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SUBJECT: Local Coastal Program Workshop 4

RECOMMENDATION:

Receive a presentation, allow public comments, and provide feedback on the City’s Local
Coastal Program.

BACKGROUND:

This February 9, 2026 workshop is the fourth workshop to discuss the City’s Local Coastal
Program (LCP). The first workshop occurred on December 8, 2025. The staff report for
Workshop 1 provided detailed background on the California Coastal Act, LCPs, permit
authority in the Coastal Zone, the City’s General Plan / Coastal Land Use Plan as a
foundation for a future LCP, the significance of LCP certification, and California Coastal
Commission staff review of the General Plan / Coastal Land Use Plan. Additionally, three
topic areas were included where Coastal Commission staff proposed revisions to the
City’s General Plan / Coastal Land Use Plan: Archaeology and Paleontology,
Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHA), and Oil and Gas.

A second public workshop was held on January 12, 2026. The staff report for Workshop
2 included a discussion of Coastal Commission staff-proposed revisions to the City’s
General Plan / Coastal Land Use Plan on the following topics: Public Access, Safety
(Coastal Hazards); and Visual Resources. At Workshop 2, Public Access was discussed
but Safety (Coastal Hazards) and Visual Resources were not.

A third public workshop, on January 26, 2026, covered Coastal Commission staff
proposed revisions related to Safety (Coastal Hazards) and Visual Resources that were
originally introduced in the staff report for Workshop 2.
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Workshop 4 continues the review of Coastal Commission staff-proposed revisions to City
General Plan / Coastal Land Use Plan policies that are intended to serve as the Coastal
Land Use Plan (CLUP) portion of the City’s LCP.

DISCUSSION:

This LCP workshop addresses Coastal Commission staff-proposed revisions to the
following four policy topics: Public Facilities, Water Conservation, Transportation, and
Water Quality. Water Conservation is included with Public Facilities in the discussion as
the guiding Coastal Act requirements for these two topics are the same.

These topic areas will be the focus of discussion and feedback from the Planning
Commission and the public. This staff report highlights the more significant proposed
policy revisions. However, any of the proposed revisions included in the policy tables in
staff report Attachments 1 through 4 may be discussed at the workshop. The questions
listed at the end of each topic area are intended to guide the discussion and are designed
to solicit feedback from each Planning Commissioner, while also providing the public with
guidance and opportunities to share input on the same topics.

Public Facilities (and Water Conservation)

Within Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act, public facilities and impacts on development are
discussed in Sections 30250 and 30254. Section 30250(a) states, in part, that:

New residential, commercial, or industrial development, except as
otherwise provided in this division, shall be located within, contiguous with,
or in close proximity to, existing developed areas able to accommodate it
or, where such areas are not able to accommodate it, in other areas with
adequate public services and where it will not have significant adverse
effects, either individually or cumulatively, on coastal resources.

Section 30254 states: “[n]Jew or expanded public works facilities shall be designed and
limited to accommodate needs generated by development or uses permitted consistent
with the provisions of [the Coastal Act].”

Section 30254 further states that:

Where existing or planned public works facilities can accommodate only a
limited amount of new development, services to coastal-dependent land
use, essential public services and basic industries vital to the economic
health of the region, state, or nation, public recreation, commercial
recreation, and visitor-serving land uses shall not be precluded by other
development.

The City currently maintains public facilities policies in the aptly titled Public Facilities

Element. Coastal Commission staff suggested extensive edits to the City’s approach to
public facility policies throughout the Public Facilities Element. These suggested edits can
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be found in Attachment 1. Coastal Commission staff also provided specific proposed
revisions related to water conservation. These revisions focus on Conservation Element
Policy CE 15 (Water Conservation, Waste Reduction, and Materials Recycling) and a new
subpolicy on groundwater and water supply within Conservation Element Policy CE 10
(Watershed Management and Water Quality). These can be found in Attachment 2. No
specific issues are identified in the staff report related to Public Facilities.

Question 1: Is there any feedback for City staff to consider moving forward regarding
public facilities?

Transportation

Transportation is not a topic specifically called out within Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act.
However, Section 30252 notes that new development should support public access by:

(1) facilitating the provision or extension of transit service, (2) providing
commercial facilities within or adjoining residential development or in other
areas that will minimize the use of coastal access roads, (3) providing
nonautomobile circulation within the development, (4) providing adequate
parking facilities or providing substitute means of serving the development
with public transportation, (5) assuring the potential for public transit for high
intensity uses such as high-rise office buildings...

Coastal Act Section 30253(d) also notes that new development should minimize vehicle
miles traveled.

Coastal Commission staff suggested edits to the City’s transportation policies throughout
the Transportation Element. These can be found in Attachment 3. Below is a summary of
some of the significant changes related to City transportation policies.

Complete Streets versus Vision Zero

Coastal Commission staff proposed a new subpolicy TE 1.1 (Complete Streets) to guide
the design of new and reconstructed, retrofitted, repaved, rehabilitated, or changed
streets.! This proposed policy could have impacts on Public Works’ implementation of the
annual paving project within the City with potential significant financial costs to the City.
Additionally, City Council adopted Resolution No. 24-07 on February 20, 2024, supporting
Vision Zero Efforts to eliminate fatal and severe transportation related collisions. The
resolution endorses comprehensive holistic Vision Zero principles as a means to achieve
this goal and directs staff to incorporate Vision Zero goals as a guiding principle for
transportation planning, design of streets and sidewalks, and maintenance of public rights
of way. Public Works would support an alternative subpolicy TE 1.1 to reflect the City’s
commitment to Vision Zero. Such an alternative subpolicy could read:

1 Note that the General Plan already has multi-modal policies, such as subpolicy TE 1.3 (Improved
Connectivity in Street, Pedestrian, and Bikeway Systems) and TE 1.4 (Multi-Use Street System) and the
City has an adopted Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan.
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TE 1.1 Vision Zero. [GP/CP] Streets shall be planned and designed to
prioritize the elimination of traffic-related fatalities and serious injuries
consistent with the City’s adopted Vision Zero approach. Roadway safety
improvements shall be implemented based on data-driven analysis, risk,
project scope, and feasibility, and shall be incorporated primarily through
new construction, reconstruction, or projects that modify roadway geometry,
operations, or circulation. Routine maintenance, repaving, and rehabilitation
projects within the existing right-of-way shall focus on preserving
infrastructure and may incorporate safety enhancements where feasible
and consistent with City Council-adopted policy.

Removal of Capital Projects

The General Plan currently includes Policy TE 5 (Planned Street and Road
Improvements). Policy TE 5 was included in the General Plan to serve as mitigation to
impacts on intersection levels of service due to the growth allowed for in the General Plan.
Over time, several of the projects in Policy TE 5 have been completed, such as subpolicy
TE 5.2 (Replacement of the Cathedral Oaks/Hollister Interchange); some are underway,
such as subpolicy TE 5.4 (Hollister Avenue (Old Town) Redesign Improvements); while
others are potential future capital projects, such as subpolicy TE 5.5 (New US-101
Freeway Crossings).

Coastal Commission staff recommended removal of all capital projects identified in Policy
TE 5 from the CLUP and where a project is in the Coastal Zone, to delete the subpolicy
altogether. The three subpolicies proposed for deletion are: TE 5.2 (Replacement of the
Cathedral Oaks/Hollister Interchange), which is already complete; TE 5.3 (Ekwill-Fowler-
South Kellogg Improvements), portions of which are currently under construction; and TE
5.7 (Connection of Phelps Road). Coastal Commission staff suggested elimination of all
TE 5 policies that identify major future transportation projects to avoid, from their
perspective, pre-authorization of projects that have not been evaluated for their potential
to impact coastal resources.

Removal of these policies could impact the analysis in the Environmental Impact Report
for the City’s General Plan. Additionally, the City would need to identify new General Plan
policies to justify the outstanding portions of TE 5.3 and the Phelps Road connection
when doing the annual General Plan conformity findings required under Government
Code Section 65401 for the annual adoption of the City’s Capital Improvement Program
list of projects.

Public Coastal Access Parking

As summarized in Workshop 2, the City’s coastal access policies can be found in the
General Plan Open Space Element. Citations related to protections for public access
under the Coastal Act (Sections 30210-30214) are also included in the Workshop 2 staff
report. Coastal Commission staff proposed many edits related to coastal access within
the Open Space Element. However, Coastal Commission staff also proposed edits
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related to public access within the Transportation Element in addition to the Open Space
Element revisions.

Coastal Commission staff proposed a new subpolicy, TE 9.8 (Public Coastal Access
Parking Mitigation), that would only allow restrictions on or elimination of existing on-street
public parking for coastal access if mitigation is provided or it is demonstrated that such
restrictions or elimination will not adversely impact public coastal access. This could limit
or complicate the City’s efforts to regulate parking along Phelps Road, Marymount Way,
and Whittier Drive during large Isla Vista events like Deltopia and Halloween. Additionally,
in some locations, vehicles currently park on unimproved dirt shoulders without curb and
gutter, within drainage paths, or adjacent to environmentally sensitive habitat areas.
These conditions contribute to erosion, runoff, and resource impacts. Requiring mitigation
for removal of such parking to address runoff, erosion, habitat protection, or safety
concerns could create an unreasonable and costly burden for the City’s Public Works
Department.

At this point, it is unclear whether parking restrictions on these roads would adversely
impact public coastal access and, if so, what mitigation would need to be provided by the
City.

Coastal Commission staff also proposed revisions to subpolicy TE 9.3 (Parking in
Residential Neighborhoods) to state that new development and/or expansion of an
existing use in residential areas shall avoid displacement of public parking spaces that
are accommodating parking for public access and recreation. Currently, subpolicy TE 9.3
states that on-site parking shall be provided to “minimize” parking in public rights-of way.
A cross-reference to the requirements in subpolicy TE 9.8 is also proposed in subpolicy
TE 9.3. At this time, it is unclear what on-street parking in the Ellwood neighborhood
would be considered as accommodating parking for public access and recreation.
Consequently, it is unclear what this proposed subpolicy revision would mean for the
permitting of accessory dwelling units (where no parking is required) and for certain
housing projects availing themselves of parking reductions under State law. Note that a
similar edit is proposed to OS 3.3 (Coastal Access Parking) to prohibit the displacement
of street parking in residential areas unless free replacement parking is provided. Adding
similar, but not identical, requirements in two places could also lead to confusion and
differing interpretations of policies appearing to serve the same intent (for instance
subpolicy OS 3.3(b) would protect “coastal recreation users” parking while subpolicy TE
9.8 would protect “coastal access” parking).

Mandates Outside City Authority

The City includes transportation policies to advocate for certain outcomes outside the
City’s direct control and to coordinate with outside agencies on issues within those
agencies’ control. Examples of these types of policies are in subpolicy TE 3.2 (Freeways)
and in Policies TE 7 (Public Transit (Bus Transportation)) and TE 15 (Regional
Transportation).
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Coastal Commission staff proposed new language related to transportation planning and
projects that the City does not have direct approval authority over. Within subpolicy TE
3.2, Coastal Commission staff recommended two new subpolicy requirements as
subpolicies TE 3.2(h) and TE 3.2(i). These new subpolicies include mandates for new
projects on US-101 and State Route (SR)-217. However, as noted in the introduction to
subpolicy TE 3.2, “The rights-of-way for these routes are controlled and managed by the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans).” As a result, the City does not have
the authority to mandate certain requirements for projects located on US- 101 and
SR- 217. Without additional context, the proposed policy additions may inadvertently
suggest a level of City control over these projects that does not exist. It should be noted
that subpolicy TE 3.2 already has other City-mandate language related to US-101 and
SR-217 (such as in subpolicy TE 3.2(b), (c), and (g)) but Coastal Commission staff’s
proposed revisions add additional misleading policy language to the Transportation
Element. Because these proposed subpolicies regulate infrastructure and development
beyond the City’s jurisdiction, lack an enforceable implementation mechanism, and rely
on decisions made by other agencies, their inclusion in the LCP could create further
confusion and unrealistic compliance expectations without improving coastal access,
pedestrian connectivity, or noise mitigation outcomes.

Coastal Commission staff proposed a new subpolicy TE 3.1x (Advance Planning for
Transportation Infrastructure) that similarly presumes a level of control or authority of
projects that the City does not have. Within this proposed subpolicy, the City would
mandate itself to work with Caltrans and other transportation asset owners and managers
to conduct advance planning for segments of transportation infrastructure that are
vulnerable or that are expected to become vulnerable to coastal hazards. Such a
subpolicy puts the City in a difficult position as the City cannot control such planning
processes yet mandates that such processes occur. The proposed subpolicy also
assumes Caltrans would allow the collaboration proposed for in the subpolicy.

Similar issues are illustrated in Coastal Commission staff proposed new subpolicies TE
15.X (Environmental Justice Planning) and TE 15.X (Environmental Justice Impacts) that
commit the City to certain processes related to environmental justice for projects the City
does not control.

