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November 29, 1995 

TO: Commissioners and Interested Parties 

FROM: Steve Scholl, Acting District Director 
Gary Timm, Assistant District Director 
Mark H. Capelli, Coastal Program Analyst 

RE: SANTA BARBARA COUNTY LCP: land Use and Zoning Amendment 2-95 A and 8 
Public Hearing and Final Action at the Californi'a Coastal Commission 
Hearing of December 12-15, 1995 

Background 

The County of Santa Barbara submitted local Coastal Program Amendment (LCP) 
2-95 A and 8 on September 11 , 1995. The submitta 1 was deemed camp 1 ete and 
filed on October 10, 1995. The Amendment consists of two distinct elements: 
(A) an amendment to the County's LCP implementation plan to incorporate 
surface mining and reclamation standards into the Coastal Zoning Ordinance and 
and amendments to the Goleta Growth Management Plan into the County Code, and 
(8) an amendment to the County's LCP Land Use Plan to reflect amendments to 
the Goleta Growth Management Ordinance, including measures to ensure 
consistency with the Goleta Transportation Improvement Plan. The Commission 
has previously certified the Goleta Transportation Improvement Plan as part of 
LCP Amendment 1-95 in September 1995. 

proposal and Staff Recommendation 

The amendment proposal consists of two distinct elements: (A) an amendment to 
the County's LCP Implementation Ordinances to incorporate surface mining and 
reclamation standards, and (8) an amendment to the County's LCP Land Use Plan 
to reflect amendments to the Goleta Growth Management Ordinance, including 
measures to ensure consistency vith the Goleta Transportation Improvement 
Plan. 

The staff is recommending approval of the proposed amendment as submitted •. 

Additional Information 

For further information about the amendment request, this report, or the 
amendment process, contact Mark H. Capelli, at the South Central Coastal Area 
Office. 89 South California Street,·ventura, CA (8905) 641-0142. 
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Exhibits 

1. General location Map 
2. Resolution No. 95-389 Adopting Changes to lCP land Use Plan and 

Implementation Ordinances. 
3. Ordinance No. 4203 (Goleta Growth Management Plan> 
4. Ordinance No. 4101 <Reclamation Plans and Surface Mining Permits) 
5. Ordinance No. 4097 (Reclamation Plans and Surface Mining Permits> 

I. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

A. Approval of land Use Plan Amendment 

Staff recommends the adoption of the following Motion and Resolution: 

Motion I 

I 110ve that the Commission certify Amendment 2-95 B to the Santa Barbara 
County local Coastal Program land Use Plan as submitted. 

Staff recommends a liS vote on motion I and adoption of the following 
resolution of certification and related findings. An Affirmative vote of a 
majority of the appointed Commissioners is needed to pass the motion. 

Resolution I 

The to.1ss1on hereby certifies the land Use Plan amendment 2-95 B of the LCP 
land Use Plan of the County of Santa Barbara and finds for the reasons 
discussed below that the amendment meets the requirements of and is in 
conformity with the poltctes of Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 30200) of 
the California Coastal Act to the extent necessary to achieve the baste goals 
specified in Section 30001.5 of the Coastal Act. and that the certification 
of the amendment meets the requirements of Section 210080.5(d)(2)(1> of the 
California Environmental Quality Act, as there are no further feasible 
mitigation measures or feasible alternatives which would substantially lessen 
significant adverse impacts on the environment. 

B. Approval of Implementation Measures &s Sub11tted 

Hot1oo II 

I move that the Commission reject the implementation plan amendment 2-95 A and 
B as submitted by the County of Santa Barbara. 

Staff reconmends a Ill vote, wh1ch would result in the adoption of the 
following resolution of certification and related findings. An aff1naattve 
vote of a majority of the Coml1ss1oners present 1s needed to pass the motion • 

. Jesol ut1 on II 

The Coll1ss1on hereby cert1f1es amendment 2-95 A of the 1iplementat1on plan of 
the Santa Barbara County LCP on the grounds that the uendment to the local 
Coastal Progra. Zoning Ordinance conforas to and 1s adequate to carry out the 
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provisions of the LCP Land Use Plan as certified. There are no feasible 
alternatives available which would substantially lessen any significant 
impacts which the approval of the implementation amendment will have on the 
environment. 

II. RECQMMENDED FINDINGS 

A. findings for Resolution I (Land Use Plan> 

The standard of review of LCP Land Use Plan Amendments are the po 11 ci es of 
Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act. 

J. Background 

The Comission previously certified a LCP for the County of Santa Barbara 
which includes the Goleta Valley Planning Area. The land uses in the Coastal 
Zone portion of the Goleta Valley Planning Area includes a mix of residential, 
agriculture, institutional, recreational, general commercial, and 
environmentally sensitive habitats. The County LCP also includes a number of 
policies regarding the protection of coastal resources, including water 
resources, and environmentally sensitive habitats governing development. The 
Commission has also certified a Go 1 eta Community Plan for the Go 1 eta Va 11 ey 
Planning Area which provides more specific direction for development and 
associated m1tigations.(Amendment 2-93-C). 

In 1990 the Commission certified an amendment (190-8) to the Santa Barbara 
County LCP which provided additional direction regarding the rate at which 
already permitted land-uses may be developed. The basic provisions of the 
previously certified Goleta Growth Management Plan consisted of limiting 
residential development to 200 units per year, and commercial development to 
80,000 square feet per year, w1th allowance m~de for modifying these annual 
allotments by no more than lot. The Goleta Growth Management Plan would run 
until 1999 when it would automatically terminate. 

2. Proposal 

The present amendment would modify the previously approved Goleta Growth 
Management Plan by increasing the maximum number of affordable residential 
units (to up to the ultimate residential density currently permitted), and 
increasing the amount of commercial /industrial development per year from 
80,000 square feet to 120.000 square feet. Because of the existing pattern of 
parce11zat1on and existing development, a majority of the allowable 
residential and commercial development would occur within that portion of the 
Goleta Valley Planning Area which lies outside the Coastal Zone. 

The modifications would also incorporate provisions regarding the treatment of 
affordable housing and second units, prevtously certified as part of 
Collla1ss1on LCP Amendments Z-93-B, 3-93-B, 2-94, and 1-95-A, into the Goleta 
Conauni ty Plan e 1 ement of the County's Loca 1 Coas ta 1 Program. The modified 
Goleta Growth Management Plan would also incorporate the Goleta Transportation 
Improvement Plan previously certified by the Commission as part of LCP 
Amendment 1-95 E. <See Exhibits 1 and 2.) 
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3. eonsjstency with Coastal Act 

The basic purpose of the Goleta Growth Management Plan 1s to pace the level of 
development within the Goleta Valley Planning Area. The basic provisions of 
the Goleta Growth Management Plan consist of limiting residential and 
C0818rc1a1 development allowed in a given year .• with affordable housing being 
generally exempt fr0111 the annua 1 hous1 ng a 11 ocations, though not from the 
ultintate density requirements contained in the County's previously certified 
Local COastal Program. The present amendment retains the basic provisions of 
the previous 1 y certified Go leta Growth Management Program, but 1 ncreases the 
number of affordable residential units, as well as the allowable commercial 
square footage, and incorporates into the Goleta Community Plan element of the 
County's Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan general housing and 
transportation provisions prevjously certified by the Commission. 

PRC Section 30250 provides, in part, that: 

{a) New residential, commercial, or industrial development, except as 
otherw1se 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 acc01110date it, in 
other areas with adequate public services and where it will not have 
significant adverse effects, either individually or cumulatively, on 
coastal resources. 

The County of Santa Barbara's certified LCP contains a Land Use Plan with land 
use designations establishing types and intensity of allowable development and 
coastal policies regulating development within the Coastal Zone portion of the 
Goleta Valley Planning Area. The Coastal Zone portion of the Goleta Valley 
Planning Area extends from Eagle Canyon on the west to Hope Ranch on the 
east, and generally inland to either u.s. Highway 101 or Hollister Avenue (See 
ExMbit 1.) The Coastal Zone includes several large undeveloped privately 
he 1 d coas ta 1 propertt es, the Univers 1 ty of Ca 11 forni a, the City of Santa 
Barbara Municipal Airport, and the Goleta Slough. 

A aaajortty of the undeveloped lands within the Coastal Zone portion of. the 
Goleta Valley Planning Area are designated for planned residential 
deve 1 OPMnt, or are designated and deve 1 oped wt th agriculture. The major 
tnstttuttonal uses (i.e., University of California and Santa Barbara Municipal 
Airport> are not controlled through the County's Local Coastal Program. 
Currently there are only two presently developed parcels which are designated 
for industrial development. Consequently, the Goleta Growth Management Plan 
will affect principally the pace of residential and coaanercial development 
within the Coastal Zone portion of the Goleta Valley. 

In add1t1on to the LCP Land Use Policies which the Goleta Growth Management 
Prograa w111 advance through the pacing of over-all development and the syste1 
of CQIPetitive rattng, the County's cert1fted LCP has policies regarding 
hazards, visual resources, energy , coastal access and recreation, 
envtronaentally sensitive habitats, and archaeology which the CO.hston has 
found to be adequate to control permitted land uses in a manner consistent 
wtth the applicable policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act. The proposed 
Goleta Growth Management Program will be incorporated tnto the Goleta 
eon..ntty Plan portion of the County Local Coastal Progru Land Use Plan and 
admtntstered tn conjunction w1th these policies. 
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The Commission therefore finds that the proposed Goleta Growth Management Plan 
as amended is consistent with and adequate to carry out the provisions of PRC 
Section 30250. 

B. Findjngs for Resolution II <Implementation Measures> 

1. Iotroduction 

The standard of review of an amendment to the certified LCP Zoning Ordinance 
1 s whether the ordinance conforms with and is adequate to carry out the 
provisions of the certified LCP Land Use Plan (PRC Section 30513 (a). The 
Coastal Act provides that the Comnission may only reject the proposed zoning 
ordinance if a majority of the Com111issioners present find that it' does not 
conform with or is inadequate to carry out the provisions of the certified 
Land Use Plan. 

2. Goleta Growth Management Plan 

a. Proposed Amendment 

The present amendment would modify the previously approved Goleta Growth 
Management Plan by 1 ncreas i ng the maxi mum number of affordab 1 e res 1 denti a 1 
units <up to the ultimate residential density currently permitted), and 
increasing the amount of comnercial /industrial development per year from 
80,000 square feet to 120,000 square feet. The modifications would also 
incorporate provisions regarding the treatment of affordable housing and 
second units previously certified as part of Commission LCP Amendment 2-93-B, 
3-93-B, 2-94, and 1-95-A. The modified Goleta Growth Management Plan would 
also incorporate the Goleta Transportation Improvement Plan previously 
certified by the Commission as part of LCP Amendment 1-95 E. 

b. Consistency with County LCP 

The Santa Barbara County LCP Lands Use Plan contains a number of policies 
regarding public services and resource protection (as well as protection and 
provision of affordable housing) which the Goleta Growth Management Program 
(as amended) is intended to implement. These include the following: 

Public Services 

LCP Policy Z-6 requires the County to make a finding prior to the issuance of 
a coastal development permit that adequate public or private services and 
resources for water. sewer, roads, etc are ava 11 ab 1 e to serve the proposed 
development. The LCP further provides that lack of available public or 
private serv1 ces or resources shall be grounds for denial of the proposed 
project or reduction 1n the density otherwise indicated in the LCP Land Use 
Plan. The proposed Goleta Growth Management Program 1s intended to bring the 
over-all rate of development in the Goleta Valley (including the Coastal Zone 
portion> 1n line with identified limited public services, including water, 
sewer, and roads. 

