min cumulative Landscape Y
ping Coverage: 29.7%
percentage must not
be less than 42% for
all lots within CBP
meaning Lot 19 must
maintain a minimum of
29.7%
Parking 184 spaces 231 spaces Y
Setbacks:
Front 20 feet 37 feet minimum Y
Side 10 feet 28 feet minimum Y
Rear 10 feet 15 feet minimum Y
Building Height 41 feet. (35 feet to top | 35 feet (top of parapet) with | Y
of  structure/parapet | acceptable  architectural
and additional 6 feet | projections up to 42 feet
for mechanical | necessary for elevator
equipment screening | overruns, solar PV, and
plus architectural | exhaust unit screening
projections).

2.0 PURPOSE

In order to approve the project, a determination that the project is consistent with the CBP Final EIR
is required under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Thus, environmental review is
required pursuant to CEQA (Public Resources Code §§ 21000 et seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (14
California Code of Regulations §§ 15000 et seq.), and the City of Goleta Environmental Review
Guidelines. This document serves as the project’s environmental analysis pursuant to CEQA.

3.0 BACKGROUND

The Cabrillo Business Park Project (“CBP Project”) included a Rezone, Development Agreement,
Vesting Tentative Map, Development Plan, and Road Naming. A Final Environmental Impact Report
for the Cabrillo Business Park Project (2007 FEIR; SCH #2000041129) (“FEIR”) was completed for
the CBP Project and certified in April 2007 (inclusive of an Errata Sheet dated April 23, 2007).
Several Addenda to the FEIR have been prepared to address changes in the CBP Project and its
environmental effects. The FEIR and subsequent Addenda shall collectively be referred to and




considered as the CBP Final EIR. The Cabrillo Business Park Specific Plan was approved by the
City of Goleta City Council on October 1, 2013, and adopted on October 15, 2013 through
Ordinance No. 13-04. In order to approve the Project Clearance for the project, a determination that
the project is consistent with the CBP Final EIR is required.

4.0 RELATIONSHIP OF THE PROJECT TO THE CBP FINAL EIR

The project falls within the scope of the CBP Specific Plan approved earlier as part of the CBP Final
EIR. As described in Attachment 1 to this exhibit and incorporated herein by reference, the project
is consistent with the CBP Specific Plan Environmental Thresholds Checklist.

5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

The CBP Final EIR provided a thorough and comprehensive analysis of the environmental impacts
associated with the construction and operation of the build-out of the Cabrillo Business Park.

Section 15168(c)(2) of the State CEQA Guidelines states that, if a project is proposed which has
been the subject of a previous certified EIR or adopted negative declaration and “[i]f the [City] finds
that pursuant to section 15162, no new effects could occur or new mitigation measures would be
required, the agency can approve the activity as being within the scope of the project covered by
the program EIR, and no new environmental document would be required.”

Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines defines the conditions under which a subsequent EIR
would be required for a project as follows:

1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project which require major revisions of the EIR
due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or substantial increase in
the severity of previously identified significant effects;

2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR due to involvement of new
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified significant effects; and/or

3. New information of substantial importance has been forthcoming at this time, which was not
known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time
the previous EIR was adopted, shows any of the following:

a. The revised project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the
previous EIR;

b. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown
in the previous EIR;

c. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact
be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the
project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative; or

d. Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation
measure or alternative.

The CBP Specific Plan Environmental Guidelines & Thresholds (EGT) establishes an
Environmental Thresholds Checklist, prepared consistent with State CEQA Guidelines Section
15168(c)(4), for use in evaluating the effects of subsequent activities. The Environmental




Thresholds Checklist identifies the areas of environmental impact which were evaluated and/or
contemplated by the CBP Final EIR. Since the project is found to be consistent with the
Environmental Thresholds Checklist in the CBP Specific Plan, no further environmental review
under CEQA is required (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(c)(4)).

Therefore, the project will not result in any new significant environmental impacts not already
discussed in the CBP Final EIR.