Question 2: Do you support removal of capital projects from the CLUP when considering
the issues this may create, including General Plan conformity determinations ?

Question 3: Do you support the Complete Streets subpolicy proposed by Coastal
Commission staff or would you prefer to incorporate the City’s existing adopted Vision
Zero approach?

Question 4: Do you support more stringent requirements regarding restrictions on, or
elimination of, existing on-street public parking for coastal access/recreation?

Question 5: Are you comfortable including mandates for City involvement in projects
which the City does not have direct authority over?
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Question 6: Is there other feedback for City staff to consider moving forward regarding
transportation?

Water Quality

Within Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act, water quality is ostensibly regulated under Coastal
Act Sections 30230-30236. These sections of the Coastal Act focus on the marine
environment. For terrestrial land use, the most relevant provision is Section 30231, which
focuses on water quality impacts to the marine environment. Section 30231 states:

The biological productivity and the quality of coastal waters, streams,
wetlands, estuaries, and lakes appropriate to maintain optimum populations
of marine organisms and for the protection of human health shall be
maintained and, where feasible, restored through, among other means,
minimizing adverse effects of waste water discharges and entrainment,
controlling runoff, preventing depletion of ground water supplies and
substantial interference with surface waterflow, encouraging waste water
reclamation, maintaining natural vegetation buffer areas that protect
riparian habitats, and minimizing alteration of natural streams.

Section 30412(b) of the Coastal Act clarifies roles and responsibilities for overseeing
water quality management in California:

The State Water Resources Control Board and the California regional water
guality control boards are the state agencies with primary responsibility for
the coordination and control of water quality...The commission shall assure
that proposed development and local coastal programs shall not frustrate
this section. The commission shall not, except as provided in subdivision
(c), modify, adopt conditions, or take any action in conflict with any
determination by the State Water Resources Control Board or any California
regional water quality control board in matters relating to water quality...

The City currently maintains water quality policy provisions in Conservation Element
Policy CE 10 (Watershed Management and Water Quality). Coastal Commission staff
suggested extensive edits to Policy CE 10. These can be found in Attachment 4. Below
is a discussion of two of the most significant changes.

Limitations on Construction Activities

Coastal Commission staff proposed a new subpolicy CE X.x (Avoid Land Disturbance
Activities During the Rainy Season), which takes some language from subpolicies CE
1.9(i) and (j), but with substantial changes. The proposed revisions would create new
limitations on the timing of certain construction activities (grading, earth-moving, and
vegetation clearance) to address water quality concerns. Currently, the City allows these
activities year-round, with certain specific limitations and additional requirements for work
adjacent to ESHA. The State Water Resources Control Board also allows construction
year around subject to certain requirements. Under Coastal Commission staff-proposed
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revisions, the City would prohibit any grading, earthmoving, and vegetation clearance
during the rainy season, which is suggested to span from November 1 to April 30. Limited
exceptions to the prohibition would include: (1) if the City granted an extension for a
specific length of time, based on an inspection of the project site, and a determination
that conditions at the site are suitable for continued work with implementation of
appropriate erosion and sediment control measures that will be maintained during the
activity; or (2) if the City allows for necessary land disturbance activities under emergency
conditions to remediate hazardous flooding or geologic conditions that endanger public
health and safety.

In short, based on this proposed requirement and limited exceptions, new construction
projects could not begin from November 1 to April 30, except under emergency
conditions. This restriction would limit the commencement of grading, earth-moving, and
vegetation clearance to six months of the year, between May 1 and October 31. Note that
a separate Coastal Commission staff-proposed new subpolicy CE 1.9(e) in the
Conservation Element (provided to Planning Commission at Workshop 1) states that
“[tIhe timing of grading and construction activities shall avoid potential disruption of wildlife
during critical time periods such as nesting or breeding seasons.” Nesting and breeding
often occur from February to August.

Stormwater Requirements

Several subpolices within Policy CE 10 include requirements and expectations for how
new development will address and minimize impacts associated with stormwater runoff
from the site of the development. Currently, the City complies with requirements set out
for the City by the Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).
Coastal Commission staff proposed additions within Policy CE 10 create a separate,
overlapping yet more onerous set of requirements within the City’s Coastal Zone that is
not needed for the City to meet its stormwater regulatory obligations.

Currently, if a development creates or replaces 2,500 square feet or more of impervious
surface, then Central Coast Post-Construction Requirements (PCR) and Phase Il Small
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Program Requirements apply consistent
with State law. The PCR requirements include four tiers based on the amount of new or
replaced impervious surface. The second highest tier, Tier 3, applies to projects that
create or replace 15,000 square feet or more impervious surface area. The highest tier,
Tier 4, applies to projects that create or replace 22,500 square feet or more impervious
surface area. Within City Hall, Public Works staff implement these requirements. Note
that the MS4 requirements are currently being updated by the RWQCB, which oversees
requirements for stormwater management in the City. The RWQCB will also be revising
and updating the PCR during the 2026 calendar year. The details about the PCR tiers
and requirements are not currently in Policy CE 10.

Coastal Commission staff proposed a new subpolicy CE 10.X (Additional Requirements
for Developments of Water Quality Concern) and a list of what are considered
“‘Developments of Water Quality Concern.” Proposed subpolicy CE 10.X would require
these developments to:
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e Conduct a polluted runoff and hydrologic site characterization by a qualified
licensed professional, early in the development planning and design stage, and
document the expected effectiveness of the proposed best management practices
(BMPs). (subpolicy CE 10.x(a)) Note that the purpose of the polluted runoff and
hydrologic site characterization is unclear, as the bulk of the proposed subpolicy
includes objective standards that need to be met.

e Size low impact development (LID), Runoff Control, and Treatment Control BMPs
to infiltrate, retain, or treat, at a minimum, the runoff volume generated by the 95th
percentile 24-hour rainfall event for volume-based BMPs, or two times the 95th
percentile 1-hour rainfall intensity for flow-based BMPs. The 95th percentile
rainfall event shall be determined using local rainfall data. (subpolicy CE 10.x(b))

e Use an LID approach that gives priority to preventive site design strategies to
minimize post-development changes in the site’s stormwater flow regime,
supplemented by structural BMPs to retain on-site (by means of infiltration,
evapotranspiration, or harvesting for later irrigation use), at a minimum, the runoff
volume generated by the 95th percentile 24-hour rainfall event, to the extent
appropriate and feasible. (subpolicy CE 10.x(c))

e Conduct an alternatives analysis to demonstrate that there are no appropriate and
feasible alternative project designs that would substantially improve runoff
retention, if a proposed development will not retain on-site the runoff volume
generated by the 95th percentile 24-hour rainfall event using an LID approach.
(subpolicy CE 10.x(d))

e Use a Treatment Control BMP (or suite of BMPs) to remove pollutants of concern
from any portion of the runoff volumes generated by the 95th percentile 24-hour
rainfall event that will not be retained on-site, or if additional pollutant removal is
necessary to protect coastal waters. (subpolicy CE 10.x(e))

e Use structural Runoff Control BMPs to minimize adverse post-development
changes in the runoff flow regime for projects that will add more than 15,000
square feet of impervious surface area and for any portion of the runoff volume
that will not be retained onsite by the 95th percentile 24-hour rainfall event.
(subpolicy CE 10.x(f))

In total, the standards provided above differ from and potentially conflict with the City’s
existing PCRs. The requirements of subpolicy CE 10.x(f) are similar to existing
requirements for Tier 3 projects. However, when combined with subpolicies CE 10.x(c),
(d), and (e), this proposed policy would create competing standards between the LCP
requirements and the existing City PCRs. These additional requirements would create a
more subjective and complicated process for stormwater management analysis and
requirements, both for applicants and for the City. Finally, the alternatives analysis
requirements in proposed subpolicy CE 10.x(d) are not clearly defined and could be a
mechanism to significantly reduce the size of proposed development in a subjective
manner. Layering additional, subjective requirements on top of established regulatory
programs could create inconsistency, confusion, and inefficiency without a corresponding
water quality benefit.
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Coastal Commission staff also proposed a threshold for the requirements of subpolicy CE
10.X as development that creates and/or replaces a cumulative site total of 10,000 square
feet or more of impervious surface area. Note that this trigger is significantly lower than
the current trigger to Tier 4 requirements under the City’s existing PCRs. Beyond a square
footage impervious surface threshold, Coastal Commission staff also proposed that the
following categories be considered “Development of Water Quality Concern” and thus
trigger the application of the requirements of subpolicy CE 10.X:

1. Residential development that creates and/or replaces five or more dwelling units.

2. Hillside development on a slope greater than 15 percent on a site with erodible
soils.

3. 75 percent or more of the site’s surface area will be impervious surfaces.

4. A parking lot, street, road, or highway facility that creates and/or replaces a
cumulative site total of 5,000 square feet or more of impervious surface area.

5. A vehicle service facility, including a retail gasoline outlet, commercial car wash,
or vehicle repair facility.

6. Commercial or industrial development with a potential for generating a high
pollutant load that may potentially enter coastal waters or the storm drain system.

7. Any project developed on land where the soil has been contaminated by a previous
land use, and where the contaminated soil has the potential to be eroded or to
release the contaminants into runoff.

8. Developments that create and/or replace a cumulative site total of 2,500 square
feet or more of impervious surface area, if the development is located within 100
feet of coastal waters (including the ocean, estuaries, wetlands, lagoons, and
streams) or discharges directly to coastal waters (i.e., does not discharge to a
public storm drain system).

9. Any other development determined by the City to be a Development of Water
Quiality Concern.

Note that the above includes certain housing projects, in addition to a variety of other
projects, that currently do not require heightened stormwater management requirements
under the City’s existing PCRs. Several of these categories create issues for the City.

Under Category 1, the five-unit residential trigger may incentivize fewer but larger
residential units in order to avoid more stringent stormwater control requirements. The
justification for the five-unit threshold is unclear. Note that without this trigger, residential
development would still be considered under the 10,000-square foot standard discussed
above.

Categories 3 and 4 create significant burdens on Public Works road maintenance efforts.
The proposed triggers, particularly the inclusion of streets, roads, and highways creating
or replacing as little as 5,000 square feet of impervious surface, would capture most City
paving projects. Public Works maintenance and rehabilitation projects occur entirely
within existing, fully built-out rights-of-way that are already impervious and constrained by
utilities, drainage infrastructure, access requirements, private property, and safety
standards. There is no physical footprint or feasible mechanism within these corridors to
install infiltration-based LID features, retention facilities, or treatment BMPs without
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acquiring additional property or fundamentally reconstructing the roadway, which is
neither practical nor intended for maintenance work.

Application of subpolicy CE 10.X to maintenance projects would require the City to retain
additional consultants to prepare polluted runoff and hydrologic site characterizations,
alternatives analyses, and stormwater modeling solely to repave or rehabilitate existing
streets. This would introduce unnecessary bureaucracy, increase costs, extend project
schedules, and significantly reduce the effectiveness of the City’s pavement preservation
and infrastructure maintenance programs. This subpolicy would materially hinder the
City’s ability to perform routine maintenance, defer needed repairs, increase long-term
lifecycle costs, and negatively affect roadway conditions and public safety.

Under Category 9, Coastal Commission staff also proposed as a “Development of Water
Quality Concern” anything determined to be such “by the City.” This additional catch-all
category creates a subjective and unclear trigger for additional stormwater management
requirements. Because stormwater management requirements can impact project
design, this determination would need to be made by City staff at or prior to a development
application. The same issue can occur with Category 6. It is unclear how and when the
determination of Category 6 applicability would take place and what would guide that
consideration.

Question 7: Should the City effectively prohibit new construction activities (grading, earth-
moving, and vegetation removal) during the winter half of each year?

Question 8: Are you comfortable removing a duplicative separate, more stringent
stormwater management requirement scheme, that differs from the requirements
overseen by the Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board?

Question 9: Is there other feedback for City staff to consider moving forward regarding
the marine environment/water quality?

Additional Feedback
At the conclusion of the workshop, City staff will also provide the public and Planning
Commission with an opportunity to discuss any additional questions and/or comments

regarding any of the material from the three workshops.

Question 10: Do you have any additional questions or comments for City staff regarding
Coastal Commission staff proposed edits to City policy?

NEXT STEPS:
After receiving feedback from the Planning Commission and public on all suggested

policy revisions, staff will address next steps in consultation with Coastal Commission
staff.
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At a later date, the City will provide a public draft of the LCP for review and consideration
by the Planning Commission and recommendation to the City Council for adoption and
submittal to the Coastal Commission for certification.