Residential Development 

Policy 2-8 provides that in the Goleta Valley Planning Area the County shall 
give highest priority to low and moderate income housing and agricultural 
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expansion, followed by public recreation and visitor serving commercial uses 
(Policies 5-1 through 5-10 also address affordable housing issues.) While the 
Commission does not directly address the provision of housing through 
cert,ication of LCP' s, the County has chosen to retain and strengthen Hs 
housing provisions, and the proposed Goleta Growth Management Program is 
consistent with these provisons . 

There are no visitor serving commercial land use designations within the 
Coastal Zone portion of the Goleta Valley Planning Area which would be 
affected by the Goleta Growth Management Program. There are. however, several 
public visitor serving facilities within the Coastal Zone portion of the 
Goleta Valley Planning Area (e.g., Goleta County Beach) and the Goleta Growth 
Management Program assigns competitive priority points to (or exempts from the 
provision of the program) public recreational uses. 

Agriculture 

Policies 8-1 through 8-10 provide for the protection and encouragement of 
agricultural lands. The Goleta Growth Management Program furthers the 
objective of these policies by pacing the growth of both residential and 
cORDerciallindustrial development in the Goleta Valley Planning Area, which 
competes with agriculture operations. 

Air Quality 

Policy 11-1 applies the County currently adopted Air Quality Attainment Plan 
within the Coastal Zone. The degradation of air quality which is the result 
of development rates exceeding the measures to protect and improve air quality 
is one of the issues which has led the County to propose controlling the 
over-all rate of development in the Goleta Valley Planning Area. The Goleta 
Growth Management Program will address the air quality issue by not only 
11mit1ng the over-all rat• of development, but also by providing incentives 
for those projects which do not add to air emhston, or which result 1n 
reduced atr emmissions 

As noted above, the Goleta Growth Management Program would be incorporated 
into the County• s certified LCP (Goleta COIIIIUnity Plan and County Code> and 
administered in conjunction with these policies. 

The Coaltssion therefore finds that the proposed Goleta Growth Management Plan 
~mend•ent to the 1mple.entat1on plan is consistent with and adequate to carry 
out the prov1s1ons of the certified LCP Land Use Plan. 

3. SurfAce Mtn1og Prgy1signs 

a. Proposed Amendment 

The proposed amendllent ele111ent would add specific prov1stons to the 
iiiiPlementatton provisions of the Santa Barbara County Local Coastal Progru 
for the regulation of surface atntng operations as authorized by the 
Ca11forn1a Surface Mining and Reclamation Act. <SMARA>. None of these 
provisions supercede or 10d1fy the substantial resource protection policies of 
the Santa Barbara County LCP Land Use Plan or Zoning Ordinance. 



Santa Barbara County Amendment 2-95 A and B 

! Page 7 

The Surface Mining and Reclamation Ordinance establishes definitions, 
applicability of the ordinance, filing requirements, processing procedures, 
genera 1 performance standards, and required findings for the approva 1 and 
abandonment of surface mining operations throughout the County, including the 
Coasta 1 Zone. As noted, none of these provisions supercedes or affects the 
substantive requirements for the protection of coastal resources contained in 
the County's previously certified Local Coastal Program. <See Exhibits 4 and 
5.). 

b. Consistency with County LCP 

The County certified LCP contains a number of resource protection policies 
which are applicable to surface mining operations. These include the 
following. 

Groundwater Protection 

LCP Policy 2-2 and 2-3 provides for the protection of groundwater basins 
within the coastal zone. 

The approval of mining and reclamation plans approved under this amendment 
would require that water recharge potential, and storage capacity of 
groundwater aquifers which are the source of water for domestic, agriculture, 
or other uses dependent on the water, not be diminished except as allowed in 
the approved reclamation plan. Additionally, approval of a mining and 
reclamation plan under this amendment would require a finding that the 
operation would be consistent with the County's Local Coastal Program 
including applicable groundwater protection policies. 

Hillside and Watershed Protection 

LCP Policy 3-17 provides that slopes and soils which have been disturbed 
during grading or other development activities be stabilized through the 
planting of native plant materials or other appropriate non-native landscaping 
practices. 

The approval of mining and reclamation plans under this amendment requires 
that vegetative cover be re-established which is suitable for the proposed end 
use and capable of self regeneration without continued dependence on 
irrigation. In addition soil analysis and test plots are requ1 red for each 
plan, and that the revegetation and or restablishement of native plant cover 
be in conformance with the approved landscape plan. 

LCP Policy 3-18 provides that run-off from disturbed sites be conducted 
through surface water drains to prevent erosion, and that runoff be retained 
on-site whenever possible to facilitate groundwater recharge. 

The approval of mining reclamation plans under this amendment would require 
that surface mining and excavation activities be conducted to protect on-site 
and downstream beneficial use of water. Erosion and sediment must be 
controlled during all phases of construction, operation. reclamation, and 
closure of a surface mine to m1n1m1ze siltation of watercourses and lakes. 
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LCP Policy 4-2 provides that all commercial industrial and planned development 
be accompanied by a landscaping plan. LCP Policy 4-3 further requires that in 
rural designated areas. the height, scale and design of structures be 
compatible with the character of the surrounding natural environment and 
subordinate to the appearance of the natural landforms. 

The approval of mining and reclamation plans under the proposed amendment must 
be found consistent with specific screening provisions of the ordinance which 
stipulates that screening or other aesthetic treatment such as berms, fences, 
planting of suitable shrubs, and or trees shall be required, where necessary, 
to minimize visibility from public views of slopes, or mining operations, 
structures, and equipment. Additionally, the proposed amendment includes a 
reclamation standard that requires that 11The Reclamation Plan shall to the 
extent ·feasible, provide for the protection and reclamation of the visual 
resources of the areas affected by the mining operation." 

Agriculture 

LCP Policy 8-2 requires that agricultural designated parcels in rural area 
non-contt guous w1 th urban rura 1 boundary sha 11 note be permitted to 
non-agricultural uses unless for a coastal priority use. 

The mining and reclamation plans approved under the provisions of this 
amendment must conform to the following standards: For all mining operations 
on prime agriculture land where the end use 1s identified as agriculture, such 
operation must, in addition to complying with standards for topsoil salvage, 
maintenance, and redistribution, must also restore the fertility and 
productivity of all disturbed areas. Reclamation will be deemed complete only 
when the productive capab111 ty of the affected land has been restored or 
exceeds the pre-project conditions for at 1 east two consecutive crop years. 
On non-prime land, in addition to top soil salvage, maintenance, and 
redistribution, non-prime agricultural lands must be reclaimed so as to be 
able to sustain economically viable production crops commonly grown in 
surrounding areas. 

Environmentally Sensitive Habitats 

. LCP Policy 2-11 provides for the protection of habitats resources from 
adjacent development through set~backs, buffer zones. grading controls, noise 
restrictions, maintenance of natural vegetation, and control of runoff. 

LCP Policy 9-2 provides that coastal dunes habitats be preserved and protected . 
from all resource dependent and other uses, including resource dependent uses, 
and sand mining operations shall only be permitted where tt can be shown that 
no alternative location 1s feastbl e. and provided that the development ts 
sited and designed to mintmtze impacts on dune vegetation and animal species. 

LCP Po11cy 9-40 provides that dredging, filling, and grading within . strea11 
corridors be limited to public trails, daas necessary for water supply 
projects, flood control projects where no other method of protection of 
existing structures in the flood plain ts feasible, or developient where the 
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primary functions are to improve fish and wildlife, pipelines, bridges, and 
culverts , and fences where no alternative route/location is feasible. Policy 
9-41 also requires that all permitted construction and grading within stream 
corridors be carried out in a manner which minimizes impacts from. increased 
run-off, sedimentation, biochemical degradation, or thermal pollution. 

Approval of a mining and reclamation plan under this amendment would require a 
finding that the operation would be consistent with the Local Coastal Program, 
including applicable stream protection policies, and would specifically 
require revegetation of permitted mining sites with native plant materials 

The Commission therefore finds that the proposed implementation plan amendment 
is consistent with and adequate to carry out the provisions of the certified 
LCP Land Use Plan regarding, groundwater protection, hi 11 side and watershed 
protection, protection of scenic and visual resources, agriculture, and 
environmentally sensitive habitats. 

III. LCe/CEQA 

The proposed amendment 1 s to the County of Santa Barbara • s certified Loca 1 
Coastal Program. The Commission originally certified the County's Local 

· Program Land Use Plan and Zoning Ordinance in 1981 and 1982 respectively. 

The Coastal Commission's Local Coastal Program process has been designated as 
the functional equivalent of CEQA. CEQA requires the consideration of less 
environmentally damaging alternatives and the consideration of mitigation 
measures to lessen significant environmental impacts to a level of 
insignificance. As discussed in the findings above, the proposed amendment 
would not modify the basic land use designations, or the substantive resource 
protection provisions of the previously certified Santa Barbara Local Coastal 
Program, and would therefore have no significant impacts within in the meaning 
of the California Environmental Quality Act. 

The amendment 1s therefore consistent with the provisions of the California 
Environmental Quality Act and the California Coastal Act. 

7003A 
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RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE MAITER OF APPROVING 
SPECIFIC AMENDMENTS TO THE 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

RESOLUTION NO. 95- 389 
CASE NO. 95-GP-04 

GOLETA CO:.MMUNITY PLAN COMPONENT 
. OF THB SANTA BARBARA COUNTY 

COASTAL LAND USE PLAN 

WITH REFERENCE TO THE FOLLOWING: 

EXHIBIT NO. · 2 

APPUOATION NO. 

S.B. County LCP Amd 

2-95 A & B 

A On January 7. 1980, by hsolution No. 80.12, the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Barbara adopted the Santa Barbara County Coastal Land Use Plan. 

B. In 1987, the Board of Supervisors appointed the Goleta General Plan Advisory Committee 
to assist the County in updating the Compn:heDsive Plan's goals, policies and land use 
designations as they pertain to Goleta. 

C. From 1987 to 1993, Community workshops and many public meetings were held to 
determine appropriate goals, policies, development standards, and land use designations 
for the Goleta PJanriing A:rea. 

D. In July, 1993 the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Barbara approved the 
Goleta Community Plan outlining the community goals and implementiDg policies. 

B. In June, 1994 the California Coastal Commission certified the Goleta Comrmmity Plan 
as part of the County's Local Coastal Program. 

F. In March 1995, the Board of Supervisors approved an aareemeat to settle litigation 
against the California Department of Housing and Community Development, and therein 
agreed to pursue specific ameadmeots to the Goleta Growth Management Ordinance and 
various related Compreheasive Plan Ameadments as miaht be ueccssary and appropriate. 

G. It is now deemed in the interest of orderly development of the County and importaDt to 
the preservation of the heal1b, safety, and general welfare of the residents of the County 
that the Board of Supervisors amend tho Goleta Community Plan as follows: 

1. Amend the first parapaph on p. 36, BxiRina Settina and Issues (Laud Use­
OeDeral), as follows: 

"This section. of the Conmnmity ·Plan addresses the type, location, illteasity, ad 
iuten:elatiODSbip of the various lad uaea witbin the Goleta PJmrina Area. The 
Land Uso Plan Is primarily baed upon the ueeds of the community, exisdna and 
anticipated. resource and scnice constraints; •• JlleW•es fer ._. lf8WI)l ia 
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Gelete as f88euree& eeeeme aveilaltle. The overall goal of the Land Use Plan is 
to give the community a balance of land uses tbat provide adequate housing, 
employment, shopping, and recreation for the people of Goleta. lB enter te 
previde dli:a Nle-ae, tThe Land Use Plan must ensure that the population lmd of 
tho Goleta area not aeeell the l'tle..e md .Wae aapa.eity ef the •-. ., 
advenely alta' the pteseot quality of life md enviromnent. Sufficient commeacial 
aDd iDduslrial acreap is p:ovided to supply employmeat and commeacial services 
to the populatioa. GovmuueDt, utility, 8DCl iDStitutioDal space has been idendtied 
to serve the needs of the community. FiDally, sufficient open space aDd 
apiculturaJ.laads aro pro'rided to maimajn and enbapce the existing chlracter of 
the commuoity aDd to meet tho aoals ofpresm'Ying agriculture in the Valley. ;:M 
Pllll ie .....,.... te pteWtle that pewtll ie paeed with reapeet te the eetllilaie1a 
efpa.Wie ...._ad aatllfal ,. ......... 