6.0

FINDINGS

Based on the above analysis, the Planning and Environmental Review Director finds the following:

6.1.

6.2.

6.3.

6.4.

6.5.

The project falls within the scope of the CBP Specific Plan approved earlier as part of CBP
Final EIR (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(e)(1)).

The CBP Final EIR adequately describes the project for purposes of CEQA (State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15168(e)(2)).

The project does not require major revisions of the CBP Final EIR due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified effects (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(1)).

No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the
project will be undertaken, which would require major revisions of the CBP Final EIR due to
the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previously identified significant effects (State CEQA Guidelines Section
15162(a)(2)).

No new information of substantial importance, which was not known or could not have been
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the CBP Final EIR was adopted,
shows any of the following:

a. The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the CBP Final EIR;

b. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in
the CBP Final EIR;

c. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the
project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

d. Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed
in the CBP Final EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(3)).




Attachment 1 to Exhibit B

CBP Specific Plan Environmental Thresholds Checklist

Issue area

Guidelines

Discussion

Traffic Trips
(Cumulative
Maximum)

The Maximum Cumulative Traffic Trips
(MCTT) for all Phases of Development
shall not exceed 1,078 PM PHT.

Project is consistent:

The Project will generate a total
of 92 PM peak hour trips (PHTSs)
on Lot 19. Lot 19 has a Vehicle
Trip Allowance (VTA) of 103 trips.
The project will not result in an
increase in vehicle trips beyond
the MCTT of 1,078 PM PHT.
(See Attachment 2 to Exhibit B,
ATE’s Trip Generation and
Parking Analysis for the Cabrillo
Business Park Lot 19 R&D
Facility, dated June 17, 2025.)

Air Quality/
Green House
Gas

As long as cumulative maximum for Traffic
Trips is not exceeded, no additional
environmental analysis required.

Construction Emissions:
Required Mitigation Measures:
AQ-1.1, AQ-1.2, AQ-1.3, AQ-2

Operational Emissions:
Recommended Mitigation
Measures: AQ-4

Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC’s):
Permits from APCD for project emission
sources of TAC'’s shall be processed in
accordance with APCD requirements.

Project is consistent:
Construction, operational, and
TAC requirements will be noted
on construction plans and
periodic site inspections will
occur on the site during
construction. No additional air
quality/greenhouse gas analysis
is required as the MCTT will not
be exceeded as part of this
project.

Archaeological
Resources

As long as project is consistent with the
mitigation below, no additional
environmental analysis required.

A memo from project archaeologist shall
be reviewed by the City Archaeologist
documenting compliance (as applicable)
with the following mitigation measures:

Required Mitigation Measures:
ARCH-1.1, ARCH-1.2, ARCH-1.3, ARCH-
3, ARCH-4, ARCH-5, ARCH-6, ARCH-7,
ARCH-8, ARCH-9

Project is consistent:

Possible development impacts to
archeological resources on Lot
19 were previously analyzed
through the CBP SP and related
entitlements. The site has
received a rough grade and is
improved with a detention basin,
drainage structures, and
bioswale, as well as storm
drains, and sewer and water
lines. Proposed work is not
expected to disturb any
previously undisturbed soils. See
Attachment 3 of Exhibit
B,Archaeological memo from
Stone Archaeological Consulting
(2024) states that portions of the




prehistoric archaeological site
CA-SBA-52 were recorded within
the southeast corner of Lot 19.

The memo further explains that
systematic archaeological
excavations occurred within this
area as part of the processing of
the Cabrillo Business Park
master development project and
in 2014-2015 as part of Lot 19
grading and excavation activities.
The archaeological analysis and
monitoring during that time
confirmed that soils containing
potential cultural resource
deposits on Lot 19 were
substantially disturbed when the
Delco Range Building structure
was conducted in the 1950s. The
2015 evaluation confirmed that
no intact, significant
archaeological or tribal cultural
resources were identified in Lot
19.