LEGAL REVIEW BY: Winnie Cai, Assistant City Attorney

APPROVED BY: Peter Imhof, Director of Planning and Environmental Review
ATTACHMENTS:

1. Public Facilities Policies with Coastal Commission Staff Proposed Revisions in

Underline and Strikethrough

2. Water Conservation Policies with Coastal Commission Staff Proposed Revisions
in Underline and Strikethrough

3. Transportation Policies with Coastal Commission Staff Proposed Revisions in
Underline and Strikethrough

4, Water Quality Policies with Coastal Commission Staff Proposed Revisions in
Underline and Strikethrough

5. Staff Presentation
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Attachment 1: Public Facilities Policies with Coastal Commission Staff Proposed Revisions in Underline and Strikethrough

California Coastal Commission Staff Recommended Public Facilities Policy Revisions

Policy PF 3: Public Safety Services and Facilities [GP/CP]

Objective: Ensure that adequate fire and police services and facilities are available to meet the needs of both existing and new development in the city as well as service demands from outside Goleta’s
boundaries.

PF 3.4: Fire Safety in New Development [GP/CP]
The following fire safety standards shall be met, where applicable, in new development within the city:

a. Two routes of ingress and egress shall be required for any new development or subdivision of land requiring approval of a discretionary action. This requirement may be waived by the City when
secondary access cannotbeprovidedis not feasible and maintenance of fire safety standards are ensured by other means. \Where required fire access routes for a subdivision would have adverse
impacts to coastal resources, the subdivision shall be denied.

b.  All private roads that provide access to structures served by the Santa Barbara County Fire Department shall be constructed at a minimum to the department’s standards.

c.  All nonagricultural development in the foothills area shall include provisions for connection to the GWD or another public water purveyor.

d. Emergency access and required fuel modification shall be a-censiderationanalyzed in the siting and design of all new development within the city.

PF 4: Water and Sewer Facilities [GP/CP]

Objective: Limit new development that requires new or expanded water supply and sewage collection facilities. New facilities shall be limited to the minimum necessary to serve envisioned land use
buildout in the GP/CLUP. Ensure that adequate water supply and d|str|but|on facilities and sewage collection facilities and treatment capacity are available to-meetthe-cumulative-reeds-of both-existing
, , -prior to approving new development, including land subdivisions.

PF 4.1: Water Facilities and Services [GP/CP]

The following criteria, standards, and procedures shall apply to water facilities and services:

a. New, expanded, or upgraded water infrastructure shall be designed and limited to accommodate the needs generated by permitted land uses within the City. The capacities of these facilities shall
be scaled to meet the level of anticipated growth consistent with the permitted land uses within the City but shall not be oversized so as to induce growth in the Coastal Zone beyond the certified build-out
of the GP/CLUP.

a-b. The City shall coordinate with GWD regarding new development within its boundaries to allow the GWD to continue to plan its capital improvements in an orderly manner consistent with the levels
of growth allowed by the Land-Use-PlarGP/CLUP.

cb.  The City shall review and monitor GWD’s existing Urban Water Management Plan, adopted in-December2005 May 2017 and future updates to that plan, and shall monitor actions of GWD to meet
the projected long-term water demand.

de.  The City shall monitor and compare the planned and potential consumption of the available and planned water capacity within the service area of the GWD. If the available and planned capacity of
water supply and delivery services is not adequate to serve the planned and potential consumption, then the City shall take one or more of the foIIowmg three actlons in order of prlorlty

1) Deny or pPhase development within the city consistent with the Land-UsePlanGP/CLUP until such time that adequate re
improvementswater supply can be provided and urge other entities in the service areas to also reassess-theirplansdeny or phase development Where eX|st|nq or planned water supplv can accommodate
only a limited amount of new development, water supply and delivery services shall be reserved for higher priority land uses and other development shall not be approved if its use of service capacity
would preclude development of higher priority uses. For the purposes of this subpolicy, higher priority land uses shall be limited to coastal-dependent land uses; essential public services and basic
industries vital to the economic health of the region, state, or nation; public recreation; commercial recreation; and visitor-serving land uses. Residential, general commercial, light industrial and other lower
priority uses shall be restricted until adequate water capacity is available.

2) Reassess the City’s Land-UsePlanGP/CLUP to reduce the demand for services to the degree necessary to match the supply and urge other entities in the service areas to also reassess their
plans, while providing services for higher priority land uses.

3) Explore and support ways to reduce consumption in order to conserve available capacity and to reduce the volume of discharges of treated effluent in ocean waters.

ed.  Environmental reviews of new development shall evaluate the adequacy of water supply capacity to serve cumulative demand for all existing and planned development, including during extended
periods of drought.

fe. Water piping systems should be interconnected (“looped”) wherever feasible to facilitate the reliable delivery of water to all locations within the city. The distribution system should be sized to
provide minimum operating pressure of 45 pounds per square inch (psi) under normal conditions and 20 psi under emergency conditions such as fires.

af. Water supply and delivery systems shall be available in time to meet the demand created by new development-ershal-be-assured-through-the use-of bonds-orothersureties. An assured water
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supply and delivery system shall be identified prior to discretionary approvals of projects to the satisfaction of the City. GWD or the project applicant may provide several alternative methods of
documentation, including an-uncenditional-“ability-to-serve’a service availability letter from the district.

hg.  Priorto approval of a project for new development, iFhe applicant and GWD shall demonstrate prierto-issuance-offinaHand-use-clearance-that sufficient capacity shal-beis available to serve the
development and all other cumulative projects within GWD’s service area. This may be evidenced by an-unconditional-willserve’a service availability letter or contract for service from GWD. All required
water infrastructure for a project shall either be in place at the time of approval of the land-use-clearaneedevelopment or shall be assured through the use of bonds, payment of fees, or other sureties to
the City’s and GWD'’s satisfaction.

ih. Within new subdivisions, offsite and onsite water distribution systems required to serve the subdivision shall be in place and contain water at sufficient quantity and pressure prior to the issuance of
any building permit. Model homes may be exempted from this policy, subject to approval by the City.

Jt. The City shall encourage and actively promote long-term water conservation through water-conserving features in new development, including low water-use plumbing fixtures and drought-tolerant
landscaping. The City also encourages the reclamation of treated wastewater and development of distribution facilities for reclaimed water to serve appropriate uses and locations.

Kj. Water infrastructure shall be sited and designed in a manner that proteots coastal resources, mlnlmlzes risks from coastal erosion, inundation and roodlnq due to rising sea Ievel and precludes the
need for shoreline protection. New-waterlines-shall-not-be-located-withinan-Environmer ally-Sensitive Habitat Area{ESHA)-or ESHA buffer unless-there-isno-feasible-alternative location—The City
supports the-decommissioning and relocatingen ef-existing facilities located W|th|n ESHA -er ESHA buffers, or coastal hazard areas to areas outside of ESHA, ESHA buffer, and coastal hazard areas,
including areas subject to future sea level rise.

lk. The City shall require new water infrastructure to be located and painted-designed so as to not be visually obtrusive and, where feasible, to be located within roadway rights-of-way or existing utility
easements.

mi.  The City shall seek to protect the quality and quantity of groundwater resources, including those that serve households and businesses that rely on private wells. The City encourages that such
existing development be connected to the public water system of GWD and that the private wells be properly abandoned and closed.

nm.  All new development within the City shall be served by the public water system. Lack of available public water services shall be grounds for project denial or for a reduction in the density or intensity
of development otherwise allowed on the site.

on. New development along corridors identified by the GWD in its Master Plan as locations of future water conveyance facilities shall provide appropriate easements as a condition of approval.

PF 4.2: Sewer Facilities and Services [GP/CP]
The following criteria, standards, and procedures shall apply to sewer facilities and services:

a. New, expanded, or upgraded wastewater infrastructure shall be designed and limited to accommodate the needs generated by permitted land uses within the City. The capacities of these facilities shall

be scaled to meet the level of anticipated growth consistent with the permitted land uses within the City but shall not be oversized so as to induce growth in the Coastal Zone beyond the certified build-out

of the GP/CLUP.

b. The City shall monitor and compare the planned and potential consumption of the available and planned sewer capacity within the service areas of these utilities. If the available and planned capacity of

sewerage services is not adequate to serve the planned and potential consumption, then the City shall take one or more of the following three actions in order of priority:

1) Deny or pPhase development within the City consistent with the GP/CLUP Lanrd-Use-Plan-until such time that adequate resources-can-be-identified-to-provide-adequate-supplieswastewater
capacity and improvements can be provided and urge other entities in the service areas to also reassess-theirplansdeny or phase development. \Where existing or planned wastewater treatment capacity

can accommodate only a limited amount of new development, service capacity shall be reserved for higher priority land uses and other development shall not be approved if its use of service capacity

would preclude the development of higher priority uses. For the purposes of this subpolicy, higher priority land uses shall be limited to coastal-dependent land uses; essential public services and basic

industries vital to the economic health of the region, state, or nation; public recreation; commercial recreation; and visitor-serving land uses. Residential, general commercial, light industrial and other lower

priority uses shall be restricted until adequate wastewater treatment capacity is available.

2) Reassess the City’s GP/CLUP Land-Use-Plan-to reduce the demand for services to the degree necessary to match the supply and urge other entities in the service areas to also reassess their

plans, while providing services for higher priority land uses.

3) Explore and support ways to reduce consumption in order to conserve available capacity and reduce the volume of discharges of treated effluent in ocean waters.

bc. The City shall encourage effective and cost-efficient organization and delivery systems for provision of wastewater collection, treatment, and disposal services within its boundaries.

ed. The City shall work with the GSD to ensure completion of a Capacity Management Alternatives Study to determine the scope of needed improvements for a higher level of treatment in order to

improve the quality of effluent discharged by an outfall into ocean waters offshore from Goleta Beach Park. The City supports completion of this project as quickly as possible. The study should include a

full evaluation of alternatives and costs. Alternatives should-shall avoid construction of excess wastewater treatment capacity that would induce growth in the Coastal Zone beyond the certified build-out of

the GP/CLUP.

de. The City shall encourage recycling of treated wastewater to reduce water consumption and reduce ocean discharges of treated effluent.
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ef. Sewage collection and wastewater treatment capacity shall be available in time to meet the demand created by new development-ershall-be-assured-through-the-use-of bonds-or-othersureties. The
adequacy of sewerage facilities shall be identified prior to discretionary approvals of projects to the satisfaction of the City. The applicable sanitation district or project applicant may provide several
alternative methods of documentation, including an service availability-uhreonditional-—ability-to-serve” letter from the district.
fg. Prior to the approval of a project for new development, tFhe applicant and the applicable sanitation district shall demonstrate priorte issuance-offinal-land-use-clearance-that sufficient capacity and
facilities shal-arebe available to serve the development and all other cumulative projects within the service area. This may be evidenced by an-uncenditional-willserve” service availability letter or
contract for service from the district. All required wastewater management infrastructure for a project shall either be in place at the time of approval of the ldevelopment and-use-clearance or shall be
assured through the use of bonds, payment of fees, or other sureties to the City’s and the applicable district’s satisfaction. Lack of available public sewer services shall be grounds for project denial or for
a reduction in the density or intensity of development otherwise allowed on the site.
gh All necessary sewage coIIectlon faC|I|t|es shaII be in place at the t|me of aperevalrefﬂnal bundlng pe#mts nSQeCtIO

W on—\Wastewater infrastructure shall be sited and designed in a manner that protects
coastal resources, minimizes rlsks from Coastal erosion, mundatlon and ﬂoodlnq due to rising sea IeveI and precludes the need for shoreline protection. The City supports the-decommissioning and
relocatingen-of existing facilities located within ESHA, e-ESHA buffers , or coastal hazard areas to areas outside of ESHA, ESHA buffers, and coastal hazard areas, including areas subject to future sea
level rise.
il. New dBevelopment along corridors identified by sewer providers in their master plans as locations of future sewerage facilities shall provide appropriate easements as a condition of approval.
ik. The City shall discourage and oppose extension of sewer service into any land area not designated for urban development, including to areas west of Goleta and the Embarcadero Community Services
District.
kl. Within the urban boundary, all new development shall be required to connect to the public sewerage system. New septic systems shall not be approved within the urban boundary unless it is
demonstrated that there is no feasible alternative.
Im. Independent community sewer systems shall not be approved or established fernew-development-within the city.

Policy PF 6: Utilities [GP/CP]

Objective: Ensure that adequate utility services and facility capacities are available to meet the needs of both existing and new development in the city as well as service demands from outside Goleta’s
boundaries.

PF 6.2 Undergrounding of Overhead Utilities. [GP/CP]
The City shall encourage the undergrounding of electrical power lines and other overhead utilities to the greatest extent practical, as follows:

a. The City shall pursue funding opportunities to underground existing overhead utilities, including SCE’s dedicated underground funding (“Rule 20A/20B”), private funding, and assessment districts. The
City shall establish priorities for locations for potential undergrounding projects.

b. To the extent practicable, all utilities shall be required to be placed underground in new development (see related VH 4.14).