2. Amend the General Land Use Goal on p. 36 as follows: 

"GOAL: Te Jblaae TM £smmmit, Gf8Wtll Rate AM Build Out Pataa1ial vra 
'I1Ie ,*Jo,rJaile:ltle Rel8llfH8 AtMI SIMe-. Te Stliw 'l=erMII'4 A PeJNiatiea :Lew~ Fer 
T.he 9el-. Afea 'Atat 9eea Net Blleeed11le Rlae\ll'lt .w 8eMee Qapuity Of 
Tile Ala Her :Afh••Y .. \Iter 'l'1le Pflaeet Q.&ty Of Life .. w &witezziB\ To 
Provide HousiDi Aftbrdable To All Ooleta Residents. To Strive Por A Balance 
Between lobs And HousiDg, To Provide A R.aDp of Cnmmereial And Industrial 
U• Which Promote Orderly Economic Deve1opmeD.t, ADd To Protect Natural 
R.esoun:es. II 

3. Amend Policy LU-OV·2 on p. 37 as follows: 

"Polley LU-GV-2: Future arowth aDd developmemshalloccurealy ae ••••••• 
cad .We• ••••• •.UaWe cal in a manner which mbdmizes CODSirUCtion 
related impacts on the C0DJ11111Dity." 

4. Amend Action LUI-GV-1.2 OD p. 97 81 follows: 

"Actloa L111-GV·L2: 1be CouDty PubHo Worb Depeztmeat abal1 review 
the projectecl coat of capitaJ improve&rleDll to the cin=u1atioD Detwolk needed to 
atte'e gJ maiataiD acceptable levels of_,. on .. zoedwaya aad methods 
to fbDd such lalplowmea.ts. while attealplina to minhniw or reduce 00111 
associated with the offsite road impJovemeDt fee poaram. • 

s. AmeiKI p. 110, 1. BxiJdna SetdDa aDd --(Orowth :MaDepmeat), .. followl: 

"HiitDrlcee ~ pdtelas in Goleta over 1be last 20 yea have lbowD. that 
realdeDtill ~ Wll beiDa far CNII**t by QOIIII!MidaJ/IDdoetdal 
clevelopDIDt. IDd thus the Jo•houllaa .,.._. Wll DOt Ia ....... Aa • 
method ot l1owJDa aaowtb IOIDtWhat wbDa the Pia Willa p:oce~~llld.lllo • a 
way to Wpplaafor ft1111)a,IOIDIWbatpndlollble powth. aa.wdlMII"'ffllllllt 
OrdiNNe Will dewtlope4 ad adopted for .. Ooleta v.u.,. The OrdiDiaiDe 
Hmlta ftlllcJeatill dnelcprteat to 200 UDIIs a,_ dll....,. ,., .... •'lsJ!I"''dt..,.., ..... ., ............... M IIRI 

·~ 

.. 
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of their developuu~nt (traditionally, there are approximately 125 units built per 
year on average) and 8Q,QQQ l:ZO.OOQ square feet (sf) of commercial/industrial 
development a year (traditionally, there bas been much more than 80,000 sf 
developed a year). 11l.e&e Wle limite wefk te Br.iBg jei!Js aae h:eflliBg IB8N iBte 
ealeaee 'Nit& eaeh edler aa4 alee help tkese r;Ale aa·~e te ·pt&Tiitle ~fer 
Gelete te 'he ale te plea fer llew ll!llleh d4we1epll!leBt wtR eeeur ever tee time ef 
t1se Oftlaaaee (lQ years): The Goleta Growth Management Ordinance is 
considered an implemeDtiDg tool of this CommUDity Plan. 

The Growth MaDagem.ent Ordinance was approved by the Board of Supervisors 
in December of 1989 and has been in effect since that time. 

The policies of tbis Plan call for the Growth Management Ordinance to be 
amended to help achieve some of the goals of the Plan. These amendments call 
for extra incentives for development in the Old Town area, an adjustment to the 
square foot allocation system to recognize the lower-intensity uses on Service 
Industrial parcels, and fiDally, an extra allocation of commercial square footage for 
a regional mall in the Goleta area which will not ttiminisb the allocation available 
to other projects. 

TU Onllpyg !VII weatJed 1P tm to achlm tbe u• of fhe a"n a wen 
u Aetion 5.1.4 of the BtaaiN Elemegt wlrich dates that the Cogaty qeD 
amend the "Goleta Gmr1h Mep•nmeat Onllpepce to allow sufJI.deat 
permits to be dogted to •w tile Uft-12?7 BtJiou1 Needl Ngpaben for 
affordable 'mn'DI· ami reflect mum In Oat Boumt EJeaent Update." 

6. Amend the third paragraph on p. 113, Public Facilities and Services Super 
Element, as follows: · 

"The policies of the Public Facilities and Services section recognize the autonomy 
of the independent service districts while also providing overall direction to 
County decision-makers as wen as these districts in order te ..... that arowth 
in the Goleta Valley is met with aa ,..., ..... iDclease in services •••sillY 
to provide for the health, safety and welfare of the citizens of Goleta." 

7. Amend .Section B, Roadway Standards, on p. 158 as fottows: 

"B. Roadway StaDdards: A project's CODSisteDcy with. this section shall be 
determined as fonows: 

a. Por roadways where tho Estimated Putt.n Volume does not exceed 
the accep1able eapacity, a project wou1cl be CODSidered CODSisteDt 
with this ieetion of tho comnnmity p1m if the number of ADTs 
CODtr1butecl by tho poject woulcl not ...._ an exceedBDCO of 
accep1able capacity. 

b. For roadways where 1he BRJmated Future Volume exceeds the 
acceptable capacity but does DOt exceed Deaipl Capacity, a project 
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would be CODSidered consistent with this section of the community 
plan only if: 

1) the number of ADTs contnDuted by the project to the roadway 
does not exceed 150 ADTira..ll 

a) If the gmlect Rrmride 1 .....,,tlal •ptrlbptio• tp 1 Mph 
IJrlarib' llerutiD trepprta11oa anleet (tr mlectsl u 
~t~w•a Ia tbe Gm t1at: 

a) .,.,.,tidy lgmrma the alterpatlye tnp'P9'1'*s ......... 
bl hp a.......,.. JWatloa••lt to the amleet. gd 

S) III"P..I'!'1'9P' tp the elp pd gtat of the anfeet'• 
lpapct •• Go .. ,, ......_rtatioa Pete, 

c. For roadways where the Bstimated Future Volume exceeds the 
Design Capacity, a project would be CODSiderecl CODSisteat with this 
IICd.oa of the CODUDUDity plm only if: 

ll the number of ADTs contnW by the project to the roadway 
does not exceed so· ADT....._ 

2\l(tU mJcct cwtrgell or fpdetJIIIdop of a ... mitdr 

.. .. 

alterJatlye ,.,.....tioa l"tlect t• anJw> u hl•tlfled 1g ·.· 
tMGTJPAet; 

b) lpp I nwnebJe ,.....,'dp tt tJaepDJecf. y4 

e\ lamll9'1'el" to tJae +e ad stet of tJae gnWs ..... Goleta'•,.,....,....,.... 
8. Am.ead Section C, IDteuection StaDdirds, oa p. 158 IDCII59 as follows: 

•c. lntelsectioa SlaDdards: 

latll:leCiioa ClpiCity is ..... ia tho .... oftbe popordGD of the volume 
ofnfflc cmied (Y) to its clellp capaeltr (C); with a volume to eapdy 
lido (VIC) of 1.00 equal to arfdlock, a VIC IIIIo of 0.90 equll to LOS B, 
Cll dowa to a VIC redo of 0.70 eCpJa1 to LOS C IDd a VIC ndlo of 0.50 
equal to LOS A. 

L PIOjectl caatr1hatiDa Peat Hour Tripi to iDteaeatloal that operate 
It a Bldlltltell Future Level of Service A 111111 bo foaad CODiilleat 
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with this section of the Community Plan unless the project results 
in a change in V /C ratio greater than 0.20. 

o For intersections operating at a estimated future Level of 
Service B, no project shall result in a change in V /C ratio 
pester than O.lS. 

o For intersections operating at a estimated future Level of 
Service C, no project shall result in a change of V /C ratio 
greater than 0.1 o. 

o For intersections operating at a estimated future Level of 
Service D, DO project shall result in a change of V /C ratio 
greater than 0.03. 

o For intersections oper8ting at a estimated future Level of 
Service B, DO project shall result in a change of V /C ratio 
greater than 0.02. 

o For intersections operating at a estimated fUture level of 
Service F, DO project shall result in a change of V/C ratio 
greater than 0.01. 

)h Notfritbstapdig the pMenJt In mbdiyislM L aboye.tro.Jectl 
tb•t segd fewer thep 15 DUkll11r triM to MlpteJwtlog eheD 
he eoplldered a;owlttept with the CommPPity ru. 

&:s& ID on1er to •• a &pdlpl of meld•sz with the Comwnltt 
PJp wWhere a project's traflic contribution does result in a 
measurable chanae in VIC ratio and also results in a findina of 
inconsistency with the above intersection standards, tbe proleef 
•beD bl ngglred to elthm 

U COIIItqd intersection improvements that are snfflcieD.t to offset 
the mlest....,.ted change in VIC ratio, in excess of the 
applicable intersection staDdards above, 

Z\ KtJat aroJtct !9JIItncts or fJgula f11Dtlop tfa hJcbgrlprl(y 
aJteraatlye tm1J9111Ut• proJect (or mlnl ••ldeptlflrd Ia 
tiM GTJP thet; 

I) •JaPetld! •arma tile....,.., m,_....,. 
Mtnrlr. 

b) Ita• a 11119e•Me nlatlo••hfll to t1at mlect. .. 

c) II amD"1'ee" to tM t1zt ad ptet of t1at mleet't 
...... GoWa'• ............... 



. . 

3) provide for I CO!IIIt!·•pproyed gmbJgafjop or the •bot• 
asaaeiate• 'With tlle prejeet Ball 't!le ~ ia eN8r te malre a 
fiMiac ef eeBiifieaey 'With the Gemal11Bity Platt: 

eJl. 1'hese intersection staDdarda shall abo apply to projects which 
· geaerate Peak Hour Trips to intersections within iDcorporated cities 
tbat are opa:atins at levels of .-vice worse than those allowecl by 
tbe ci.tyts CircuJation Blem.ent. • 

9. Amend Section D, Special Standards for Projects which include CompreheDsi.ve 
PJm Ameadmtmts to Laud Use Desipations, on p. 159-160 as follows: 

"D. Special Standards for Projects which iDclude Comprehcmivo Plan 
AmeDdmellts to Laud Use~ 

L Comprehensive Plan AmeadmeDts submitted by private appliCIDta 
tbat propose cbaages in laDd use desipation on Ill)' given parcel 
ia the planning area shall be zequUecl to demoastrate that the 
proposed cbange ia lancl Ull 'WOUld DOt poteDtiaUy resalt ia 1rlft1c 
levels biper than thole aDticipated for that pmcel by the 
Comumn{ty Plan, its IIIOCJated eaviroDm.artal documeDts IDd 81 

idemified by the tell year traffic model or fbtule updated traffic 
models. If hiaher traftlc levola could poteDtially result fi:om such 
aa ameodment, thea. ia order 'lo app-ove the ameadmeot, at !net 
.. of the followhJa flnrHnsl must be made by the Boln1 of 
Supervisors: 

L Tho increase ia 1l'afllc is not larp enough to cau. the 
afrec1ld roadways 8Ddlor irltenectioDs to exceed their 
desipated acceptable capicity levels at buildout of tho 
ComiDDDity Plm, or 

u. 