The archaeologist's memo
further states that soils within the
currently proposed Lot 19
development have been subject
to over-excavation and
recompaction prior to placement
of 2- to 3- feet of fill soils that
occurred subsequent to the
rough grading of the Lot 19 in
anticipation of a proposed
structure in 2015. The
archaeologist reports that since
2015, an alternative project
design has been proposed that is
the basis of the current project.
the memo reports that
approximately 2.25 additional
feet of fill is proposed to be
placed within the originally
recorded CA-SBA-52 site
boundary within which structural
foundations would be placed.
The archaeologist concludes that
given that proposed placement
of fill and
scarification/recompaction at Lot
19 would occur in areas that
have previously been subject to
both activities and no new cuts




into underlying native soils would
occur and as the cultural
resources were previously
removed during grading, there
would be no potential for impacts
to cultural resources within the
previously recorded CA-SBA-52
boundaries.

As a result of the prior
archaeological and grading work
on-site, the archaeologist
concludes that no further cultural
resource monitoring is required
in connection with the proposed
project. The City Archaeologist
reviewed this Stone
Archaeological Consulting memo
and verified conformance with
applicable required mitigation
measures for Lot 19.

Biological Resources

No impacts to on-site wetlands except as
permitted by U.S. ACOE, CDFG, and/or
RWQCB.

Required Mitigation Measures:
BIO-1.1, BIO-1.2, BI0-1.3, BI0-2, BI0O-3.1,
BIO-3.2, 810-5.1, 810-5.2, 810-6

Project is consistent:

The project will not have an
impact on designated wetlands.
All wetlands associated with Lot
19 were removed as part of the
master development of the
Cabrillo Business Park several
years ago. (See Attachment 4 of
Exhibit B, Final Conceptual
Wetland & Upland Restoration
and Mitigation Plan for the
Cabrillo Business Park
(05/12/2010, revised). Permits
were obtained by the CBP
master developer from US
ACOE, RWQCB, and
CDFG/CDFW. As such, there
are no wetlands on Lot 19.

Further, the subject property is
north/adjacent to wetland areas.
The closest building/ yard area
will be located over 100’ from the
southern property boundary
(northern-most extent of wetland
area). Erosion and water quality
control measures will be
implemented per the Erosion
Control Plan and long-term
operational Best Management
Practices (BMPs).




Issue area

Guidelines

Discussion

Energy

As long as MCTT is not exceeded, no

additional environmental analysis required.

Recommended Mitigation Measures:
ENERGY-1

Project is consistent:

MCTT not exceeded.

In addition, the CBP Final EIR
indicated that new project
construction would be developed
in phases over a 10- to 15- year
period and “the proposed
industrial uses would use more
electricity and/or gas than is
currently required onsite.” The
EIR indicated that both project
specific and cumulative impacts
on energy were considered less
than significant. The project has
demonstrated compliance with
MM ENERGY-1 by the following:

MM ENERGY-1

a. Install low NOx water heaters
and space heaters per
specifications in the 1991 Air
Quality Attainment Plan.

e All Lot 19 water heaters
and space heaters will be
electric. No gas
appliances are proposed.
Electrical appliances do
not generate NOx.

b. Install heat transfer modules in
furnaces.
e This mitigation applies to
gas furnaces and is non-
applicable.

c. Use light colored water-based
paint and roofing materials.
¢ As demonstrated on the

project material board
(Sheet A3.03), and to be
confirmed at post-PCR
Zoning Clearance, the
project will utilize Light
colored water-based
paint and roofing
materials.

d. Install solar panels for water
heating systems and other
facilities and/or use water heaters

that heat water only on demand.




e All water heaters on Lot
19 will be on demand.
The project also
incorporates a PV
system (solar panels).

e. Use passive solar
cooling/heating.

e For non-lab areas, Lot 19
buildings incorporate
insulated glass windows
as well as architectural
screening elements and
landscaping to allow for
passive solar
cooling/heating.

f. Maximize the use of natural
lighting.

e Fornon-lab areas, Lot 19
buildings incorporate
large glass windows and
skylights to allow for
natural lighting. Lab
areas require a more
controlled environment
where natural lighting is
not feasible.

g. Use concrete or other non-
polluting materials for parking lots
instead of asphalt.

e All parking will be located
in a parking garage; no
asphalt parking is
proposed.

h. Install energy efficient
appliances and lighting.

o All lighting will be Title 24
compliant and energy
efficient. Appliances will
be energy efficient.

i. Use landscaping to shade
buildings and parking lots.

e Landscaping will provide
shade to buildings. No
parking lots are
proposed.