PF 6.4 Telecommunications Improvements. [GP/CP] The City encourages upgrading of telecommunications infrastructure to ensure adequate coverage. The number of separate sites shall be
minimized by co-locating facilities where feasible. Visual and aesthetic obtrusiveness of wireless and cellular telecommunications facilities shall be mitigated by provision of stealth designs, for example,
location within elements of buildings such as parapets, chimneys, or other architectural features. A public notice shall be posted at telecommunications sites with electromagnetic field emissions; these
notices shall inform employees, customers, and the general public as to the location of the facility (see related VH 4.8).
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Policy PF 8: General Standards for Public Facilities [GP/CP]
Objective: To ensure compatible and aesthetically appropriate integration of public buildings and facilities into the city’s built and natural environments at appropriate locations.

PF 8.1 General Standard. [GP/CP]
The City shall ensure that all public buildings and facilities comply with the same development standards and regulations as would be applicable to private development.

PF 8.2 Siting of Public Facilities. [GP/CP]

All new public facilities, including utilities, utility buildings, signage, and other development components, shall be sited and designed-in-a to protect views to and along the ocean and scenic coastal areas,
to minimize alteration of natural landforms and to be mannerthatmakes-them-aesthetically compatible with surrounding neighborhoods and development. The following shall apply:

a. Siting and design, landscape buffers, architectural elements, and other appropriate design solutions shall be required, as appropriate.

b. Critical structures and facilities (including hospitals, fire stations, police stations, water reservoirs, and communications facilities) shall be restricted from geologically and hydrological hazardous areas,
including areas subject to future sea level rise, to the greatest extent practical.

c. To the extent practical, the City shall identify and shall make every effort to assure the long-term availability of appropriate sites for the development and expansion of City buildings, utility infrastructure,
and other public facilities.

d. Public agency buildings shall be conveniently located and accessible to residents and all segments of the community.

e. In the Coastal Zone, all public facilities shall be restricted from geological and hydrological hazardous areas, including areas subject to future sea level rise, and preclude the need for shoreline
protection. Where feasible, existing public facilities shall be relocated out of coastal hazard areas.

PF 8.4 Critical Facilities Standards. [GP/CP]

To the extent possible, the City shall require that all critical structures located within the city be constructed to maintain sufficient structural integrity to remain functional following the maximum probable
earthquake event and other natural disasters that could affect the site of the structure. All proposals for new critical structures, regardless of location within the city, shall demonstrate safety in terms of the
geologic, hydrologic, and other engineering conditions of the site. (See also Subpolicies SE 4.8, SE 4.10, SE 5.3, and SE 6.5.)

PF 9: Coordination of Facilities with Future Development. [GP/CP]

Objective: To ensure that land-use-decisionsadequate public services are based-en-available prior to approving new development and that the plannednecessary capacity efis available and the capital
facilities and-that-are in place prior to occupancy of the new development. Within the Coastal Zone, ensure that coastal-dependent land uses; essential public services; basic industries vital to the
economic health of the region, State, or nation; public recreation; commercial recreation; and visitor-serving land uses are not precluded from receiving the necessary services when and where such

facilities-are-provided-when-theyservices are needed-to-suppeort-new-developmentconstrained.

PF 9.1: Integration of Land Use and Public Facilities Planning. [GP/CP]

The-Land-Use-Plan-and-aetionsActions on individual development applications shall be-consistent-withdemonsirate the existing-erplannedadequate capacities of necessary supporting public facilities and
shall be consistent with the fiscal capacity of the City to finance new facilities.

a. The City shall integrate its land use and public works planning activities with an ongoing program of long-range financial planning to ensure that the City’'s GP/CLUP Land-Use-Plan-is supported by
quality public facilities.

b. Individual land use decisions, including but not limited to GereralPlanGP/CLUP amendments, shall be-based-eninclude a finding that any proposed development can be supported by adequate public
facilities.

PF 9.2 Phasing of New Development. [GP/CP]
Development shall be allowed only when and where it is demonstrated that all public facilities are adequate and only when and where such development can be adequately served by essential public
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services without reducing levels of service elsewhere.

PF 9.3 Responsibilities of Developers. [GP/CP]

Construction permits shall not be granted until the developer provides for the installation and/or financing of needed public facilities. If adequate facilities are currently unavailable and public funds are not
committed to provide such facilities, the burden shall be on the developer to arrange appropriate financing or provide such facilities in order to develop. Developers shall provide or pay for the costs of
generating technical information as to impacts the proposed development will have on public facilities and services. The City shall require new development to finance the facilities needed to support the
development wherever a direct connection or nexus of benefit or impact can be demonstrated.

PF 9.4: City Infrastructure Investments to Guide Development. [GP/CP]

The City shall plan and develop its infrastructure and public facilities in appropriate locations for development and shall encourage other public agencies to plan and implement their facilities in a manner
that is consistent with and reinforces the General Plan-/CLUP.

PF 9.5 Extensions of Infrastructure and Facilities. [GP/CP]

The extension of any individual infrastructure or public facility to serve new development, regardless of the method of financing, should be approved only if it is determined that adequate fiscal capacity
exists to support:

a. The extension of any other needed facilities.
b. Services to the cumulative development that could be supported by the extension.
c. Cost-effective service delivery by all ongoing public services.

PF 9.6: Concurrency [GP/CP]

The City shall develop ordinances and procedures to achieve “concurrency” for facilities essential to support development. Pursuant to those procedures, the City shall evaluate the impact of any new
development on the capacity of the supporting public facilities and require, prior to final development approval, that financing be in place to correct any public facility deficiency. The evaluation of impacts
shall include an analysis of the cumulative effects of other development proposals in the service area.

PF 9.7: Essential Services for New Development [GP/CP]

Development shall be allowed only when and where: all essential utility services are adequate in accord with the service standards of their providers; service capacity is adequate to support existing and
only-whenplanned coastal-dependent uses, essential public services and basic industries vital to the economic health of the region, State, or nation, public recreation, commercial recreation, and visitor-
serving land uses; the provision of essential public services will not have significant adverse effects, either individually or cumulatively, on coastal resources; and where-suchthe development can be
adequately served by essential utilities without reducing levels of service belew-the-level-of service-guidelinesto inadequate |levels elsewhere.

a.Domestic water service, sanitary sewer service, stormwater management facilities, streets, fire services, schools, and parks shall be considered essential for supporting new development.

b.A development shall not be approved if it causes the level of service of an essential utility service to decline below the-standardsreferencedadequate levels as described above unless the permit
requires improvements to mitigate the impacts are-made-concurrent with the development-ferthe-purpeses-of-thispelicy-. “Concurrent with the development” shall mean that improvements are in place
at-the-timeprior to occupancy or use of the development-erthat. \Where applicable, the City shall require a financial commitment isto be in place prior to issuance of the coastal development permit to
complete the improvements.

c.If adequate essential utility services are currently unavailable and public funds are not committed to provide such facilities, develepe , =
develop-the applicant must provide such facilities at their own expense in order to develop. Acquisition of these services shall not be approved if |ts use of service capamtv would preclude the
development higher priority uses.

The adequacy of essential public facilities to handle new development shall be demonstrated prior to approval of the coastal development permit. The applicant shall provide adequate documentation,
including an “ability to serve” letter from the service provider, a description of public facilities that would be necessary to support the development, evidence that these public facilities can be feasibly
completed prior to occupancy, and evidence that the necessary public facilities will not have individual or cumulative impacts on coastal resources.
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PF 9.8: Public Facilities

Public facilities shall be sited and designed in a manner that protects coastal resources consistent with all policies and provisions of the GP/CLUP, minimizes risks from coastal erosion, inundation and
flooding due to rising sea level, and precludes the need for shoreline protection. Where feasible, existing public facilities shall be relocated out of coastal hazard areas, including long-term hazard areas

associated with climate change.

Limit new or expanded roads, flood control projects, utility services, and other public service facilities, whether publicly owned or not, to the minimum necessary to serve the level of development that may

be accommodated consistent with permitted land use buildout and subject to all planning and resource constraints of the GP/CLUP.
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[Note: CE 15.1 was edited by the City since the last review by Coastal Commission staff]
CE 151 Water Conservation. [GP/CP]
The City shall promote water conservation and will work cooperatively with the Goleta Water District to:

Establish goals for reducing water use in the City.

Monitor and document water use.

Promote water conservation through a public information program.

Provide guidelines for low-flow the-use-ef-waterinterior and exterior water fixtures.
Provide emergency guidelines for water use in times of drought.

Seek available grants to initiate or sustain conservation efforts.

mPoO0TD

CE 15.2 Water Conservation for City Facilities. [GP/CP]

In order to minimize water use, the City shall upgrade City-owned facilities with low water use plumbing fixtures, water-conserving landscaping, low flow irrigation, and-reclaimed water for exterior
landscaping, and installation of climate-appropriate landscaping at the time of major improvements.

CE 15.3 Water Conservation for New Development. [GP/CP]

In order to minimize water use, all new development and substantial redevelopment shall use low water use plumbing fixtures, water-conserving landscaping, low flow irrigation, and/or reclaimed water for
exterior landscaping, where appropriate.

CE 10.X Groundwater and Water Supply. [GP/CP]
The City shall seek to prevent depletion of groundwater levels and groundwater quality by:

a. Coordinating with adjacent local governments and relevant agencies to protect the potable water supply from saltwater intrusion.
b. Coordinating with the Goleta Water District to identify potential areas where saltwater intrusion may degrade groundwater water resources.
c. Coordinating with the Goleta Water District to remediate identified saltwater intrusion sites.
d
e

. Evaluating potential incidence and severity of saltwater intrusion into individual aquifers as part of climate adaptation studies.
. Meeting the Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board’s Post-Construction Storm Water Management Requirements for water quality treatment, run-off retention, and peak flow mitigation.
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TE 1: Integrated Multi-Modal Transportation-System. [GP/CP]

Objectives: To create and maintain a balanced and integrated transportation system to support the mobility needs of Goleta’s residents and workforce, with choice of bus transit, bicycle, and pedestrian as
well as private automobile modes. To reduce the percentage of peak-hour person-trips that are made by automobile, minimize energy consumption, reduce vehicle miles traveled, and provide the facilities
that will enable diversion of trips from automobiles to other modes of transportation. To develop, maintain, and operate a balanced, safe, and efficient transportation and complete sireets system to serve all
persons, all age groups, special-needs populations, coastal visitors, and activities in the community while protecting coastal and inland resources.

TE 1.1: Complete Streets. [GP/CP]

Streets shall be designed to be safe for all users and inclusive of all modes and all age groups where appropriate. The City shall apply Complete Streets design concepts to all roadway projects to the
maximum extent feasible, including those involving new construction, reconstruction, retrofits, repaving, rehabilitation, or changes in the allocation of pavement space on an existing roadway, as well as
those that involve new privately built roads and easements intended for public use.

TE 1.42: Alternative Modes. [GP/CP]

he City's-intent shall- be-to-achieve-arealistic and-cost-effective balance between-maximize-the-network-of travel modes—including bikeways.pedestriancirculation.-and-by ah TheCltyshaIIfaollltate
and encourage the use of alternative modes of transportation, such as bus transit, bicycling, and walking, WhICh have the additional beneficial effect of reducing consumption of non-renewable energy
sources.

TE 1.23: Transportation and Land Use. [GP/CP]

The design of the City’s transportation mfrastructureand—sewree& and mvestments in future transportatlon |mprovements shaII beeeppeﬁweefsupport the buildout and land use plan-setforth-inthe-Land
Use-Elementandpatterns of the GP/CLUPresponsiv ! , The de&ghe#anehmprovements to Goleta’s
transportation system sheuldshall be designed and I|m|ted to accommodate not only existi Hh jected-growth-b wihihe needs
generated by development or uses permitted within the City as well as development in adjacentjurlsdlctlons including UCSB, the County, and the C|ty of Santa Barbara.

TE 1.34: Improved Connectivity in Street, Pedestrian, and Bikeway Systems. [GP/CP]

In developing the future transportation system, the City will place priority on creating one or more additional non-interchange crossings of US-101 to connect the community from north to south. The intent
shall be to facilitate cross-town traffic, improve bicycle and pedestrian flow and safety, and to relieve traffic congestion on cross-routes with freeway interchanges.

TE 1.45: Multi-Use Street System. [GP/CP]
The City shall emphasize geometric configurations for streets and intersections that will readily accommodate public transit vehlcles and other travel modes as well as to |mprove traffic flows and turning
movements for automoblles The de3|qn shall be reflectlve of public safety, community character, and V|sual resources. ‘ , ,

TE 1.67: DevelopmentReviewAlternative Transportation in New Development. [GP/CP]

As-a-condition-of-approval-of- n\New non-residential-ermixed-usedevelopmeni-projeets;-the-City- shall require-developers-to-provide improvements that-will-io reduce the use of single-occupancy vehicles-
Fhese, including those by employees and patrons, where feasible. Physical improvements or other strategies may include, but are not limited to, the following:

a. Preferential parking spaces for carpools.

b. Bicycle storage, bicycle parking spaces, and shower facilities for employees.

c. Bus turnouts and shelters at bus stops.

d. Bicycle paths and pedestrian walkways that provide on-site circulation, including connections with neighboring developments.

e. Other improvements as may be appropriate to the site.
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TE 3: Streets and Highways Plan and Standards. [GP/CP]

Objective: To provide a street network, including appropriate provisions for bicycles and pedestrians, that is adequate to support the mobility needs of city residents, -anrd-businesses, and coastal visitors
while maintaining and improving safe, efficient roadways with the minimum footprint necessary to support the envisioned buildout and land use patterns of the General Plan and the certified buildout and
land use patterns of the Coastal Land Use Plan.