& ._.,.,...,..,......., ............ 
wt gltlaf JPIItct "•....,. ••an ,....., • 
., CewaeiU' ""·IIIII• •r,o*ll ,...._.., t1 
.. JtD1W. ........................ In 
mea• .. ,,, ..... , .... Or GTJP.• 

10. AIDIDCl Secdoa B. Blemptlolla, Oil p. la» • tbllowl: 

"B. Bmaapdoal- Ro8dwa)' aad ~ ltiDdmfl atllted above lball DDt 
epplyto: 
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a. Land use permits and coastal development pennits if the Zoning 
Administrator/Planning Commission!BoardofSupervisors has taken 
final action on a valid prerequisite discretionary approval (e.g. 
FDP, CUP) and a finding of Comprehensive Plan coDSistency was 
made at the time of approval, and no substantial change bas 
occurred in the project. 

b. Projects deemed complete prior to the adoption of this community 
plan which are designed to serve as a mitigation measure for, and 
were ex.pessly embodied as a condition of approval of a previously 
approved project. 

c. Development Agreements for projects for which a Final 
Development Plan was approved prior to the adoption of this 
Community Plan and for which a Settlement Agreement expressly 
contemplates the County will enter into a Development Agreement 
for such projects in order to conclude the settlement. 

d. Projects for which a settlement agreement between the property 
owner and the County was enta:ed into prior to the adoption of this 
ComrmmityP~ . 

Tho Affordable Housing Overlay sites Specified in this Community 
Plan where projects submitted on these sites contain a minimum of 
SOOA» of the units in price I'IJ1&eS aff'oldable to persons of low or 
moderate income, consistent with the policies of the County's 
Housing Blement. 

De aecepotf w JPOrtlop o1 mked:JII! Rml& Dis 
mmptioa thaD IPJIIy to a gnlect where the ICWIOtY ga 
IJOI'IIop II no pater thg 5.QQQ ICJDD feet II size pd when 
the mlgJ w accoe•mJates altematlye tpp...,...op gd II 
likelY m mhtte"""lt redact ......... yd*le trp." 

11. Change the Roadway Classifications of certain roadway segments in Table 10, on 
p. ISS and 1S6 as follows: 

•CJua P-1: Roadways deslpecl to serve primarily non-residential developmont. 
Roadways would have a minimum of 12 foot wide lanes with shoulders and few 
curb cuts, sipals spaced at one milo or more in1ervals. Ne re..twaya ill Qeleta 
• ••••• tW tllis .Jassi&e ... 

• Lot Carperpt lllolllater:ll Co ... ). 2 "" 4 lepe 
• Cetleedral Oeb CWIItedy tndpRLI Pateg). 2 g4 4Jw 

Clul P-2: Roadways wblch .ve a hiP proportion of D.OIH'elic1eDda 
development with some reaiclemiallotl ad few or DO driWI\IVIlY curb cats. Laue 
widths are a minimum of 12 feet wide with well spaced curb cuts. Slpal 
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intervals at about O.S mile intervals. Most roadways in Goleta presently classified 
"arterial" would be seen as qualifying for re-classification to this proposed class. 
This includes tbe following roadways: 

Hollista: Avenue (esitire length, .except "Old Town"), 2 and 4 lane 
Cathedral Oaks (except area &om La Patara1!1derly tengbug-Kellog), 
2 8lld 4 Jane 
Storke/Olen ADDie (Calle ~ - Bl Colegio), 2 and 4 lane 
Los Cameros (Cathedral Oaks • BoiJiater s81ith:lfly te1rmi•118 ), 2 aad 4 
laDe 
Fairview (Cathedral Oaks-Hollister), 2 au.d 4 lane 
Pattenon (Cathedral Oaks-Hollister), 2 aad 4 Jane 
Tumpib (C«<aokal Oaks-Hollister), 2 8Dd 4 lane 
Calle Real (east of Los Cameros), 2 ancl4 lane 

a.. P-3: Roadways cJes;gned to .ve non-residential development and 
residemfal development. More frequent curb cuts are acceptable. Potential sipal 
intervals of 0.5 mile or less. 

Cathedral Oaks (La Patera-Kellog), 4 lane 
• Phelps Road, 211De . 

Holliller Avenue (Kellog-P'ab:vlew), 41ane 
; GJea Ia .... CCaJie BeaJ.Cathcdre) Oelp). 2 'II' 

Calle Reel (Olen Almlo-Brandon), 2 JaDe 
91-. A sde EQalle Reel QdlaiiNI Ota1a), a llae 

12. Amead the Oolta aroaJatioD Goal oa p. 161 • fol1owl: 

13 • 

"Geaa CJRC.GV: Tbe CouatJ Shill Allow •••OIIIble ~ ofPiroell 
Within tbe Conurnrit)' of Oolela ... Upall .. Poliolel ad LIDd u. 
Dell~ AdoJMd ill tbiiCommlmftJ PI8D, W1e ......... SafeRoaclwaJs 
ad laflt11Cdoa111r• a,....aa ,\e•lfi•We Lrr•ll. • 

..,...., ...... ,....., 

• 

...... 
·~· 
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"Policy AQ-GV -2: The County shall strive to maintain the consistency of all 
land use planning with the Air Quality Attainment Plan." 

14. Add Action 0-GV-3.1 to follow Policy 0-0V-3 on p. 114 as follows: 

"Action G-GV-3.1: The County Administrator, in cooperation with affected 
County departments and service districts, sbal1 prepare a comprehcmsive evaluation 
of service and infrastructure costs within the Goleta Planning Area, and possible 
ways to generate the revenues needed to cover such costs. The services and 
iDfrastructure needs examined sball include, but not necessarily be limited to, 
police and fire protection, parks and recreation, traffic and circulation, and public 
schools. This evaluation shall be completed, and presented for consideration and 
action by the Board of Supervisors, no later than December 31, 1996, unless the 
Board determines that finan.cial or other limitations require a later completion 
date." 

15. Add Actions SCH-GV-2.2 and SCH-GV-2.3 to follow Action SCH·OV-2.1 on p. 
134 as follows: 

"Action SCH-GV-2.2: The County sba11 coopezate with and assist the school 
district(s) in the formation of a Mollo-RDos Community Facilities Distri.ct(s), if 
and as economically and legally feastole. to provide tho incremental funds needed 
to pace school facility developmerlt with the needs created by new development 
approved by the County. If sach a Dlstrict(s) is formed, the County shall require 
new discretionary development to participate in the District's fimding 
m.echanism(s)~ 

"Action SCB-GV-2.3: The County sba11 provide appropriate assistance to the 
school district(s) in securing the voters' approval of local bond meast.JI'eS for 
school facilities. .. 

H. Public officials and agencies, civic orgauizatioDs, and citizens have been coDSUlted on and 
have advised the Planning Commission on the said proposed amendmat(s) In a pabHc 
hearing pursuant to Section 65353 of the CJovemment Code, and thq Planning 
Commission has sent its written recomm.cnclations to the Board pursuant to Section 65354 
of the Government Code. 

I. This Board has held a duly noticed pubHc hearing. as requjred by Section 65355 of the 
Government Code, on the proposeclamendmeuts, at which hearing the amendments were 
explained and comments htvitec:l from the persons in aueodiiDCe. 

J. These amendmems to the Coaalal LIDcl U• PlaD. are CODtistent with the provisioas of the 
Coastal Act of 1976. 

K. The Board now wishes to submittheae 8IJleDdmeats to the California Coastal Commfaslon. 



NOW, niEREFOR.B, IT IS HEREBY RESOL VBD as follows: 

1. The above recitations are true and correct. 

2. Pursuant to the provisions of Section 65356 of the Oovemment Code and Section 30514 
of the Public Resources Code, the above described dvmges are hereby adopted as 
ammdments to the 8aDta Barbara County Local'Coasral Plan. 

3. This Board certifies that these amcmdments are intended to be carried out in a JD8IIJ'ICr 
fUlly in coDformity with the Ca1ifomia Coastal Act. · 

4. The Board shall submit these Local Coastal Plan amendments to the California Coastal 
Commission for review and certification. 

5. The Chair and the Qerk of this Board are hereby autborizecland directed to sip and 
certify all maps, documa:rts and other materials in accordaDce with this Resolution to 
~-the~~don~theBoardM~ 

• 
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PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED by the Board of SIIJlCrvisors of the CoiiDiy of Sarna 
Barbara, State of California, this 

22
•d day ofAugust 1995, by the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors Graffy, Staffe_l, Urbanske 

NOES: Supervisor Sc:hwartz, Wallac:e 

ABSTAIN: 

ABSENT: 

ATTEST: 

Zandra ChoJmondeJey 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

Br.fVE~ ocJeriC 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

STBPHBN SHANE STARK 
Co~.L CoUDseJ 

Br.~Sw5t4 
ty CouaseJ 

... 

-.~ 
'-lo-• 
.... ! .. 

...... 
~ •. ~ .. ~ .-=,, 
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ORDINANCE NO. 4203 

(August 22, 1995) 

EXHIBIT NO. 3 

APPLICATION NO • 

S.B. County LCP Amc 

2-95- A & B. 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 3SA OF mE COUNTY CODB, THB OOLBTA 
GR.OW'Il{ MANAGEMENT ORDINANCE (No. 3782 as amended by Ordinances 3899, 
4023, 4030, 4104, 4141, 4147, and 4189), TO ADD EXEMPTIONS TO THE GROWTH 

MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR. nm GOLETA PLANNING AREA BY AMENDING 
SECTIONS 3SA-3, FINDINGS; 3SA.-4, DBFINmONS; 3SA-6, ESTABLISHMENT OF 

ANNUAL RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAIJINDUSTRIAL PERMIT ALLOCATIONS; 
35A-7, ·EXEMPTIONS; 35A-8, ADMINISTRATION OF EXEMPTIONS; 35A-9, 
. COMPETITIVE RANKING AND PERMITS ISSUANCE SYSTEM; 35A-10, 
REVOCATION OF ALLOCATION; 3SA-12, MODIFICATIONS; AND 35A-13, 

EXPIRATION, TO BXRMPT SPECIFIC AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROJECTS, ALLOW 
UNUSED RESIDBNTIAL PERMIT ALLOCATIONS TO BE ADDED TO THE 

ALLOWANCE FOR THB SUBSEQUENT YBAR.S, ADD SPECIAL EXEMPTIONS FOR 
SMALL ADDmONS TO EXISTING NON-RESIDBNTIAL PROJECTS AND TO 

CLARIFY OtrrDATED REFERENCES. · 

Case No. 95-0A-007 

nm BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OP TIIB COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA 
ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 

SBCDON 1: 
Subsections 3.4 and 3.S of Section 3SA·3, FINDINGS, of Chapter 3SA of the Santa 

Barbara County Code are hereby amended as follows: 

3.4 GROWrB RATE. 

In order to address existing resource and service deftciencies iMatliecl ill the :&11\ 
includiDg but not limited to the followina areas: water supply and demaDA, waste water capacity, 
tndfic capacity and lcwels Of service, air quality. fire protectioD, and poteDtia1 creatioa of 
staaifiaat iobllbDWII1118 imbalance, the Boarcl of finds tbat of 

200 zesidemial 
aquare feet per 

yar as the Goleta planninaarea is ncceaary to achieve the 
putposes of this OrdiDaDce and to protect the public healtb, safety. and welfaro. 

3.5 MUStJ:RICS TO RELIEVE CONS'I'llAIND. 

'I'hl pwtb.maDipmeDt propam as fmplemeated tbro1Jab this OrdinaDce will filrther ID.d. 
maameat polloies aucl pals of tbe CompeheDsive Plan aDd Local Colsta1 PJm. The Orowth 
MIDipmeat OldiMnce wm. with other Couatf·IDitlated IDeiiUftllt relieve the CODitraiDts tbat 
bavo requirecllmplemeatadm of this OrcliDIIlCI .. follows: . . 