Further, the project applicant has
been working closely with
Southern California Edison
(SCE), the local direct power




provider in the area, on the
amount and timing of the project’s
anticipated power needs. SCE
has confirmed it has adequate
capacity to serve the project’s
anticipated power needs, and that
adequate power (up to 19.9 MVA
load capacity) can be delivered to
Lot 19 utilizing existing circuits
when it is needed. This is
sufficient to meet the project’s
anticipated long-term power
needs. At this time, the applicant
intends to contract with SCE and
does not plan to secure power
through Central Coast
Community Energy (CCCE).
Thus, the project will not exceed
locally available energy supplies
or require the construction of
substantial infrastructure to
accommodate project energy
demands.

Fire As long as MCTT is not exceeded, no Project is consistent:
Protection/ additional environmental analysis required. MCTT not exceeded.
Hazards

Required Mitigation Measures:

FIRE-1.1, FIRE-1.2, FIRE-1.3
Geologic As long as MCTT is not exceeded, no Project is consistent:
Resources additional environmental analysis required. MCTT not exceeded.

Required Mitigation Measures:

GEO-1.1, GEO-1.2
Hazardous As long as MCTT is not exceeded, no Project is consistent:
Materials/ additional environmental analysis required. MCTT not exceeded.
Risk of
Upset Required Mitigation Measures:

HAZ-1.1,HAZ-1.2, HAZ-2, HAZ-3.1, HAZ-3.2,
HAZ-

4.1, HAZ-4.2, HAZ-4.3, HAZ-4.4, HAZ-5.1,
HAZ-

5.2, HAZ-6.1, HAZ-6.2




Land Use

As long as project is consistent with criteria
below, no additional environmental analysis
required.

Airport Safety Corridor: No building(s)
allowed within the 300’ Airport Safety
Corridor.

Airport Clear Zone: Cumulative population
density (92.25 acres) within Airport Clear
Zone not to exceed 25 persons/ acre.

Airport Approach Zone: Cumulative
population density (92.25 acres) within
Airport Approach Zone not to exceed 25
persons/ acre.

Project is consistent.

Airport Safety
Corridor/Airport Clear
Zone/Airport Approach Zone.
The proposed buildings are
located outside the former 300'
Airport Safety Corridor and the
Airport Clear Zone (ACZ). Note,
the Airport Land Use Plan
(ALUP) has been rescinded and
replaced w/ the Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). The
ALUC found the overall CBP
project consistent with ALUP
when the CBP was approved in
2007. As such, subsequent
project clearance reviews are not
required to be submitted to
ALUC for consistency review.
Further, the City submitted its
General Plan/zoning ordinance
(which includes the CBP Specific
Plan) to the ALUC and it was
found consistent with the
ALUCP. As part of Zoning
Clearance, lighting and window
specifications will be submitted to
ALUC for its review.

A population density analysis
consistent with the former ALUP
has been prepared, as well as a
lot coverage analysis consistent
with the newer ALUCP. (See
Attachment 5 of Exhibit B,
Cabrillo Business Park/lUCSB —
Density Analysis (ALUP); ALUCP
Lot Coverage Analysis.)

Per the CSP Specific Plan,
cumulative population density
for the entirety of CBP (92.25
acres) within the APZ must not
exceed 25 persons/acre without
further




Issue area

Guidelines

Discussion

Building Height: Maximum Height of 35
feet, from finish grade to top of structure/
parapet. Mechanical screening may extend
approximately 6 feet above the structure.
Design features, such as rotundas, cupolas,
etc. may exceed the maximum building
height. All structures required to obtain FAA
clearance prior to issuance of Building Permit
(BP).