TE 3.1: Overall Street Plan. [GP/CP]

Figure 7-2 shows the traffic circulation plan for Goleta. The map classifies the city’s street system by function and identifies major intersections-that-either-have-ermayrequire-signalization-in-the-future.
Future street improvements shall be the minimum necessary to accommodate the existing and future traffic associated with the envisioned buildout and land use patterns of the General Plan and the
certified buildout and land use patterns of the Coastal Land Use Plan and consistent with the functional classifications designated in Figure 7-2.

TE 3.2: Freeways. [GP/CP]

US-101 and SR-217 are designated as freeways for their entire length in Goleta, as shown in Figure 7-2. The rights-of-way for these routes are controlled and managed by the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans). The following policies and standards shall apply to roads designated as freeways:

a. Definition/function. A freeway is a four- or six-lane divided highway with full control of access by grade-separated interchanges at intersections. Freeways serve as the principal routes for the inter- and
intrastate system of highways, carrying large volumes of high-speed traffic between regions, cities, major traffic generators, and points of interest. As the highest level of road facility, freeways are designed
and managed to provide maximum service and safety for through traffic.

b. Design Standards. The following standards shall apply:

1) The number of travel lanes may vary from two to three in each direction.

2) Auxiliary lanes may be provided to allow easy access from one interchange to the next without the need for local traffic to merge into through-travel lanes.

3) Interchanges shall provide for grade separation with cross-routes; priority in signalization at the intersection of ramps with the cross-route should be given to flow of traffic on the freeway.

c. Additional Travel Lanes. One additional travel lane in each direction from Fairview Avenue west to the-planned-rew-interchange-at-Cathedral Oaks/Hellister-Avenue-\Vinchester Canyon Road may be

provided in the future to create six travel lanes along the entire length of US-101 within Goleta east of Winchester Canyon Road.

d. Interchange Improvements. Appropriate operational improvements may be provided at interchanges to assure maintenance of Level of Service (LOS) standards and safety.

e. Landscaping. Freeway medians and rights-of-way shall be apprepriately-landscaped with native, drought tolerant plants to the maximum extent feasible and shall consist of non-invasive plant species.
The City supports landscaping improvements that will upgrade the visual quality of the freeway corridors.

f. Viewsheds. Improvements to the freeway system shall be provided in a way that will maintain existing-views of the ocean and mountains to the greatest extent feasible.

g. Noise Buffers. Where warranted, noise buffers may be previded-analyzed along the US-101 right-of-way where necessary to mitigate noise impacts on adjacent residential uses. Noise buffers shall be
sited and designed to protect ESHA, native trees, coastal access, and, where feasible, views of the ocean and mountains from Highway 101 and from frontage streets. Noise buffers shall be designed to be
compatible with the surrounding environment and, where feasible, landscaped to screen the buffer where visible from public viewing areas, as long as the landscaping will not further impact views of scenic
resources from public viewing areas at maturity.

h. US-101 and SR-217 development shall protect and improve existing pedestrian and bicycle access across each freeway to coastal areas and shall require the development of new pedestrian and bicycle

accessways connecting the inland portion of the City with coastal access areas where feasible.

i. US-101 and SR-217 development shall not remove any existing bikeways, pedestrian accessways, or coastal access parking and shall not preclude the construction of any proposed bikeways, pedestrian

accessways, or coastal access parking without providing comparable or better replacement facilities.

TE 3.3: Principal Major-Arterials. [GP/CP]
Routes designated as majer principal arterials are shown in Figure 7-2. The following criteria and standards shall apply to these streets:

a. Definition/Function: Majer-Principal arterials are continuous routes that carry through traffic between various neighborhoods and communities, frequently providing access to major traffic generators such
as shopping areas, employment centers, recreational areas, higher-density residential areas, and places of assembly. Driveway access, especially for residential uses, to a principal arterial is generally
discouraged or kept to a minimum in order to facilitate traffic flows.
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b. Access to Abutting Properties. Although established patterns of development in Goleta have created driveways along most arterial segments, access to abutting properties shall be managed to maximize
safety and functionality for through traffic, including but not limited to the following characteristics:

1) Driveways shall have sufficient-widths that-te minimize conflicts between through traffic and turning movements.

2) Driveways shall adhere to safe sight-distance requirements to the extent feasible.

3) New development abutting major and minor arterials shall accommodate safe ingress and egress without necessitating backing movements into the arterial.
4) Where feasible, sharing driveways with adjoining properties is encouraged, with provision of reciprocal access easements.

Where street standards cannot be fully met and access from the arterial must be approved due to the absence of any other feasible and practicable alternative, development intensity may be reduced on the
site to lessen or avoid potential traffic safety hazards and vehicular conflicts.

c. Design Standards. The following standards shall apply:

1) A principal ermajer-arterial may be a divided or an undivided multi-lane road, with or without center median.

2) The maximum number of through-travel lanes shall be two lanes in each direction except for street segments between US-101 and Hollister Avenue, where the maximum number of lanes shall be three
lanes in each direction.

3) Lane widths and intersection geometrics shall be-adegquate-to-accommodate transit vehicles and large trucks.

4) Intersections of arterials with cross-routes are provided at grade, although partial control of access may occur at some locations. Intersection controls shall give priority to traffic flow on the arterial rather
than the cross-route.

5) Majer-Principal arterials shall include facilities to accommodate pedestrians and bicycles.
6) At a minimum, principal majer-arterials shall include curbs, gutters, and sidewalks. Principal Majer-arterials may include landscaped medians and/or landscaped strips between curb and sidewalk.
7) Parking may be provided in-appropriate-segments on either or both sides of the street.

TE 3.4: Minor Arterials [GP/CP]

Routes designated as minor arterials are shown in Figure 7-2. The following criteria and standards apply to these streets:

a. Definition/Function: Minor arterials serve as a secondary type of arterial street carrying local through traffic within communities, frequently providing access to shopping areas, employment centers,
recreational areas, residential areas, and places of assembly. A minor arterial may connect different neighborhood areas within the city.

b. Design Standards: The following standards shall apply:

1) A minor arterial may be a divided or an undivided multi-lane street, with or without center median.

2) The number of through-travel lanes is usually one lane in each direction, although two lanes may be previded-analyzed on particular segments, when warranted by traffic volumes.

3) Lane widths and intersection geometrics shall be-adequate-to accommodate transit vehicles and large trucks.

4) Intersections of arterials with cross-routes are provided at grade, although partial control of access may occur at some locations. Intersection controls shall give priority to traffic flow on the minor arterial
rather than the cross-route, except where the cross-route is a major arterial.

5) Minor arterials shall include facilities to accommodate pedestrians and bicycles.

6) At a minimum, minor arterials shall include curbs, gutters, and sidewalks. Minor arterials may include landscaped medians and/or landscaped strips between curb and sidewalk.

7) Parking may be required in-appropriate-segments on either or both sides of the street.

TE 3.5: Major Collectors. [GP/CP]
Routes designated as major collectors are shown in Figure 7-2. The following criteria and standards apply to these streets:

a. Definition/Function: Major collectors function to collect traffic from local streets and roads and to carry that traffic to principal or minor arterials. Collectors may also link two arterials as well as collecting
traffic from local streets and abutting driveways. Collectors are designed to provide access to local streets within residential and commercial areas or to connect streets of higher classifications to permit
adeguatefacilitate traffic circulation.

25




Attachment 3: Transportation Policies with Coastal Commission Staff Proposed Revisions in Underline and Strikethrough

California Coastal Commission Staff Recommended Transportation Policy Revisions

b. Design Standards: The following standards shall apply:

1) Collectors shall generally not exceed two travel lanes (one lane in each direction) and shall generally be undivided streets.

2) Collectors generally should not form a continuous system, so that they cannot easily be used as substitutes for arterials.

3) Intersections of collectors with cross-routes are provided at grade. Intersection controls shall give priority to traffic flow on the arterial rather than the collector.
4) Collectors shall include facilities to accommodate pedestrians and bicycles.

5) At a minimum, collectors shall include curbs, gutters, and sidewalks. Collectors may include landscaped strips between curb and sidewalk.

6) Parking may be required in-appropriate-segments on either or both sides of the street.

TE 3.6: Local Streets. [GP/CP]
All streets not specifically designated in another category shall be classified as local streets as shown in Figure 7-2. The following criteria and standards apply to local streets:

a. Definition/Function. A local street provides access to abutting individual properties and links such properties and their uses to a collector or arterial. Clty street standards shall ensure that local streets
provide access to abutting properties and should include a variety of designs and spacing, depending on access needs. ,

R e e
b. Design Standards. The following standards shall apply:

1) Local streets shall be designed in a manner consistent with the character of the adjacent neighborhood and uses and any physical and environmental constraints.

2) In appropriate segments, full urban street standards shall be required, including curb, gutter, and sidewalks on both sides of the street. Bicycle lanes should-shall be provided if the street is designated as
a Class 2 bicycle route in the City’s Bicycle Transportation Plan_provided that there are no adverse impacts to ESHAs or wetlands.

3) Local street standards should encourage residential access points to be located on the least traveled roadway wherever there is an option.
4) Parking may be required in appropriate segments on either or both sides of the street.
c. Other. New multi-family residential and commercial development should not have primary access on local streets, except where there is no feasible alternative and impacts to public access are avoided.

d. Traffic Calming. The City shall emphasize the use of local streets for local access and residential traffic in order to minimize traffic noise, congestion, and other hazards to residential uses and pedestrians.
Through traffic may be discouraged by a variety of methods, such as installation of traffic calming devices, provided there is involvement and support from the immediate neighborhood.

TE 3.7: Guidelines for Geometric Cross Sections. [GP/CP]

The following guidelines shall-apply to determinations of appropriate cross sections for particular street segments, but may be adjusted, to the minimum width necessary for safety in order to protect coastal
and inland resources:

a. Travel lanes should-have a typical width of 12 feet.

b. Turn lanes have a typical width of 11 feet.

c. The typical width for on-street parking is 8 feet.

d. Center medians, where required, typically have widths of 14 feet.

e. The typical width for a bike lane is 5 feet.

f. The typical width for a sidewalk is 6 feet in residential areas, with a greater width in commercial areas.

g. The typical width of a parkway or planting strip between curb and sidewalk is 6 feet.

TE 3.9: Right-of-Way Dedications and Improvements [GP/CP]

Existing and future public street rights-of-way may vary in width along different segments of individual streets within a single functional classification-based-upen-the-existing-patterns-of-developmentalong
the-various-segments. The appropriate street cross section, frontage improvements, and right-of-way dedications shall be established by-the-City Engineerwhenimposing-conditionsbased on site-specific
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-resources. Dedications of right-of-way may be greater in locations where it is appropriate to

parameters, patterns of development, and presence of a
secure space for utilities, street appurtenances, transit facmtles and Iandscaped areas.

TE 3.10: Protection of Visual Resources
Roadway improvements, including culverts, bridges or overpasses, shall be designed and constructed to protect public views and avoid or minimize visual impacts, and blend in with the natural setting to the

maximum extent feasible.

TE 3.1x: Infrastructure Adaptation [GP/CP]

Transportation infrastructure and facilities shall be sited and designed in a manner that facilitates adaptation to potential long-term climate change impacts, including relocation where hazardous conditions
become imminent such as risks from sea level rise.

TE 3.1x: Advance Planning for Transportation Infrastructure.

Segments of transportation infrastructure that are vulnerable or that are expected to become vulnerable to coastal hazards, including those associated with sea level rise, shall be identified in time to plan,
fund, and implement adaptation projects before significant impacts to coastal resources and public safety occur. The City shall work with Caltrans and other transportation asset owners and managers to
conduct such advance planning in order to avoid the need for emergency shoreline protective devices, to protect coastal resources, and to provide enough time to complete comprehensive planning and
implementation processes.

TE 3.13: Recreational Resources

Roadway construction, maintenance, and repair shall be sited and designed to ensure that public access and other recreational resources are not adversely impacted.

TE 5: Planned Street and Road Improvements [GP/CP]

Objective: To identify and describe the major future improvements to the street and highway system that will be needed to accommodate the forecasted future traffic volumes, based upon the Land Use
Plan, at acceptable levels of service.