3.5.1 Water: The Goleta Water District is presently developiDa a Ooleta Water Supply 
~ PlaD, which is IDtendecl to cure the exildna cwentraft m the Goleta po1IDdwater 
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basin by the year 1999 and which will be accepted by the County for use in land use planning 
decisions. The adopted Growth Management rate will work in conjunction with this plan in 
pacing the rate of development during this time frame, allowing better coordination of water 
demand and supply projections in planning. Further, the Growth Management ordinance point 
system rewards those projects which develop additional water sources or which conserve water, 
for credit to the public purveyors, through approved means. Therefore, the Growth Management 
Ordinance will serve to implement applicable Land Use Element, Local Coastal Plan, and 
Conservation Element policies which encourage prudent management of water resources. 

3.5.2 Circulation: The County i5 develepiag ha adopted tk Goleta Transmrtatltm 
lmerovegnt Plqp, a master roadway Capital Improvement Pi=egmm Plan for all stfefi 
laM.-~~~~ improvements in the Goleta Area. DeVelopment fees and other funding sources 
will be coordinated with this program to ensure completion of necessary reaev~ay ll'fllflltll'tlltlon 
improvements. Further, the County has adopted BB laterim eire&laaea ONin&&ee the circulation 
compgncet of thc Ggletg Communitv flqn to help lessen traffic impacts of new development 
aM: is fftll'fefttly t~p&e&ss eeBBty.'Jitle Cirettle:Bee Blemeat StsllEiartlt te eBSUH eeBSietes.ey r,.'Jitih: 
IBB4 tiSe 8f18grerntl\ pleas. The Growth Management Ordinance will ensure a steady, rather tban 
erratic, growth· rate, which, in conjunction with this Capital Improvement Pt=elf&l'llli!!JL, will 
serve to i'educe the number of intersections presently operating at LOS C or worse. In addition, 
the Growth Management Ordinance point system encourages projects which can provide specific 
mitigation to especially degraded reaiways trtwpgrtgtion f(l£ilillg. Thus, the Growth 
Management Ordinance will implement Land Use Element policies encouraging improvement of 
circulation in Goleta. 

3.5.3 Sanitary: The Orowth Management rate will allow up to ten years of expected 
growth within the upgraded, currently permitted (7 .9 mgd) capacity of the Goleta Sanitary District 
Treatment Plant 

3.5.4 Air Quality: The Air Quality Attainment Plan (AQAP), currently being updated, 
will contain policies and provisions demonstrating attainment of Federal Air Quality standards 
in the South Coast area of Santa Barbara County. The Growth Management Ordinance will 
contribute to establishing a jobs-housing balance for Goleta, thus tbrthering policies in ~ Air 
Quality Supplement to the Land Use Element to help diminish widespread commuting trends. 

3.S.S l'lre Proteetloa: The County has developed a County Fire Master Facilities PJan 
(1986). The Growth Mmagement Ordinance will complement this plan in pacing development 
to allow necessary fire facilities to become available concurrent1y with population increases. 

Maill&llmlellt rate of 200 residential units .. 
and - square feet-ol' 

ballmce of jo~pportunities to be 
maintained, aUeviatiDa the periods of imbalance which have occurred over the past 40 y-. in 
Goleta and coDSistent with a resional1obi-Housiq ~Ucy statement· development by the ANa 
PIMNBI CeiMiiSete ltll'bluw Qetr.,.,. pf0nym.,. in the 1obs-Housinaltllfl 
11aaa1t Pat• c,•.flil t98Jillri lftD· 

3.5.7 The adoption of this growth rate will allow other related special districts, includina 
school districts. water clistricts, sewer districts, and related County service departments, to more 
etfectively plan in reliance Oil a steady, rather than erratic, arowth rate. 

.. 



.. 
3.5.8 In providing a growth rate which coordinates jobs and housing opportunities in 

Goleta, the Growth Management Ordinance responds to concerns from North County jurisdictions 
for assistance in limiting the widespread residential development which has occurred in North 
County area to accommodate South County employees, without accompanying adverse circuJation 
and air quality impacts of commuting. 

3.5.9 The County has atlirmative duties under state Jaw to provide housing affordable 
to all economic segments of the community, to balance residential with commercial and industrial 
development, 8lld to zone sufficient land to enable the development of such housing. The historic 
rate of commercialllndu growth in the Goleta area bas exacerbated the demand for low and 
moderate income housing without adequately mitigating those and such 
hou:sing opportunities. of 100% affordable b.011SIDI 

3.5.10 The Board of Supervisors finds tbat the implementation of this Growth 
Mmagement OrdiDance will be consistent with. implementation of policies of the County's 

Element. Tho residential alloCation of 200 units per year -
DOt preclude compliance with the Housing El~ 

...uuua Coast Housing Market Area. 

a) The Growth Management Ordinauce will permit housing development 
consistent with affordable housina objectives in conjunction with the following Dle8SUl'a: 

1. The Board has adopted amendments to the Housing Element which broaden 
the scope of the inclusionary program. 

4. Commercial and iDduslria1 deve1opmeut which exacerbates the umnet need of 
tbe local affbrdablo housiDa market, is beiDa limited by this OrdiDance to levels 
which match allowable lcwels of housiDa deveJopneDt. · 

3.5.11 Based on the above, the Boml of Supervisors &Dds, pUrsuant to OovemmeDt eo. 
Section 65863.6, that the public .vice needs of the l'elidela of the rePoa aacl the lack of 
availability of fla1 aDd environmental reeources outweiah ll1l)' eft"ect of this ordinance on the 
houliDa aeeda of the Nlioa In UmitiDa tbe number of bouaina 11Dits which may be COIIItlucted 
oa llliDIII181 bulL Tho Board 1brtber tbts that the pubUc health, safety and weUire of the 
Coaaty to be promoted by the adoption of this Ordinauce jUitifiet any reduction iD the housiDa 
opportuDhles of tho roaton. it such reducdon exists. 

.. 

' l 
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3.5.12 The County is earHBtly llpeatiftg tee Lea Use &nil Ciretilati:eft Blemeats bu 
adopted the Goleta Communitg Plan which includes Lgnd Use and Circulation Element 
comqenenq for the Goleta area. PMfJesea Ill£ goals, objectives and policies fef fl!that llpdatea 
plan, ·.vhieh •·viii, 1:lp9B: adepftea, tftiPfJlaat tile Geleta .".:rea Geals eentsiBea is the e6l'fellt LaBEl 
Use Slemea.t; are predicated upon and strongly support a-growth management program 
in the Goleta area. Qeasieteeey 'heftVeea: this eNiRABee aa4 dle upf:late& Laa4 · Use aBEl 
Cilwlatiea lileaeats al1all tJe 1888S888ea after adepdea· ef tlleae ameiHimeats. 

SBCIION2:· 
Section 3SA-4 of Chapter 3SA of the Santa Barbara County Code is hereby amended as 

follows: 

Section 3SA-4 DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this ordinance the following terms shall be defined as follows: 

4.1 "New Development": Any change to unimproved or improved real property, including 
but not fimited to, replacement, expansion, construction, reconstruction, or alteration of buildings 
or structures, which results in a net increase in the number of units (residential) or square footaae 
(commercialfmdustrial). Any expansion of outdoor areas in conjunction with existing or proposed 
structural development which would lead to an increase in intensity of use on a parcel sball be 
considered new development for the purposes of this OrdiDance. Oreenhouses, lot· line 
adjustments, and enclosure of existing uses for weather protection, soundproofing, and other 
purposes not inteosifying the use of the development or parcel shall not be considered new 
development for the purposes of this OrdiDance. 

4.2 "Residentiaa Unit": Any detached or attached living area which comprises an independent 
self-contained dwelling unit, incluclina kitchen or cooking facilities, and is occupied or suitable 
for occupation as a residence for eating, living, and sleeping purposes. 

4.3 "CommerciaJ/'m.dustrial": Any non-residential land use, including but not limited to retail. 
office, professional commercial, research, manufacturing, heavy industry, hotels, motels, utilities, 
private recreational, apicultural support (except sreeahouses) and cultural facilities. 

4.4 . "Low 8fJIJ/or Moderate Income Housiq" , "4flinTldlf ll•• Ullltr" shall be as 
defined in the Housing Element. . 

4.5 "Orowth Manaiement Year": The first Orowth Mauapment Year shall be the period 
from December 7, 1989 tbrouah January 31, 1991. Tho second Growth Manapment Year shall 
be the period from Febray 1, 1991 tbrouah November 30, 1991. All Subsequent Growth 
Maaapment Years shall be the period from December 1 throuah November 30 of the followina 
year. 



4. 7 "Service Industrial Development": Commercial/Industrial structures to house uses of a 
service or light industrial nature at a density of occupancy ccmsistent with the purpose and intent 
of the Service Industrial-Goleta (M-8-00L) zone district, as defined in Chapter 35, Articles n 
and m. In recogaition of the lower-intensity development accommodated by this zone district, 
a growth ll18ll8ge11le1l allocation sbal1 be required for only SO% of the total square footage of 
qualifying development. The required allocation shall be obtained prior to issuance of a land use 
permit for any service industrial development, pursuant to the requirements of Sections 8.1 and 
9.2.1. Prior to issuance of a land use permit for conversion of development granted an allocation 
under this provision to a more intensive use, the project applicant shall apply for and receive an 
additional allocation in an amount equivalent to the cHfference between the total square foo1age 
and the original allocation. 

.. 
SECTION 3; 

Section 3SA-6 of Chapter 3SA of the Santa Barbara County Code is hereby amended as 
follows: 

Section 3SA-6 ESTABLISHMENT OF ANNUAL RESIDENTIAL AND 
COM:MERCIAIJlNDUSTRIAL PERMIT ALLOCATIONS. 

6.1 Land Use Permits a; c.tc1,.,,. hereinafter to be issued while this 
ordinano: is in effect sball be limitecl as follows: 

L Permits for a maximum o£2,600 residcotial units, to be allocatecl 
at a rate of 200 units per year, 

IIO.iects upon of 
permit CODditioas, 76,000 sqaam feet of which have been IUOC:ated~ to Section 7.3.c, ml 
tbe remaininJ 497,366 square feet to bo allocatecl at a rate of 55,263 squme feet per year for the 
1994-2002 growth 11IADipUiellt ·yci:ars. The Director of tile Rln•ea MM11•••• Depa....,. 
npwtp ""' llmlnmt or the Board of SUpervisors ·lball have the ability to reduce tbl 
._.. allOCidon available upon eateriDJ iDto a scttlemeDt llftl8lllU • specified in SectioD 7.3.c, 
to ..,._ far the total square footep PliJab1e JiveD the total owra~~·developmeat permitted 
UDder the OrcUDimce. 

6.2 The~ .... allotm.tDt pnMclod-- may be modlftecl by the Board of Supenilora 
to an IIDOUDt no ...-. tbaa 10 peroeat of the base a11otmeDt for any &Ma ,_. pnuant to 
Section 35A·9.4.2 (C) and 9.4.3. 



SECTION 4: 
Section 35A-7 of Section 35A of the Santa Barbara County Code is hereby amended as 
follows: 

Section 35A-7 EXEMPTIONS. 

There shall be three classes of exemptions: 

7.1 "CIItttgory A": projects which are exempt from competitive rating and which shall not 
be counted toward the maximum annual allotment established in Section 35.A.-6. 