Lighting: Exterior site lighting shall be low

environmental review being
required. Based on the analysis
in the Cabrillo Business
Park/UCSB - Density Analysis
(ALUP), overall CBP project
density with the project will be
less than 25 persons/acre.
Proposed development is also
consistent with ALUCP Safety
Zones 1-3. No buildings or
structures will be located in
Safety Zone 1. Buildings located
within Safety Zones 2-3 will have
a population of approx. 260
persons, whereas ALUCP
allows maximum of 556
persons.

Maximum Site Coverage of 50%
within Safety Zones 2-3 is also
not exceeded, with project’s
actual site coverage at 38.5%.
(See ALUCP Lot Coverage
Analysis.)

Building Height: The project is
consistent with the CBP Specific
Plan building height limits. The
maximum building height of the
proposed Buildings A, B, and C
is 35’ (top of parapet).
Mechanical screens will not
exceed 6’ above structures.
Rooftop equipment and
associated mechanical screens
will not exceed 41’ in height with
the exception of elevator runs
and an exhaust fume hood stack,
which may slightly exceed this
height due to building code and
accessibility requirements.
These features however fall
under the category of acceptable
architectural projections and are
thus permitted by the CBP
Specific Plan. Further, all Project
Buildings and related
architectural projections will be
submitted to the FAA for its
review and approval prior to
Building permit issuance as part
of the Zoning Clearance process.




intensity, low glare, and hooded. No upward
lighting. Pole supports w/ darker finish. Wall-
mounted and pedestrian lighting heights
placed at height to limit unnecessary spill
effects while ensuring safety. Submit to
ALUC staff.

Windows: Exterior structure window glass
to be glare-resistant. Submit to ALUC staff.

Required Mitigation Measures:
LU-1, AES-6, AES-7, LU-4.1, LU-4.2, LU-4.3,
LU-6

Lighting: Exterior lighting will be
mounted on single/ double/ triple
head poles throughout the site
and exterior wall mounts
attached to building facades.
The intent behind the lighting
design is to provide sufficient
lighting throughout the building
areas and driveways. Lighting in
secure Yard Areas will be
brighter to enhance site security
in these areas. All exterior
lighting will be shielded, hooded,
and/or directed downwards to
prevent

spill-over onto adjacent parcels

Windows: Window glass will be
glare resistant. Exterior site
lighting and windows will be
reviewed by the Airport Land Use
Commission (ALUC) staff prior to
issuance of building permits.




Issue area Guidelines Discussion
Noise As long as MCTT is not exceeded, no Project is consistent:
additional environmental analysis required. MCTT not exceeded.

Construction Noise:
Required Mitigation Measures:
NS-1.1, NS-1.2

Operational Noise:
Recommended Mitigation Measures:
NS-4

A Construction Noise Control
Plan has been prepared for the
project in compliance with
applicable mitigation measures
(See Attachment 6 of Exhibit B).
The Construction Noise Control
Plan concludes that construction
noise levels identified at
surrounding noise-sensitive
receptors will not exceed the
City’s construction noise
thresholds. Although the project
will not exceed applicable noise
thresholds, the project will
nonetheless implement MM NS-
1.2, which requires that residents
of surrounding noise-sensitive
receptors and contiguous
properties be notified with a
preliminary construction activity
schedule in advance of
construction activities.

For Operational Noise, a Noise
Attenuation Plan has been
prepared in compliance with
applicable

mitigation measures (See
Attachment 7 of Exhibit B). The
Noise Attenuation Plan concludes
that the project’s operational
noise will be below the
acceptable threshold at the
surrounding noise-sensitive
receptors and as such, no
mitigation or noise monitoring is
required.

Public facilities

As long as MCTT is not exceeded, no

additional environmental analysis required.