TE 5.1: General [GP/CP]

Proposed maijor street and highway improvements are shown in Figure 7-3 and Table 7-4. Major proposed improvements are deemed necessary to maintain the City’s LOS standards as set forth in this
plan. Additional recommended improvements may be appropriate in the long term and are desirable to enhance Goleta’s circulation system, but are not necessary to maintain LOS standards. Specific
improvements will be implemented as conditions require and funding is available. The design of specific improvement projects will be determined as each project is implemented.
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TE 5.9: Street Frontage Improvements [GP/CP]

These projects are intended to provide substantial operational improvements along South Fairview Avenue and the western segment of Hollister Avenue. The purposes include improvement of traffic flow,
better facilities for bicyclists and pedestrians, and increased safety at intersections. A particular intent for the South Fairview Avenue improvement is to help accommodate future increases in auto travel
associated with terminal expansion and growth in scheduled air carrier services at the Santa Barbara Municipal Airport.

TE 5.10: Major Intersection Improvements [GP/CP]

Improvements may be made to key intersections identified in Figure 7-3 to increase capacity and improve LOS when warranted as a result of future increases in traffic. Such improvements may include
installation of controls such as stop signs or traffic signals, changes in signal timing, addition of through-travel lanes and/or dedicated turn lanes (except where limited by TE 6.5), construction of islands
and/or other improvements for pedestrians, and other improvements as determined to be appropriate. Maintaining pedestrian safety and compatibility of the scale of improvements with neighborhood
character shall be primary considerations in determining the appropriate improvements at individual intersections.

TE 5.11: Additional Lanes on US-101 West of Fairview Avenue [GP/CP]

This major project, identified as #11 in Figure 7-3, includes the addition of one travel lane in each direction on US-101 from Fairview Avenue west to the new interchange at Cathedral Oaks Road/Hollister
Avenue. This improvement will reduce constraints created by high traffic volumes on US-101 and allow diversions of traffic from city streets to the freeway, thereby contributing to improved LOS on local
streets.

TE 5.13: Storke Road Capacity Improvements-Whittier to Southern City Limits [GP/CP]

This project, identified as #13 in Figure 7-3, includes the addition of up to one lane in each direction on Storke Road south of Whittier Drive to the southern city limit. This would be accomplished by widening
the roadway and/or reconfiguring the existing travel lanes.

Policy TE 6: Street Design and Streetscape Character [GP/CP]

Objectives: To ensure that the standards used for the design and development of new roadways and improvements to existing roadways reflect and support the character of adjacent development and the
buildout and land use patterns of the General Plan and the certified buildout and land use patterns of the LCP. To create streetscapes that will enhance neighborhood quality.

TE 6.2 Component Features Included in Street Standards. [GP/CP]

Fhe City-Engineerwill-develop-sSpecific geometric and other design standards for street infrastructure that will safely accommodate facilities and services shall be based on site-specific parameters, patterns
of development, and the presences of resources and maythat include but are not limited to the standards-these listed below:

a. A number of travel lanes consistent with neighborhood character, the functional classification of the roadway, and forecasted traffic volumes.
b. Accommodation of emergency and service vehicles, including garbage collection and recycling services.

c. Sidewalks or other facilities for pedestrians.

d. Bicycle lanes or other appropriate facilities for bicycles, where shown on the Bikeways Plan Map.

e. On-street parking in appropriate locations.

f. Public transportation facilities such as bus turnouts and shelters.

g. Drainage improvements and other utilities.

h. Landscaping, landscaped medians, planting strips, and street trees.

i. Street lighting consistent with neighborhood character and safety considerations.
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j. Provisions for mail boxes.
k. Informational and traffic control signs.
The appropriate width of the rights-of-way for individual street segments will be based upon the existing conditions and constraints along each segment (see also TE 3.9).

TE 6.3 Drainage. [GP/CP]

New transportation facilities and improvements sheuld-shall be sited and designed in a manner that minimizes-impacts-on-natural-drainage-patterns-and-protects ESHA, streams, drainage courses, and
water quality-while-accommeodating-transportationneeds. \Where feasible, roadway projects should include drainage improvements to reduce erosion and polluted runoff.

[Note: This subpolicy was amended by the City since the last Coastal Commission staff review.]
TE 6.4 Streetscape Amenities. [GP/CP]

Street design standards should incorporate appropriate pedestrian and neighborhood-enhancing elements in roadway design based on the density of development and the type of roadway. These elements
may include wider sidewalks, separated sidewalks, planting strips, landscaped medians, benches, street trees, and pedestrian-oriented streetlights.

TE 6.8 Street Lighting. [GP/CP]

Street lighting shall be provided in keeping with neighborhood character and consistent with the policies of the Conservation Element, based upon
the following criteria:

a. Enhancement of pedestrian and vehicular safety.

b. Existing and projected traffic volumes.

c. Location of school or transit stops.

d. Proximity to higher-intensity land uses.

e. Proximity to nearest intersection.

f. Proximity to residences.

g. Other relevant state, federal, local, or utility design requirements.

TE 7: Public Transit (Bus Transportation). [GP/CP]

Objectives: To support the efforts by Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District (MTD) and other transit providers to sustain and expand the bus transit system to serve the needs of local and regional
commuters, the transit-dependent population, coastal visitors, and other users in a convenient, reliable, and efficient manner. To increase bus ridership levels in order to reduce peak-period automobile trips
and vehicle miles traveled on area roadways.

TE 7.1: Transit Network. [GP/CP]
' —The City supports efforts by MTD and other transit providers to develop and maintain

convenient, efficient, and reliable bus tranS|t services in the C|ty and in the Goleta Valley area.

TE 7.2: Linkage between Transit Services and Land Use. [GP/CP]

The City shall work with MTD and other transit providers to ensure that local transit routes within the city offer convenient, reliable, and efficient service to meet the needs of the following uses:
a. Goleta Valley Cottage Hospital and nearby medical facilities.

b. Schools, (especially high schools and middle schools), but also including day care and after-school programs.

c. UCSB.

d. Local public services, including City Hall and the Goleta Public Library.

e. Retail commercial centers, including the Hollister Corridor and the Calle Real commercial areas.

f. Employment centers along the central Hollister Corridor area.

g. Existing and planned higher density residential areas near the Hollister Corridor.
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h. Community, recreation, and cultural centers.
i. Larger community parks, particularly those with sports fields, and open space areas.
|. Visitor-serving uses.

TE 7.12: Transit Amenities in New Development. [GP/CP]

Fhe-City-shall-require-newNew or substantially renovated development tealong bus routes shall incorporate appropriate measures to facilitate and enhance transit use, such as integrating bus stop design or
Improving existing transit facilities with the design of the development. Bus turnouts, comfortable and attractive all-weather shelters l|ght|ng, benches secure blcycle parklng and other approprlate amenities
shall be incorporated into development, when appropriate, along Hollister Avenue and along other bus routes within the city. -

ecedlee e npn copeonsiobe e foo o ibles

TE 9: Parking. [GP/CP]

Objectives: To ensure that an adequate amount of parking is provided to accommodate the needs of existing, new, and expanded development, with convenient accessibility and attention to good design. To
assure that on- and off-street parking is responsive to the varying and unique needs of individual commercial areas and residential neighborhoods. To ensure that parking is managed and provided in new
development sufficient to avoid negative impacts to public coastal access and all other recreational uses throughout the City.

TE 9.3: Parking in Residential Neighborhoods [GP/CP]

Any-propesed-rew-orNew development and expanded use in residential areas shall provide adeguate-onsitecff-sireet parking to-suppertspaces on the use-Adegquate-subject site adequate to serve the
demand generated by the new development in order to: avoid displacement of public parking shal-be-provided-to-minimizespaces that are accommodating parking for public access and recreation; avoid the
need for private parking in public rights-of-way; and-te avoid spillover of parking onto adjacent uses and into other areas. The existing supply of on-street parking spaces shall be preserved to the maximum
extent feasible. Removal of existing on-street parking spaces that serve coastal recreation users shall be consistent with TE 9.8. Off-street parking for proposed new single-family dwellings in all residential
use categories shall be provided in enclosed garages. Driveway aprons in single-family residential neighborhoods shall have sufficient widths and depths to allow parking of two standard-sized vehicles in
front of the garage.

TE 9.4: Parking within Commercial-and-ndustrialNonresidential and Mixed Use Areas
The following standards shall apply to parking within nonresidential areas:

a. Anﬁadeqeat&nambepand—appreprhatetfpeeNew development and |ntenS|f|Cat|ons in use of nonresidential and mixed use developments shall provide parking spaces-shallbe-provided-on site for-new

—sufficient to serve the parking demand generated by the approved use(s) to:

1. Avoid impacts to public parking available for coastal access and recreation;

2. Avoid the need for private parking in public rights-of-way; and
3. Avoid spillover of parking onto adjacent uses and into other areas.

b. SupplementalBusinesses shall actively manage on-site parklnq facmtles to ensure that on- street DUb|IC parking providing public coastal access is not displaced. This may include supplemental satellite
parking facilities-a ,
c. In determining the adequacy of proposed parklng for new or substantlally mOdIerd development the C|ty may consider proximity to transit facilities and the provisions of a FMPiransportation management
plan where it is demonstrated that the plan’s measures will sufficiently reduce the demand for onsite parking.
d. Electric charging stations shall be provided consistent with the California Green Building Standards Code.

ed. Conditions of approval for large nonresidential or mixed use projects may include a requirement to prepare a FMPtransportation management plan that includes monitoring of parking lot utilization and
measures that will be implemented inf the event that the supply of onsite parking spaces is inadequate.

fe. Provision of large amounts of excess parking is discouraged, except that surplus landscaped areas may be identified and reserved for future expansion of parking areas if warranted by future conditions.
gf. Compact parking spaces and 90-degree parking stalls are discouraged in parking lots serving high-turnover uses, such as (but not limited to) retail commercial centers.
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TE 9.7: Shared (Joint Use) Parking. [GP/CP]

The City's-hewZoning-CodeCity shall ir , . encourage shared parking for multiple uses on a single site and/or adjacent sites where some
proposed uses have peak demand in the daytime while the peak demand for other usesisin the nighttime hours. The intent shall be to promote efficient use of parking areas and to reduce the amount of
paved or impervious surfaces._ Shared parking shall be monitored and managed, where applicable, in order to avoid impacts to public coastal access and all other recreational uses throughout the City

TE 9.8: Public Coastal Access Parking Mitigation. [GP/CP]

Restrictions on or elimination of existing on-street public parking for coastal access shall not be permitted unless mitigation is provided or it is demonstrated that such restrictions or elimination will not
adversely impact public coastal access. Mitigation shall consist of a comparable number of replacement parking spaces in the immediate vicinity, except where such parking is infeasible and alternatives are

found to provide an equal benefit. Such alternatives include, but are not limited to, shuttle service to the immediate area and permanent dedicated coastal access parking nearby.

Policy TE 10: Pedestrian Circulation [GP/CP]
Objective: To encourage increased walking for recreational and other purposes by developing an interconnected, safe, convenient, and visually attractive pedestrian circulation system.

TE 10.1: Pedestrian System Map [GP/CP]

Figure 7-5 depicts the various locations that are planned to serve as pedestrian pathways, including sidewalks within public street rights-of-way, trails, parks, open spaces, and beaches. The map identifies
locations of proposed improvements to the pedestrian circulation system, particularly where there are missing links in the existing system as of 2005.

TE 10.4: Pedestrian Facilities in New Development. [GP/CP]

Proposals for new development or substantial alterations of existing development shall be required to include pedestrian linkages and standard frontage improvements _and shall not displace existing
pedestrian paths unless a comparable replacement is provided. These improvements may include construction of sidewalks and other pedestrian paths, provision of benches, public art, informational
signage, appropriate landscaping, and lighting. In planning new subdivisions or large-scale development, pedestrian connections should be provided through subdivisions and cul-de-sacs to interconnect
with adjacent areas. Dedications of public access easements shall be required where appropriate.

Policy TE 11: Bikeways Plan [GP/CP]

Objective: To encourage increased bicycle use for commuting and recreational purposes by developing an interconnected circulation system for bicycles that is safe, convenient, and within-a-visually
compatible with the character of the surrounding areasattractive-environment.

TE 11.1: Bikeways Plan Map. [GP/CP]

Figure 7-6 identifies the locations of planned Class |, I, and Ill dedicated bike paths and local streets that are intended to serve as bike routes. The bikeways plan is intended to establish a safe,
interconnected system of bikeways that is linked to walkways and trails to meet existing and anticipated mobility needs of residents for nonmotorized transportation. The plan includes links with existing and
proposed bicycle routes in adjacent jurisdictions to interconnect with the regional system of facilities.

TE 11.3: Design Guidelines. [GP/CP]

The City shall formulate design guidelines that establish standards for construction and maintenance of bikeways. Bikeways should be censtructed-on-both-sides-of the-street-and-incorporated into roadway
and bridge projects located along planned bicycle routes. Where space allows, Class | bicycle lanes shall be the development priority over Class |l and Il lanes. Existing bike lanes shall not be removed to
add traffic lanes unless bike lanes of the same or higher classification will be replaced as part of the roadway improvements.