7 .1.1 Resldeatial 

a:. Grandfather projecfs: Residential projects for the development of a parcel for 
residential use which received approval of a Final Development Plan, or entered into a 
Development Agreement prior to December 1, 1988 or projects for ultimate development of a 
parcel in which the original Parcel or Tract map received approval within the last five years 
preceding adoption of the Ordinance. ,.. . 

b. Messa I Sipale Family Lots: Up to 250 single-family, residential units which 
are not connected by reason of agreements, common construction plans, or a single-development 
scheme with other residential Wlits, and which receive approval for a water meter from the Goleta 
Water District pursuant to "Measure I" (Water Fairness Initiative of November 3, 1987). 

c. Residential Facility for the Elderly: Any Residential facility for the elderly, 
pursuant to tho California Health & Safety Code. 

d. Homeless Sbelters: Facilities, approved or authorized by County decision-makers, 
which specifically serve as shelters for homeless persons. 

e. Resj.dentjal Second Unig: Any second residential unit located in a single family 
zone district, which provides complete ind.ependent liviD& facilities for one or more persons 
pursuant to Section 35-142 and 35-291 in Santa Barbara County Zoniag Ordinances, Articles U 
anctm. 

·. 
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7 .1.2 Commercial/Industrial 

a. Grandfather PrQiects: Commercial/industrial projects which received approval of 
a Final Development Plan, Conditional Use Permit or Development Agreement prior to December 
lll 1988. 

b. GoDI'!!JJJC!l1al Facilities: Governmental facilities including schools, fire, and police 
facilities, but not inclucfiDa utilities. Physical facilities for the ~ transmission of electricity 
and gas or for the provision or transmission of water, sewage collection, treatment, reclamation 
or disposal, shall be exempt from the Ordinance provisions pursuant to this section. Associated 
offices are not exempt from the Ordinance provisions under this section. 

c. Day-Care: Facilities providing child/senior day-care, including those portions of 
larger projects devoted to child/senior day-care. · 

d. 
schools • 

Priyate Schools: Expansions to existing pivate secondary and/or elementary 

.e. Hospital§: Hospital facilities, as defined in Co\Ulty Zoning Ordinance Article m, 
up to a maximum exemption of 110,000 square feet over the life of this Ordinance. Hospital 
facilities shall not be subject to the maximum per project allocations of Section 9.4.S{a). 

f. Major Rgiona) SJwmrina Center: Regional shopping center facilities for the Ginh 
parcel, APN 073..()9()..038 and -055, as descnDed in tho Goleta Community Plan, up to a 
maximum of 662,200 square feet over the life of this Ordinance. Major regional. shopping center 
facilities shall not be subject to the maximum per project allocations of Section 9.4.S(a) but ~ 
be subject to the amlual maximum described in Section 8.2.4. 

7.2 "CI*gory B": proJ•ct8 which are eumpt from co,.tltiYe rating, but which shall be 
collllled towards the maximum annual allotment established In Section 3S.A.-6. 

7 .2.1 Resicleatlal: 

a) Projects in which at least SO percent of the residential UDits are rest:rictecl so as to 
be affordable under the Housq Element and tile 9epalir&ic:at efReaewee ~1 He_.. 
"' 1_,_,, OuideliDes; or 

et) SiJiale family sesideDces Oil parcels created prior to December 7, 1984 by 
previously approved pne1 or tract maps which ae not already exempted uader Section 7.1.1(b), 
on a f1rst.coJDe. first....ve bMia., te • •...t ·or.._ efal .... 

7 .2.2 CeameNallladutrlal: 

~- Commcrclallladu projects involvlaa new structures.­
not to eaeed 3,000 sqse feet up to a maximum of20,000 ~ 



• 
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year. No more than a total of 3,000 square feet shall be IU'Blltea 
pursuant to this Section over the life of this Ordinance. 

b) Non-profit Onnmypity Use Facili:ties: Non-profit community use facilities, including, 
but not limited to, churches, community centers, non-profit public sports facilities, non-profit 
health care facilities, non-profit museums/galleries, non-profit social service agency facilities, non­
profit private schools, cultural facilities, and recycling centers, up to a maximum of20,000 square 
feet per year. 

' 
7.3 "Ctltlgor.y C": Projects which: 

a. Received tiDal Development Plan project approvals during 1988-89 which were 
specifically conditioned to be exempt from the competitive rating, but count towards the 
maximum aunual allotment established in Section 3SA-6; or 

b. Were denied final project approval or were approved with conditions before or during 
1988-89, which denial or approval with conditions is cbaUqed in litigation pending at the time 
of adoption of this orcliJUUlCe, provided that a court of competent jurisdictions enters a final 
judgement that the applicant was entitled to project approval or modified conditions, or approves 
a settlement agreement providing for or permittin; project approval or modified conditions. 

c. Were part of a subdivision approved before or during 1988-1989, and were 
subsequently denied tiDal project approval, which denial. is challenged in litipdon, provided that 
a court of competent jurisdiction enters a final judpment that the applicant wu entitled to project 
approval or approves a settlement agreement providing for or permittiaa project approval. 

SBCIJON S: 
Section 3SA·8 of Chapter 3SA of the Santa Barbara County Code is hereby amended u 

follows: 

Section 3S A-8 ADMINISTRATION OF EXEMPTIONS. 

8.1 AJl appliqanta for exempdcms sball apply for u.cl Use gr CM1f1 pmtgpmet Pamits 
tiomthea.ewae .......... Depai11Beat@\ND)Pitmeinal,.,..,(p4J)lpursuant 
to all appHcable provisions of the County Code. All projects, with the exceptioll of those 
specit1ed iD paraaraph 8.1.1, sball meet appHcable project-specific CODditiODS pior to applyfna 
for Laad Use or Coastal DevelopmeDt Permits. except that paym.eat of midption feel aadlor 
posdna ofpertblmance boDds may bo defemd at~ discredoD oftbe Mmf&l ~ UDti1 

... 

,. 
;~· 

· .. 



said permits are to be issued. RM9 t.4ll, shall maintain a record of the nwnber of permits 
issued. 

8.1.1 Beginning with allocations for the 1991 growth management year, nonprofit 
projects which require an approval, Uceuse or permit from State or federal government agencies 
as a precondition of project construction or financma. which approval, license or permit requires 
evideuco of the applicant's ability to proceed with the project under local land use and/or growth 
reguladoas before it can be accepted for processing, may apply for and obtain allocations 
hereunder provided that the Nd9l,jl! director determines that the project is consistent with the 
Qeaaal Ctmpret,_ Plan and that the project applicant has made measurable efforts to 
comply with the requirements for issuance of a Land Use or Coastal Development Permit. 

8.1.2 In the event an allocati.on granted under Section 8.1.1 is revoked pursuant to 
Section 3SA-10, the applicant for such non-profit project may not reapply pursuant to Section 
8.1.1, but shall meet standard requirements. 

8.2 Category A exemptions which do not already contain categorical limits shall be processed 
on a first come, first served basis up to the following maximum limits: .. 

8.2.1 Total annual allocation of 66 units for 
Section 3SA-7.1.1(c) (Residential Facilities for tho til.a.=riJ) -

8.2.2 Total amwa1 allocation of 19,000 square feet for the combined uses exempted in 
Section 3SA-7.1.2(c) (day care) and Section 3SA-7.1.2(d) (private schools). 

8.2.4 TotalllDDJJil. allocation of 331,100 square feet tor the maior rePoDai shoppina 
center use exempted in Section 35A·7.1.2(f). The first 331,100 JCl1*'0 foot portion sball be 
araute4 upon compliance with CODdltioDS of approval as delcrihed in Section 8.1. The second 
allocation sbaJl be piDted only after completion of CODSiructioa of the first phMe. 

8.3 In each Growth MaDapmeDt Year, Category B aod CateaoJy C exemptions shall be 
procead on a first come, flnt .ved basis up to the 'fDIXimmrt Umi1s establisbec:l for 1be 
rapecdve catep1es in Section 35A-7.2, 8.4.1 8DCl 8.6.1. If two or more app1icatloDa are 
recelved oo the same buai11111 day at exceed available aUocatioDS, the compedtiYe i'MkiDa 
system Ia Section 35A-9 sba1l apply to determine prioritJ. 

8.4 Tba pocessiDa of Catepy B aernptioDs for ComiD.elciaiiiD projects shall occur 
u follows: 

8.4.1 The Director may. In bJ&Iher ctiacretioD, tiiiiiCer allocatioD. 11110111 
psojects aad public use facWtles tapOD the findina tbat: (a) 1be 
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allotment for the transfer category will not be filled by applicants eligible in that category, and 
(b) the combined total allotment RBbJitll'- shall not exceed 40,000 square 
feet in an~ given year. 

8.4.2 In any Growth Management Year, once the maximum limits established in Section 
35A-7 .2 have been reached, any remaining eligible applicants may a) if a non-profit community 
use project (Section 7.2.21) utilize any remaining square footage which is unused from the 
19,000 square foot 8Dllual allocation under Section 8.2.2, or (b) submit their projects for 
competitive rating pursuant to Section 35A·9, or (c) resubmit for a Category B exemption for the 
next Growth Management Year. 

8.4.3 Where a single project would exceed the total allowable square footage available 
under this exemption, such applicant may receive a voucher for the square footage allocated to 
that project in that year. Vouchers may be accumulated until the applicant is eligJ."ble to receive 
a Land Use or Coastal Development Permit. 

8.5 The processing of Category B exemptions for residential projects shall occur as follows: 

W ·fuY Where a single project would exceed the total allewaiJie aait gglldlc 
allocatio111 aveiiHle -- this ... ptiea, such applicant may receive a voucher for the units 
allocated to that project in tbat year. Vouchers may be accumulated until the applicant is elipole 
to receive a Land Use or Coas1a1 Development Permit. · 

8.6 The processina of Catepry C exemptions for Commerciaiiirid projects sball occur 
as follo'WB: 

8.6.1 Land use ,., Cwtgl pmt•IKI!( peanits for Catepry C (a) exemptiODS sball 
be Umitecl to a maximum of 15,263 square feet plus my uaa1located iquarO footap fiom previous 
yean pursuant to Section 9.4.5.C. This square foot amount shall be separate fiom the 49,000 
- square foot allotment cfesipatecl for Cafeaory B exempdous. 
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8.6.2 In any Growth Management Year, once the square footage established pursuant to 
Section 8.6.1 is awarded to qualifying projects, Category C (a) projects may utilize any remaining 
square footage which is unused ftom the Category B 40,000 square foot allocation from Sectieu 
7,2.2.af11!d 1:2..1b as determined at the end of the then-current Growth Management Year. If 
any additional square footage is necessary, applicable Category C (a) projects may hold whatever 
portion of square footage is received as a 'voucher', as described in section 9.4.5.0. To receive 
the remainder of their project allOcation, they may resubmit for a Category C (a) exemption for 
the next Growth Management Year. · 

8.6.3 Category C (b) projects shall be issued land use pennits upon satisfaction of 
conditions of approval for the projects and are not subject to the square footage limitatioaa 
specified in this Ordinance. 

8.6.4 Category C (c) projects shall be issued land use permits upon satisfaction of 
conditions of approval for the project Allocations for such projects would count against the total 
allocations available over the life of the Ordinance. To account for such allocations, the total 
available allocations remaining over the life of the Ordinance and available for annual allocation 
sball be reduced, as specified in Section 6.1.b, effective the date of any settlement agreement 

· subject,to Cate&ory C (c). 

SBCTION6; 
Section 3SA-9 of Chapter 3SA of the Santa Barbara County Code is hereby amended as 

follows: 

Section 3SA-9 COMPETITIVE RANKING AND PERMITS ISSUANCE 
SYSTEM. 

9.1 All projects which are not exempt under Section 3SA-7 shall be subject to a competitive 
ranking system as set forth below. 