Construction:
Required Mitigation Measures:
PF-1

Operational:
Required Mitigation Measures:

PF-2, PF-3.1, PF-3.2, PF-3.3

Project is consistent:
MCTT not exceeded.




Recreation

As long as recreational amenities on Lots 15
and 16 are not removed or substantially
changed, no additional environmental
analysis required.

Required Mitigation Measures:
REC-3

Project is consistent:

The project does not propose
changes to recreational
amenities on Lots 15 or 16.

Traffic and As long as MCTT is not exceeded, no Project is consistent:
Circulation additional environmental analysis required. MCTT not exceeded. (See ATE’s
Trip Generation and Parking
Required Mitigation Measures: Analysis for the Cabrillo
TR-1, TR-2, TR-3, TR-5, TR-6, TR-7, TR-8, Business Park Lot 19 R&D
TR-9, TR- Facility, dated June 17, 2025.)
12, TR-13, TR-14, TR-16, TR-17, TR-18, TR-
19, TR-
20, TR-21, TR-22, TR-23, TR-25, TR-26, TR-
27, TR-
28 [As per the terms of the CBP
Development Agreement]
Water A memo from project engineer shall be Project is consistent.
Resources/ reviewed by Public Works Director The project engineer, in
Flooding documenting compliance (as applicable to conjunction with review and

individual Project Clearances) with the
following mitigation measures:

Recommended Mitigation Measures:
WR-1.1, WR-1.2, WR-1.3, WR-1.4, WR-1.5

Required Mitigation Measures:

WR-1.6, WR-1.7, WR-1.8, WR-1.9, WR-1.10,
WR-

1.11, WR-1.12, WR-1.13, WR-1.14, WR-1.15,
WR-

1.16, WR-1.17, WR-1.18, WR-1.19, WR-1.20

approval from the Public Works
Department, has designed the
project to be- consistent with the
overall drainage design
approved for the CBP
Development Plan. (See
Attachment 8 of Exhibit B,
Drainage Analysis Report, dated
6/13/2025) As discussed in the
Drainage Analysis Report, the
project is consistent with the
CBP Final EIR, including the
stormwater mitigation measures
in the following ways:

e Decrease in the
impervious area from
2015 to the proposed
improvements. The 2015
Phase 3 Final Drainage
Report had 71.7%
impervious area for Lot
19 and the proposed
project has 70.5%
impervious.

e Post-CBP project peak
flow rates are reduced
below the pre-CBP
project level for the 5-
year, 10-year, 25-year,
50-year, and 100-year
design storm events.

e The project site’s




retained runoff volume
will be greater than the
difference between the
pre-project and post-
project 17 24-hour storm
volume.

The project will
implement more
effective and greater
quantity of stormwater
BMP’s and almost all
Project water will exit the
site after passing
through the vegetated
detention basin to the
property line. Through
application of these
BMPs, the velocity of the
stormwater through the
site will be reduced and
less sediment will be
transported than under
the pre-project
conditions.

The stormwater from the
open detention basin will
leave the CBP at a non-
erosive velocity, in an
unconcentrated manner
which will be better than
the pre-project condition.

Therefore, impacts to water
resources/flooding will remain
the same.

Attachments to Exhibit B:

- Attachment 1: CBP Specific Plan Environmental Thresholds Checklist

- Attachment 2: ATE’s Trip Generation and Parking Analysis for the Cabrillo Business Park Lot 19 R&D
Facility, dated June 17, 2025

- Attachment 3: Archaeological Memo from Stone Archaeological Consulting (2024)

- Attachment 4: Final Conceptual Wetland & Upland Restoration and Mitigation Plan for the Cabrillo
Business Park (05/12/2010, revised

- Attachment 5: Cabrillo Business Park/UCSB — Density Analysis (ALUP); ALUCP Lot Coverage Analysis

- Attachment 6: Construction Noise Control Plan

- Attachment 7: Noise Attenuation Plan

- Attachment 8: Drainage Analysis Report, dated 6/13/25