TE 11.4: Facilities in New Development. [GP/CP]

Bicycle facilities such as lockers, secure enclosed parking, and lighting shall be incorporated into the design of all new development to encourage bicycle travel and facilitate and encourage bicycle
commuting. Showers and changing rooms should be incorporated into the design of all new development where feasible. Transportation improvements necessitated by new development sheuld-shall
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provide onsite connections to existing and proposed bikeways.

TE 15: Regional Transportation [GP/CP]

Objective: Participate in developing regional transportation solutions to expand multimodal choices for local citizens, make the highway system more efficient while minimizing vehicle miles traveled, improve
regional bus service, consider potential commuter rail service, and create an interconnected system of bicycle routes and trails.

TE 15.1: Intercity Travel. [GP/CP]

The City shall coordinate with and participate in partnerships with Santa Barbara County, the City of Santa Barbara, Caltrans, MTD, SBCAG, UCSB, and other agencies to provide adequate facilities for
commuter travel, including auto, bus, and rail systems, to serve intercity travel demand. Joint efforts may include transportation improvements outside Goleta that serve intercity travel, such as freeway
improvements, park-and-ride lots, express commuter bus services, commuter rail services, and demand-management measures to reduce intercity vehicular travel.

TE 15.5: Regional Transportation Planning [GP/CP]

The City of Goleta shall actively participate with other jurisdictions in Santa Barbara County and the south coast area in planning to improve local and regional transportation systems and choice, particularly
where such partnerships will increase the likelihood of obtaining funding. These jurisdictions include Caltrans, SBCAG, MTD, UCSB, Cities of Santa Barbara and Carpinteria, the Santa Barbara County
Congestion Management Agency, and others. These efforts may include:

a. Improvementsd to US-101, including possible extension of three lanes to the-Hellister-Avenue/Cathedral Oaks-interchange\Vinchester Canyon Road.
b. Freeway interchange improvements.

c. Improvements to regional arterial routes, particularly routes parallel to US-101 such as Hollister Avenue and Cathedral Oaks Road.

d. Routes that provide access to UCSB and Santa Barbara Municipal Airport.

e. Improved and expanded regional and local bus service for commuters.

f. Creation of a Transportation Center in Goleta to improve connectivity of various modes and bus routes.

g. Study potential for commuter rail on the UPRR tracks between Goleta and Ventura County.

h. SR-217 adaptation to sea level rise and coastal hazards to avoid the need for emergency shoreline protection and to protect coastal resources, including public access.

TE 15.X Environmental Justice Planning.

The City shall work with local stakeholders to identify vulnerable populations and environmental justice communities — including low-income communities, communities of color, California Native American
Tribes, and other historically marginalized communities — that rely upon transportation infrastructure and/or live near existing highways or proposed sites for highway development. Meaningful engagement of
such communities in the transportation and adaptation planning process shall be prioritized.

TE 15.X Environmental Justice Impacts.

The City shall evaluate cumulative impacts to environmental justice communities from proposed highway plans and projects, including project alternatives, and evaluate whether adaptation proposals will
result in inequitable distribution of benefits and burdens. The City shall choose a final project plan or design that incorporates measures to avoid or mitigate project burdens in environmental justice
communities to the maximum extent feasible.

TE 15.X California Coastal Trail.

Consideration shall be provided for the maximum connectivity and continued functionality and utility of the California Coastal Trail in transportation and adaptation projects. Planning for trail alignments
should anticipate the effects of sea level rise to ensure continued public access and connectivity near the shoreline, including potential inland relocation over time. Opportunities for partnering with public
agencies and other stakeholders shall be fully explored in the development of Coastal Trail plans.
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TE 15.X Emergency Evacuation Routes.

Where transportation infrastructure functions as part of emergency evacuation routes, the City should coordinate with Caltrans to develop contingency plans and alternative routes to utilize when that

infrastructure is inoperable due to coastal flooding and/or erosion, in coordination with relevant emergency response planners.
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CE 10: Watershed Management and Water Quality [GP/CP]
Objective: To preventthe-degradation-efprotect and, where feasible, restore the quality of groundwater basins, the ocean, and surface waters in and adjacent to Goleta.

CE 10.1: New Development and Water Quality [GP/CP]

New development shall ret+esultin-be sited, designed, and manaqed to minimize the deg#adaﬂentransport of poIIutants in runoff from the waterquality-ef groundwater-basins-ersurfacedevelopment into
groundwater basins, the ocean, or surface waters; = . Urban runoff pollutants shall not be discharged or deposited such that they
may potentially adversely affect these resources.

CE 10.2: Siting and Design of New Development [GP/CP]

New development shall be sited-and, designed, and managed to protect water quality and minimize impacts to coastal waters by-ircerperating-measures-designed-to-ensureconsistent with the following:
a. Protection-ofProtect areas that provide important water quality benefits, areas necessary to maintain riparian and aquatic biota, and areas susceptible to erosion and sediment loss.

b. Limiting-irereasesinMinimize areas covered by impervious surfaces. Minimize the installation of impervious surfaces especially directly-connected impervious surfaces, and, where feasible, increase
the area of permeable surfaces when redevelopment occurs, to reduce runoff.

c. LimitingMinimize the area where land disturbances occur, such as clearing of vegetation, eut-anrd-fil-and-grading, and soil compaction, to reduce erosion and sediment loss, and maintain the soil’s
infiltration capacity.

d. LimitingMinimize disturbance of hydrologic and naturaldrainage features-and-vegetation. Plan, site, and design development to protect and, where feasible, restore hydrologic and drainage features
such as groundwater recharge areas, stream corridors, drainage swales, topographical depressions, floodplains, and wetlands.

e. In areas adjacent to an Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area (ESHA), protect the ESHA from any significant disruption of habitat values resulting from the discharge of stormwater or dry weather
runoff flows.

f. Preserve or enhance native or drought-tolerant non-invasive vegetation to achieve water quality benefits such as transpiration, interception of rainfall, pollutant uptake, shading of waterways to maintain
water temperature, and erosion control.

g. Maintain or enhance on-site infiltration of runoff, where appropriate and feasible.

h. Address runoff management early in site design planning and analysis, integrating existing site characteristics that affect runoff (such as topography, drainage patterns, vegetation, soil conditions,
natural hydrologic features, and infiltration conditions) in the design of strategies that minimize post-development changes in the runoff flow regime, control pollutant sources, and, where necessary,
remove pollutants.

i. Use Low Impact Development (LID) strateqgies for siting and design, consistent with Policy CE 10.X [Incorporation of Low Impact Development Strateqgies].

CE 10.3: Incorporation of Best Management Practices for Post-Construction Stormwater Management [GP/CP]

New development shall be designed to minimize impacts-to-waterquality-from-inereasedpost-construction changes in the site’s runoff velumesflow regime (i.e., volume, flow rate, timing, and duration),
and to minimize the discharges of poIIutants from nonpomt sources, to the maximum extent feasible, consistent with the—Gﬁy—s—the current Phase Il MS4 Storm Water Permit’s conditions and

requirements imposed by -S rd-the Central-Coast-Regional\Water QualityState \Water Resources

Control Board. Project design shall minimize runoff and impervious surfaces If needed to mlthate the effects of development pPost-construction structural BMPs shall be designed to treat-infiltrate,
retain, or filterireat stormwater runoff-in-accerdance-with-applicable standards-asrequired-by-taw. Examples of post-construction structural BMPs include, but are not limited to, the following:

a. Retention-Bioretention and-detention-basins.

b. Vegetated swales.

c. Infiltration galleries or injection wells.

d. Use-ef pPermeable pavement irg—systems.

e. Mechanical-dDevices such as oil-water separators and inlet filters.
f. Revegetation of graded or dlsturbed areas
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CE 10.X: Incorporation of Best Management Practices for Construction-Phase Water Quality Pollution Prevention [GP/CP]

Minimize water quality impacts during construction by minimizing the development footprint, phasing grading activities, using temporary soil stabilization BMPs on disturbed areas, implementing pollution
prevention measures, and minimizing land disturbance activities (e.q. clearing, grading, cut-and-fill, and unnecessary soil compaction).

CE 10.X: Incorporation of Low Impact Development Strategies [GP/CP]

Development shall incorporate Low Impact Development (LID) strategies for stormwater management, to the extent appropriate and feasible, to protect water quality for the life of the project. LID
integrates preventive site design strategies with small-scale, distributed BMPs to replicate the site’s pre-development hydrologic balance through infiltration, evapotranspiration, harvesting, detention, or
retention of stormwater close to the source. LID strategies include, but are not limited to:

a) Site, design, and manage development to protect and, where feasible, restore natural hydrological features that provide stormwater infiltration, treatment, storage, or conveyance.

b) Site, design, and manage development to minimize the installation of impervious surfaces (including pavement, sidewalks, driveways, patios, parking areas, streets, and roof-tops).

c) Site, design, and manage development to maintain or enhance on-site infiltration of runoff, where appropriate and feasible, in order to preserve natural hydrologic conditions, recharge groundwater,
attenuate runoff, retain dry-weather runoff on-site, and minimize transport of pollutants.

d) Site, design, and manage development to minimize directly-connected impervious areas, which are areas covered by a building, impermeable pavement, or other impervious surfaces that drain
directly into the storm drain system or a waterbody without first flowing across permeable areas (such as vegetative landscaping or permeable pavement). New development shall be designed to convey
runoff from impervious surfaces into permeable areas in a non-erosive manner.

e) Where pavement is required, install a permeable pavement system (e.q., interlocking concrete pavers, porous asphalt, permeable concrete, or reinforced grass or gravel), where appropriate and
feasible. Design permeable pavements so that runoff infiltrates into a subsurface recharge bed and the underlying soil, if feasible, to reduce runoff, enhance groundwater recharge, and filter out
pollutants. Development shall provide for the ongoing maintenance or permeable pavement required to ensure permeability.

f) Site, design, and manage development to preserve or enhance native or drought-tolerant non-invasive vegetation, in order to achieve water quality benefits such as transpiration, interception of rainfall,
pollutant uptake, shading of waterways to maintain water temperature, and erosion control.

CE 10.4: New Facilities [GP/CP]

New bridges, roads, culverts, and outfalls shall not cause or contribute to creek bank erosion, or creek or wetland siltation, and shall include BMPs to minimize impacts to water quality. BMPs shall
include construction--phase erosion and sediment control BMP, and post-development poIIuted runoff control plans,—and-seil-stabilization-techniquesBNMPs. Where space is available, dispersal of sheet
flow from roads into vegetated areas, or other onsite infiltration practices, shall be incorporated into the project design.

Construction of new stormwater outfalls shall be minimized to the extent feasible, and stormwater or dry weather runoff directed to existing outfalls with appropriate treatment and filtration, where feasible.
Where new outfalls cannot be avoided, site, design, and manage outfalls to minimize adverse impacts to coastal and water resources from outfall discharges.

CE 10.X: Additional Requirements for Developments of Water Quality Concern [GP/CP]

Certain categories of development have a greater potential for adverse impacts to water quality and hydrology due to the extent of impervious surface area, type of land use, and/or proximity to coastal
waters. These categories of Developments of Water Quality Concern shall, at a minimum, be subject to the following additional requirements:

a. Conduct a polluted runoff and hydrologic site characterization by a qualified licensed professional, early in the development planning and design stage, and document the expected effectiveness of the
proposed BMPs.

b. Size LID, Runoff Control, and Treatment Control BMPs to infiltrate, retain, or treat, at a minimum, the runoff volume generated by the 95 percentile 24-hour rainfall event for volume-based BMPs, or
two times the 95" percentile 1-hour rainfall intensity for flow-based BMPs. The 95 percentile rainfall event shall be determined using local rainfall data.

c. Use an LID approach that gives priority to preventive Site Design strategies to minimize post-development changes in the site’s stormwater flow regime, supplemented by structural BMPs to retain on-
site (by means of infiltration, evapotranspiration, or harvesting for later irrigation use), at a minimum, the runoff volume generated by the 95" percentile 24-hour rainfall event, to the extent appropriate
and feasible.

d. Conduct an alternatives analysis to demonstrate that there are no appropriate and feasible alternative project designs that would substantially improve runoff retention, if a proposed development will
not retain on-site the runoff volume generated by the 95t percentile 24-hour rainfall event using an LID approach.
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e. Use a Treatment Control BMP (or suite of BMPs) to remove pollutants of concern from any portion of the runoff volumes generated by the 95" percentile 24-hour rainfall event that will not be retained
on-site, or if additional pollutant removal is necessary to protect coastal waters.

f. Use structural Runoff Control BMPs to minimize adverse post-development changes in the runoff flow regime for projects that will add more than 15,000 square feet of impervious surface area and for
any portion of the runoff volume that will not be retained onsite by the 95" percentile 24-hour rainfall event.