9.2 PoiDt Allocation System 

CompetiDa projects sball be evaluated under the foUowiD& ~ 

9.2.1 All projects shall apply for permits under standard RM9 Ull, procedlns. All 
projects, with the exception of those specified in par8ll'lph 8.1.1, sball meet applicable project· 
specific conditlous prior to applyiaa for Land Use or Coastal Development Permits, except that 
payment of mitiption fees and/or posdna of performance bonds may be defared until said 
permits are to be issued. Wha map recordation is required u a condition of~ for the 

. pantlna of powth manapment allocation for Laad Use or Coutal DeYe1opneDt permits, all 
applioab1e project speciftc coaditioDs for map ncordatlon ml Lancl U• or COIIIBl Deve1opmeat 
Permits sbl1l be met, except tbat pa.JJDeDt ofmitiption feesiiiJIJ/or postina of performance bonds 
for recordatioa or permit lasuaa.ce may be 4e&rred UDti1 said permits .r. to be illuecL 

9.2.2 DuriDs. proJect miew, RMDtM shall ... the proJects UDder tho tonowma 
point system: . 

, . . . 
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POSSIBLE POINTS 
A. WATER RESOURCES (Maximum 12 Points possible) 

The project proposes no new net usage of 
water beyond the site's accepted historic use .•...••••..•.••..•.•.•...•.. 3 points 

The project proposes to provide additional net 
water, tbrough conservation or other approved 
methods, for public use (credit to purveyor): 

1-5 AFY . . • . . . . . . . . • 2 points 
5-10 AFY . . . . . • . . • . . 3 points 

E~ additional 2 .AFY • . . • • . • • . • • . . . . . . . • . . . . . • • . . • • . • • • . . • . • • • • 1 poin.ts 

Credit for historic water use on a site shall be proportionally distributed to all the existing and 
proposed uses, whether or not they are exempt from this Ordinance, for the purpose of 
determining net water usage for point assignment. Water available to a project site through the 
judgment for Wright v. Goleta Water District shall not be counted as historic water use for the 
purposes of this Ordinance. 

B. CIRCULATION & TRAFFIC 

The project proposes no new net ADTs or 
PHrs beyond the site's accepted historic 
traffic generation: · 

(Maximum -1:-& J.1 Points possible) 

3 points 

In addition to required traffic mitigation, the project propo~ to: 

1. Provide improvement to improve V/C ratio by 
at least .OS at intersections presently operating at 
LOS D or worse: 

2. Provide improvements to improve V/C ratio by 
at least .02 at intersections presently operating at 
LOS D or worse: 

3. Provide physical roadway (non-intersection) 
improvements to a roadway link presently 
operating over its Circulation Bloment capacity level 

4 per int 

3 per int. 

4 per link 



H~points 

C. PUBLIC SERVICE BENEFITS (Maximum s Points possible) 

In addition to standard public service benefits 
(e.g. Park, School fees), the project contributes 
to the development of public services or improvements 
to public facilities that benefit the Ooleta area, 
including recreational areas, day care centers, 
surplus parking in downtown Ooleta, etc. 1-S points 

D. SITPJCOMMUNITY DESIGN BENEFITS (Maximum s Points possible) 

In addition to meetiq standard criteria, the 
project provides additional cfesiplenvironmental 
benefits, either on the project site or elsewhere 
in the community, including but not limited to 
special clustering with open space preservation, 
on-site habitat restoration (or coutn"bution to 
County Flood Control creek restoration fund), 
contnDutioaa to any appHcable Goleta open space 
1aDd purchase program. public art. 

E. HOUSING 

..... , ........ ,. '*-" ................. . 

1. lfiaher percentaae of low-blcomo .UDits 

2. lflaher percentaae or moderate-income umts 

P. REDUCED DENSITY (C/1 omy) 

The project popa• deasltlea below tbe allowable 
deasity for tbe - dlstr1ct ad laud .. desfpetion. 

1-S points 

az ;9 points possible) 

3)MJiate 

2 pts. per UDit 

1 pt. per UDit 



• 

.. ·~ ••••• ~ •• • •• ' •' ' • ' .... -~ ;• ;!, : -; ··.:.:·:\ ;; 
' ·••\'. , ... ' .... •.· . .- ..... ; 

. . .: .. , ... ,;,;;;,.,;,··· ~1,-:::·(·v.·~r; ;;: .:. ~, ':;';::·:_;~r: · ::·::::': ~· · .. ": : · ·. · .. ; ;f.:·: ;~~c!~.:~:;.,:..,::2·;,"'~;;.~~.;;.}l~~::.ti~~i~l!~~ii~~~]:r>ifl~i~:?;.Li~liitt .. i;i.i, ~~;:;;.t1~ai;Ci:.iJ:~~I 

In order to be eligible for points, the applicant 
shall be required to provide a covenant running with 
the land, for which the County of Santa Barbara shall be 
beneficiary, guaranteeing the perpetuation of the density 
reduction. 

G. REDEVELOPMENT PROJECTS 

The project is located within an area under 
authority of an established County Redevelopment 
Authority, and fUrthers the objectives of that 
Redevelopment Authority. 

H. OLD TOWN PROJECTS , .. 

The project is located within the Old Town area, as 
depicted in Figure 20, page 8S, of the Goleta 
Community Plan. 

9.3 Asdpmeat of Polats 

1-S points 

(3 points) 

3 points 

(3 points) 

3 points 

9.3.1 DjscretioDary prqjs;cts: Projects requiring approval from the Zonina Administrator, 
Planning Commission and/or Board of Supervisors sball be evaluated by RMD ljJl, staff under 
the point allocation system prior to the hearing on the projects. The decision maker may modify 
the staffs recommendation. The point assignment shall be adopted by the decision-makers as a 
finding of approval. 

9.3.2 IMP PIQ permits: Projects for development which do not require discretionary 
permits sbaU be evaluated by RM9 6ta staff pursuant to the point allocation system upon 
submittal of appllcations for Land Use qr Qptgl Rm'fiiWIIC Permits. 

9.3.3 Any projects subject to the provisions of this Ordinance which were approved by 
a County decision-maker prior to adoption of the point allocation system contained in Sec 9.2, 
or exempt projects for which sufficient permits are not available in any given Growth 
MaDaaemeDt Year, sbaU be subject to an additional hearina, before the decisioJl..mab.r for tbe 
solo purpose of assipins a point total. 

9.3.4 Appeals: All appeals of clecisiol1-maker action on point assessment must be flled. 
within 10 days of such actiOD, pursuant to onliDaDce requirements aovemiDa appeals. 

t.4 Ceapetldft raldaa 

9.4.1 By December 7, 1989 ad. each successive December 1 for yean duriDa which the 
ordfDaace is iD et!'ect. RMD lilA sball. compi1o a list of all pennits issued durin& the DftN*Iino 



Growth Management Year pursuant to Category A, B, or C 
exemptions, and detennine the remaining available allotments (number of dwelling units and 
square feet) available for distribution pursuant to competitive ranking. 

. 9.4.2 By February 28, 1991 and each successive December 31, for years during which 
the OrdiDance is in effect, the Director sball compile and forward a report to the Board of 
Supervisors for consideration of the foUowing: 

A. Projects issued permits Categories 
A, B and C and the status of any projects any category which did not 
receive fWl project permit allocations and are either enterina the competitive allocation pool or 
are deferring until the following year's exemption allocations. 

B. Projects included in the competitive ranking pool, cmresponding point assignments, 
and staff recommendations for allotments. 

C. .Any petitions for the Board's 1 OOA discretionary allo1ment and staff recommendations 
on~ 

D. .Any staff recommendations on ordinance amendments to assist the administration of 
this Ordinance. 

9.4.3 The Board of Supervisors sball ~ve this report and scbedule a hearing to: 

A Review and accept the staff-recommended raukinp. 

B. Hear any requests from appUCIDts regardina the rankinp and perform any 
modificatioDs to such rankings. 

· C. V 'fS'PVF· AQMew and take action on any requests for allocations under tho 
competitive nmkins and permit issuance system (Section 3SA-9) and the Board's 10% 
diJcreticmary allotmeD.t. 

D. RMew and take action upon any staff recommendatioDS for ordiOJIDC'» am.endmeDtl. ~ 

B. If my projects competiDs for Jimited permit a1location have been aaipd an equal 
point total, the Board of Superviaors sbal1 make a finding deteJ:mining the appropriate permit 
i.ssnance, based OD pubUc beoefit. 

9.4.4 On JuDe IS, 1994 aDd each succeaiV. June 15 for ye8IS cluriDa which this 
Ordl"f'MM is Ia RMD lball 1eport UltiDI Ill projects -

IDo1uclecl iD the CClOlJMidtive niDBiii 
sbaU mlew and accept the staff'· 

notina bued upon wrl1lfa cmn•"'ltt niCOlwcl, 8Dcl take 
ICdODto .... ll1ocldonatol'lllcleDdalaad~projecta. Commlrc1alliDdu 
allocadollt.aed at this time sbaD DOt exceed the total con•meroillliD.dusl mUover u deflnecl 
ill SectloD. 9.4.5.C plus 5tM of the total MIIDII COD'IIDel'CialllllocatioDS a:vaiJable to the 
compedttve pooL Comm.erciaJiiDd 1CJ.UD footage identified for Cateaor1 B (Secdon 7.2.2) 

·. 
~· .. 
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projects shall not be available at this time . 
.., ....... -- shall not exceed ~ 

....,""' ....... rema:llD available at my 
Commencing on 

the date of action on the report a period of 10 days, 
notice of the action sball be posted with the Clerk of the Board of Supervison and posted on the 
project site by the applicant Notice shall also be furnished to any individuals requesting such 
notice. The Director's decision on the mid-year report shall be subject to appeal to the Board 
of Supervisors. 

9.4.5 Following Board of Supervisors action on the Director's Growth Management 
Annual Permit Allocation Report and the Director's action on the mid-year report, allocations for 
Land Use or Coastal Development permits sball be granted subject to the following: 

A. VDgn exluuptlen efje Rgldentlgl Rgllgvcr feeL Nao single residential project 
shall receive an allocation for Land Use or Coastal Development Permit (or a voucher towards 
an allocation) for more than 100 units during any given year, unless the Director finds that an 
allocation of greater than 100 units would not cause the available yearly allocation, er a'Jaila'hility 
efA:ifeNahle He'l!liB:c Peel a.lleeatieas; to be exceeded. No single commerciallindustri project, 
with the exception of Category C (b) or (c) or Section 7.1.2(f) (JIU\ior regional shoppina center) 
projects, shall receive an allocation (or a voucher for allocation) for more than 60,000 square feet 
during any given year, unless the Director finds that an allocation of greater tlum 60,000 square 

. feet would not cause the available yearly allocation to be exceeded. 

B. Projects with the highest point totals sball be issued allocation (or vouchers for 
allocation toward land use permits or coastal development permits at some fUture time within the 
project's specified permit life) up to the maximum annual per-project provisions cited in 
subsection "A" above. · 

D. Any elip"ble project which does Dot receive 111 allooatioJl in a afvea period which is 
suf&cient to obtaill a LaDd Use or Coastal Deve1opmeDt permit shall receive a voucher towiRl 
fbll allocation throuah a voucher l)'stem UDti1 such timo • the total a1locatioD ceDt that applioable 
project-specific conditions, includina payment of fees aad postins of bonds or perfOl"MM'Ce 
securities, bavo not been met. amd a LaDCl Use or Coasla1 Development Permit has not been 



,, ............... ·· · .. · 

obtained within twenty four (24) months of the date full allocation for the project has been 
granted, said allocation may be revoked if the RMD lJJl. Director determines that measurable 
efforts are· not being made. Revoked allocations shall revert to the category from which they 
were granted, in the year in which they were granted and shall be administered as described in 
Sections JSA-8 and JSA-9. This Revocation Clause shall apply to all allocations granted from 
January 1, 1992 forward. 

E. Any project which is ~vely pursuing full project permit allocation under Subsection 
"D" above, shall be elip"ble to have its mandated permit time limits (e.g. Development Plan. 
Conditional Use Permit) ~ by the applicable decision-makers for purposes of allowing 
sufficient time to receive full permit allocation. 