CE 10.5: Beachfront and Blufftop Development [GP/CP]

New Bdevelopment adjacent to the beach or blufftop shall incorporate BMPs designed to prevent or minimize runoff to the beach and ocean waters. If on-site infiltration of runoff is shown to be infeasible
for geologic or engineering reasons, alternative types of BMPs shall be evaluated. The developer may submit a proposal to substitute alternative BMPs that do not involve on-site infiltration, to minimize
changes in the runoff flow regime to the extent appropriate and feasible. All BMPs will be evaluated by the City and any proposed alternatives shall be subject to additional review.

CE 10.X: Source Control Best Management Practices [GP/CP]
Pollutant source control BMPs, which can be structural features or operational actions, shall be required in all new development to minimize the transport of pollutants in runoff from the development.

CE 10.6: Stermwater Specific Runoff Management Requirements for Certain Developments [GP/CP]

In addition to all other required BMPs, tFhe following requirements shall apply to specific types of new development that have a potential for high pollutant loading:

a. Commercial and multiple-family development shall useincorporate BMPs te-centrel-designed to minimize the discharge of polluted runoff from structures, parking, and loading areas into the storm drain
system and surface and coastal waters.

b. Restaurants shall incorporate BMPs designed to minimize runoff of oil and grease, solvents, phosphates, ard-suspended solids, and other pollutants into-te the storm drain system and surface and
coastal waters.

c. Gasoline stations, car washes, and automobile repair facilities shall incorporate BMPs designed to minimize runoff of oil and grease, solvents, car battery acid, engine coolants-ard, gasoline, and other
pollutants into the stormwater drain system and surface and coastal waters.

d. Outdoor materials storage areas shall be designed to incorporate BMPs to prevent stormwater contamination from stored materials.

e. Trash storage areas shall be designed using BMPs to prevent stormwater contamination by loose trash and debris.

f. Any development that has a high pollutant loading, including commercial and industrial sites, shall require pre-treatment of runoff prior to infiltration.

CE 10.7: Brainage-and-Construction-Phase and Post-Construction Stormwater Management Plans [GP/CP]

Naow adavalonmen N aldalda a¥a' alata
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geologic-or-public-safety-concerns—Applications-Propesals for new development shall include the following:
a. A Construction-Phase Erosion Control and Stormwater Management Plan that specifies the BMPs that will be implemented to minimize erosion and sedimentation; provide adequate sanitary and
waste disposal facilities; and prevent contamination of runoff by construction practices, materials, and chemicals.

b. A Post-DevelepmentConstruction-Phase Stormwater Control PlanBrainage-and-StermwaterManagement-Plan that specifies the BMPs—including site design methods, source controls, ard-treatment
controls, and runoff controls—that will be implemented to minimize polluted runoff and changes in runoff flows from the development after construction is completed. This plan shall detail the operation,
monitoring, and maintenance of BMPs necessary to protect surface and coastal waters for the life of the development.

CE 10.8: Operation and Maintenance of StormwaterManagementFacilitiesBMPs [GP/CP]

New development shall be required to provide ongoing operation and maintenance of BMPs measures-where-maintenance-isas necessary for-theireffective-operation-to protect surface and coastal
waters for the life of the development. The permittee and/or owner, including successors in interest, shall be responsible for all structural and non-structural BMPs and devices freatment-controls-and
devieces-as follows:

a. Implement appropriate protocols to manage both structural and non-structural BMPs (including ongoing operation, maintenance, inspection, and staff training) in all development.

ab. All structural BMPs shall be inspected, cleaned, and repaired when necessary prior to September-October 1st306th of each year.

bc. Additional inspections, repairs, and maintenance should be performed after storms as needed throughout the rainy season, with any major repairs completed prior to the beginning of the next rainy
season.
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ed. Public streets and parking lots shall be swept as-needed-and-financiallyfeasible-to remove debris and centaminated-residuepollutants in accordance with a set schedule.
d-e. Private streets and parking lots shall be swept on a periodic basis. The homeowners association, or other private owner, shall be responsible for sweeping of private streets and parking lots.

CE 10.9: Landscaping to Control Erosion [GP/CP]

Any landscaping that is required to control erosion shall use native or drought-tolerant noninvasive plants to minimize the need for fertilizer, pesticides, herbicides, and excessive irrigation. Permit
applications will be reviewed to ensure that the discharge of dry-weather runoff to surface and coastal waters is minimized, to the maximum extent feasible. Dry-weather runoff is composed of discharges
unrelated to precipitation, resulting from urban land uses such as landscape irrigation.

CE 10.X: Water-Efficient Landscape [GP/CP]

New development shall be required to implement appropriate measures to ensure the design and management of a water-efficient landscape, to minimize runoff, and transport of sediment and pollutants
to surface and coastal waters

Compare to CE 1.9(i) and(j)
CE X.x: Avoid Land Disturbance Activities During the Rainy Season [GP/CP]

Grading, earthmoving, and vegetation clearance adjacentto-an-ESHA-shall be prohibited during the rainy season, generally from November 1 to March-34+April 30, except whereas-follows:
(1) where erosion control measures such as sediment basins,

: ity=-The City grants an extension for a specific length of time, based on an
inspection of the project S|te and a determination that condltlons at the site are suitable for contlnued work with |mplementat|on of appropriate erosion and sediment control measures that will be
maintained during the activity; or

(2) where-necessary-to-protectorenhance-the ESHA itself;- 3} whereThe City allows for necessary to-protect-or-enhance-the- ESHA itself-or 3} where-recessary land disturbance activities under

emergency conditions to remediate hazardous flooding or geologic conditions that endanger public health and safety, and BMPs to protect sensitive coastal and inland resources are implemented where

feasible-

Cateqgories of Developments of Water Quality Concern:

a. Residential development that creates and/or replaces five or more dwelling units.

b. Hillside development on a slope greater than 15 percent on a site with erodible soils.

c. 75 percent or more of the site’s surface area will be impervious surfaces.

d. Development that creates and/or replaces a cumulative site total of 10,000 square feet or more of impervious surface area.

e. A parking lot, street, road, or highway facility that creates and/or replaces a cumulative site total of 5,000 square feet or more of impervious surface area.

f. A vehicle service facility, including a retail gasoline outlet, commercial car wash, or vehicle repair facility.

g. Commercial or industrial development with a potential for generating a high pollutant load that may potentially enter coastal waters or the storm drain system.

h. Any project developed on land where the soil has been contaminated by a previous land use, and where the contaminated soil has the potential to be eroded or to release the contaminants into runoff.

i. Developments that create and/or replace a cumulative site total of 2,500 square feet or more of impervious surface area, if the development is located within 100 feet of coastal waters (including the
ocean, estuaries, wetlands, lagoons, and streams) or discharges directly to coastal waters (i.e., does not discharge to a public storm drain system).

i. Any other development determined by the City to be a Development of Water Quality Concern.
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Workshop Agenda ‘

e Staff Presentation
 \Workshop Topics

o [terative Feedback from Planning Commission and Public
e Next Steps

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Project Recap




Project Updates

* Previous Workshops
* Workshop 1: December 8, 2025
* Workshop 2: January 12, 2026
* Workshop 3: January 26, 2026

» Website: www.cityofgoleta.org/LCP
* Project Email: LCP@cityofgoleta.gov

-

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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CCC Staff Review of General Plan

« Edits by topic:
 Archaeology and Paleontology
 Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHA)
e Oil and Gas
 Public Access
o Safety (Coastal Hazards)
* VVisual Resources
* Public Facilities (and Water Conservation)
 Transportation
o Water Quality

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Workshop Topics




Public Facilities (and Water Conservation) ‘

» Coastal Act Section 30254: “New or expanded public works
facilities shall be designed and limited to accommodate needs
generated by development or uses permitted consistent with the
provisions of [the Coastal Act]... Where existing or planned
public works facilities can accommodate only a limited amount
of new development, services to coastal-dependent land use,
essential public services and basic industries vital to the
economic health of the region, state, or nation, public
recreation, commercial recreation, and visitor-serving land uses
shall not be precluded by other development.” g@

GOLET

A

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Public Facilities (and Water Conservation) -

o Coastal Act Section 30222: “The use of private lands suitable
for visitor-serving commercial recreational facilities designed
to enhance public opportunities for coastal recreation shall
have priority over private residential, general industrial, or
general commercial development, but not over agriculture or
coastal-dependent industry.”

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Public Facilities (and Water ConservaticN
Questions

 Question 1: Is there any feedback for City staff to consider
moving forward regarding public facilities?

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Transportation ‘

e Coastal Act Section 30252: New development should
support public access by “(1) facilitating the provision or
extension of transit service, (2) providing commercial
facilities within or adjoining residential development or in
other areas that will minimize the use of coastal access
roads, (3) providing nonautomobile circulation within the
development, (4) providing adequate parking facilities or

oroviding substitute means of serving the development with

public transportation, (5) assuring the potential for public
transit for high intensity uses such as high-rise office

ouildings... ﬁ@

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Complete Streets versus Vision Zero

e Current:

* Vision Zero principles guiding
transportation planning (not in General &
Plan)

* Proposed:

e Complete Streets principles guiding
transportation planning

e Could impact Public Works paving
projects

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Removal of Capital Projects ‘

e Current:
o Certain capital improvement projects included in the
General Plan
 Proposed:
* Removal of all capital improvement projects from CLUP

 Could impact analysis in City’s General Plan
Environmental Impact Report and 65401 conformity
determinations

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4

51



Public Coastal Access Parking

e Current:

o Coastal access parking policies found in the
General Plan Open Space Element
(presented at Workshop 2)

 Proposed (in Transportation Element):
* Require mitigation to restrict parking

* New development must avoid displacement
of public access parking

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Mandates Outside City Authority ‘

e CUrrent:
e Policies to advocate for certain outcomes outside of the
City’s jurisdiction
 Proposed:

* Mandates for projects outside of the City’s
jurisdiction/authority (e.g., Highway 101 projects)

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Transportation Questions ‘

 Question 2: Do you support removal of capital projects from the
CLUP when considering the issues this may create, including
General Plan conformity determinations?

 Question 3: Do you support the Complete Streets subpolicy
proposed by Coastal Commission staff or would you prefer to
Incorporate the City’s existing adopted Vision Zero approach?

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Transportation Questions ‘

 Question 4: Do you support more stringent requirements
regarding restrictions on, or elimination of, existing on-street
public parking for coastal access/recreation?

 Question 5: Are you comfortable including mandates for City
Involvement in projects which the City does not have direct
authority over?

 Question 6: Is there other feedback for City staff to consider
moving forward regarding transportation?

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Water Quality

e Coastal Act Section 30231: “The biological productivity and the
quality of coastal waters, streams, wetlands, estuaries, and lakes
appropriate to maintain optimum populations of marine organisms
and for the protection of human health shall be maintained and,
where feasible, restored through, among other means, minimizing
adverse effects of waste water discharges and entrainment,
controlling runoff, preventing depletion of ground water supplies
and substantial interference with surface waterflow, encouraging
waste water reclamation, maintaining natural vegetation buffer
areas that protect riparian habitats, and minimizing alteration of
natural streams.” @‘@

(QOLETA

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4

56



Water Quality ‘

 Coastal Act Section 30412(b): “The State Water Resources Control
Board and the California regional water quality control boards
are the state agencies with primary responsibility for the
coordination and control of water quality...The commission shall
assure that proposed development and local coastal programs
shall not frustrate this section. The commission shall not, except as
provided in subdivision (c), modify, adopt conditions, or take any
action in conflict with any determination by the State Water
Resources Control Board or any California regional water quality
control board in matters relating to water quality...”

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Limitations on Construction Activities ‘

e Current:
 Erosion control measures required during rainy season
(Nov 1 — March 31)
 Proposed:

* No new grading, earthmoving, or vegetation clearance
during rainy season (Nov 1 — April 30)

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Stormwater Requirements ‘

e Current:
« Compliance with Central Coast Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) requirements
e Proposed:

» Onerous, duplicative requirements that are not needed to
comply with RWQCB requirements

« Expanded applicability for heightened requirements

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Water Quality Questions

e Question 7: Should the City effectively prohibit new construction
activities (grading, earth-moving, and vegetation removal) during the
winter half of each year?

 Question 8: Are you comfortable removing a duplicative separate, more
stringent stormwater management requirement scheme, that differs
from the requirements overseen by the Central Coast Regional Water
Quality Control Board with the understanding that such a separate
program would debilitate City road maintenance efforts, create
significant extra staff obligations, add ambiguity, and disincentive
housing?

 Question 9: Is there other feedback for City staff to consider moving
forward regarding the marine environment/water quality? @@

(QOLETA

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Additional Feedback Question ‘

 Question 10: Do you have any additional qguestions or comments
for City staff regarding Coastal Commission staff proposed edits to
City policy?

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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Next Steps

» Following feedback from Planning Commission and public,
City staff to address next steps with Coastal Commission
staff

e Public Draft LCP Release followed by Planning Commission

and City Council hearings for adoption

e Submittal to Coastal Commission for certification

February 9, 2026, LCP PC Workshop 4
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