F. The lAf! Director ef Resewee Maac..- may, in his or her discretion, grant 
growth management allocation for residential projects prior to action on the Director's Growth 
Manaaement Arm.ual Permit Allocation Report or mid-year report based on the Director's finding 
that aranting such allocation wm not cause the -- fllllllmtlc growth management allocation 
to be exceeded, considering all peading and previously approved residential projects. 

$ECUON7; 

Section JSA-10 of Chapter 3SA of the Santa Barbara County Code is hereby 8DieDded as 
follows: 

Secticin 3SA·l0 REVOCATION OF ALLOCATION. 

10.1 In tho event that applicable project-specifi.c conditi0111, ~ payment of fees and 
postioa of bonds or performlllCe securities. have not been met, and a Lanc:l U11 or Coastal 
Deve1opm.eDt Permit has DOt beea oblainecl within twe.oty four (24) ~ of the date 1\dJ. 
allocatkm for the project bas been pated, said allocation may be revoked if the RMD l.tl 
Director determiDes that measurable eftbrts are DOt beiDa made. bvokecl a11ocatioDs shall mat 
to tbe catepry from which they were pated, in the year in which they were paDted aDd sha1l 
be administered as .descn"bed in Sec:doas 3SA-8 amd 3SA·9. 1bis RevocatioD a.u. shall apply 
to all allocatiou anmted from JIIDa)' 1, 1992 forward. 

1 0.1.1 R8vobd a11ocatioDs which revert to exempt cateaori• shall be made &'VIiJible 
oa a &nt-come basis to all qaalityiDa projects which are eUaible to receive a1locatiou panuaat 
to SectioD 8.1. The date of submittll for an allocation UD.der tbe Growth Maaaaeu-t Ordhllace 
shall be UIICl to detelmiDe tbe ordw in which projects will be coasidered for allocatica oa a 
flnt..come bells 8lld COIDpltidve radDa it applicable. Projects wldch lost tbeir allocation UDder 
tbe cowiMoal speclftod in Secdoa 10.1 above, ... - reeullait after tbeJr revocation date if 
desired, 8lld this resubmitta1 dme shall be used to determiDo tblt project'• oliaibilitJ for an 
a1locatioll ill nladon to other projects. 

f 
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SECIION 8: 
Section JSA-12 of Chapter JSA of the Santa Barbara County Code is hereby amended as 

follows: 

Section JSA-12 MODIFICATIONS. 

This Ordinance sba1l be reviewed for possible amendments by the Board of Supervison 
at least once every five years during its life. This Ordinance may be modified as necessary by 
the Board of Supervisors to account for: 

12.1 Changes in County-wide or Goleta-area plans and policies. C~ eeWieea tBie 
eRiiaaaee awl tke aptleteEl LBlHl Use aa6 CiHulaaea ilemeats shallt.e reassesses after a4epde.a 
eftkese~ 

12.2 Changes in County:.J er Qeleta area fair share ef regional housing needs. Oa.ee dte HeYBiBI 
Blemeat ia apda&eilltaaed ea 1999 eeasus date IBfl ae·.-v fair &Mte estimates are peeuee4; tile 
reaideetial &H'*vth: mte aMII ee re evel\l&tef:l aBEl &EljwMil te eBSUN that affertlaltle lteasitlg aeeila 
are met! 

12.3 Evaluation of effectiveness of measures to relieve resource or service constraints. 

12.4 Evaluation of effectiveness of measures to achieve a jobs/housing balance. 

12.5 Additions to or deletions from projects exempt under Category C. 

SECIIQN 9; 
Section JSA-13 of Chapter 3SA of the Santa Barbara County Code is hereby amended as 

follows: 
Section JSA-13 EXPIRATION. 

13.1 This ordiDaDCO sball expire on December 31, 2002 unless tho Board of Supervisors exteDds 
its provisions by amendment. It shall also cease to be in effect at any time the public health aacl 
safety are no lonpr jeopardized by residential coDStruction regulated by this ordinance. 

13.2 The 6U! Director eftke Reaewee Maaacemeet 9epatlmeat sbaU by December 31, 1993 
and annually thereafter, compile and forward to the Board. for coosi~Oil a report Oil the 
coDiiderations relevant to the public health and safety fincHnp in Section 3SA·3 reprdins water 
resources, clrculation and traffic, and fire protection .-vices. The Director shall report sooner 
upon receipt of IDformation IDdicatina that the pubHc health and safety are no lonpr Jeoperdiacl 
by resideD.tlal coDStractlon replatecl by this onli""'C'. 

13.3 1he Board of Svpnisom abal1 receive the Dilector's report aad schedule a bearJDa to 
determine, for purposes of Sectioa 3SA·13.1, whether the public health and safety are 110 loaa«" 
jeopardfzecl by residemial CODStrucdon regulated bJ~tbis ordiaeace. 

13.4 Por the purpose of Section 13.1, the pubHc health and safety will be considerecl DO loDaa' 
jeopardfzecl aDd this OrdiDaDco shall termiDate if, all of the foDowina criteria are met: 



Water Resources: Supplemental water resources, including but not limited to State Water, 
physically deliver 2,300 Acre Feet a Year in additional water above the current levels 
identified in the Goleta Community Plan; and 

Fire Protection: The ratio of firefighters per population served has reached and been 
maintained at one-per-2000 or better, and response time to all areas within the Urban 
Boundary of Goleta is. five minutes or better; and 

Traffic and Circulation: The following improvements identified in the Goleta l'f&A'ie 
Tnpgportgtiop Improvement Plan have been completed: 

Roadways: 
South Kellogg Ave. Extension and SR 217 Offramp 
Phelps Road BxteDsion to Los Cameros 
Cathedral Oaks Extension 

Segment 1 (west), Segment 2 (middle), Segment 3 (east) 

Trauit/Pedeatrlaa: 
•" IDdustrial Center to Fairview/Calle Real Shuttle 

Ellwood to UCSB Shuttle 
Mapolia-Turnpike Shuttle 
Isla VJSta-UCSB Shuttle 
Tl'IDSit Improvements (Bus Stops, sidewalk improvements, etc.) 
Curb Cuts: Phase I various locations 

Bicycle Patlu: 
San 1ose Creek Class I Cathedral Oaks to Hollister 
San 1ose Creek Class I Hollister to South Kenoa 
Los Cameros Class I Overpass: Calle Real to Hollister 
EllWood Station Road US 101 Overcrossina 
Local connectio~ north and south of Ellwood Station overpass 
Railroad Corridor: three most feasible sepents; or Hollister 
La Patera Class 1: Cathedral Oaks to Calle Real 
La Patera Class I Ovcpass: Calle Real to RaiJroad 
Class U Safety lmpovemelds: various locati.oDI 

latenecdou: 
Calle R.eai/Fairview 8lld NB US 101/Pairview 
SB US 101/Pairview 
Hollister/Storb 
SB US 101/Los Cameros 
HollisterJLoa Camems 

i 
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SECTION 10 
Except as amended in this Ordinance, Chapter 35A of the Santa Barbara County Code 

shall remain unchanged and shall continue in full force and effect 

SECTION 11: 
This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from the date of its 

passage; and before the expiration of fifteen (1 S) days after its passage it, or a summary of it, 
shall be published once, together with the names of members of the Board of Supervisors voting 
for and against the same, in the Santa Barbara News Press. a newspaper of general circulation 
published in the County of Santa Barbara. 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Barbara, State of California, this 22nd day of August 1995 by the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors Graffy, StaffJ!l,, Urbanslte 

NOES: Supervisors Schwartz, Wallace 

ABSTAIN: None 

ABSENT:. None 

ATTEST: 

ZANDRA CHOLMONDELEY 
CLERK OF THB BOARD OF SUPERVISORS , . 

By'~dd c:;L 
. Deputy Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

STBPHBN SHANE STARK 
COUNTY COUNSEL 

Br.~SfciL· 
County UDSel 
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Ordinance No. 4101 

AN ORDINANCE AKBNDING SECTION 35-177, RECLAMATION PLANS 
AND SURFACE MINING PERMITS, O:r ARTICLE II OF CHAPTBR 35 
o:r THE SANTA BARBARA COUN'l'Y CODE. 

(Case No. 90-0A-3) 

The Board of Supe:rvisors of the County of Santa Barbara ordains as 
follows: 
SBC'l'IOI 1 : 
Section 35-177., Reclamation Plans and Surface Mining Per.mits, of 
Article II of Chapter 35 of the Santa Barbara County Code is hereby 
amended as followsa 

Sec. 35-177. Reclamation Plans and Conditional Use Permits (CUP) 
for Surface Mining 
Sec. 35-177.1. PUrpose and Intent 

The County of Santa Barbara recognizes that the extraction of 
minerals is essential to the continued economic wall-being of the .. 
county and to the needs of society and that the reclamation of 
mined lands is necessary to prevent or minimize adverse effects on 
the environment and to protect the public health and safety. The . 
County alao recognizes that surface mining takas place in.diverse 
areas where the geologic, topographic, climatic, biological, and 
social.conditiona are significantly diff~rent and that reclamation 
operations and the specifications therefore may vary accordingly. 

·.The purpose and !D. tent of this Section ia to regulate surface 
mining operations as authorized by the California Surface Mining 
and Reclamation Act (~) of 1975 (P.R.c. Sec. 2710 et aeq.), 
hereinafter referred to as SHARA; P.a.c. Section 2207; and the 
California Code of Regulations adopted pursuant ~erato (1t Cal. 
Ada!.n., c. Sec. 3500 at seq.), to ensure thata 

EXHIBIT' NO. 4 

-.t.\IICilo'll 1 APPLICATION NO. 

S.B. County LOP .Aad 

2-95 A & B 



a. The adverse effects of surface mining operations will be 
prevented or minimized and that the reclamation of mined 
lands will provide for the beneficial, sustainable long­
term productive use of the mined and reclaimed lands J and 

b. The production and conservation of minerals will be 

. encouraged while eliminating hazards to public health and 
safety and avoiding or minimizing adverse effects on the 
environment, including but not limited to geologic 
subsidence, air pollution, water quality deqrad~tion, 
damage to biological resources, flooding, erosion, 
degradation of scenic quality, and noise pollution. 

Sec. 35-177.2. Definitions 
For the purpose of Section 35-177, certain words and phrases 

shall be defined as follows: 

Feasible: Means capable of being accomplished in a successful 
manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account 
economic, enviro!t41lental, legal, social, and technological 
factors. (Ref. CEQA Guidelines S 15364) . 

Haul Road: A road along whi.ch material is transported from 
the ~rea of excavation to tha processing plant or stock pile 
area of the surface mining operation. 

Idlaa To curtail for a period of one year or more surface 
·mining operations by more than 90 percent of the operation' a 
previous maxiJRU11l annual mineral production, with the intent to 
resume those surface mining operations at a future date. 
(SXARA, Sec. 2727.1) 

Minerals: Any natw:ally occurring chaaical el..nt or 
compound, or groups of elements and compounds formed from 

IIIAIA\IIClZ .,1 2 



.. . ' 
inorganic processes and organic ~ubstances, including but not 
limited to coal, peat, bituminous rock, but excluding 
geothe%'mal resources, natural gas, and petroleum. (State 
Regulations, Sac. 3501) For the purpose of this Section 35-
177, minerals shall also include but not be limited to sand, 
gravel, diatomaceous earth, shale, limestone, flagstone, 
decorative stone, and rip-rap. 

Operator: Any parson who is engaged in surf ace mining 
operations, himself, or who contracts with others to conduct 
operations on his behalf, except a person who is engaged in 
surface mining operations as an employee with wages as ·his 
sole compensation. 

OVerburden: Soil, rock, or other materials that lie above a . . 
natural mineral deposit or in between mineral deposits, before 
or after their removal by surface mining operations. ( SMARA, 

Sec. 2732) 

Person: Any indi.vi.dual, fixm, association, corporation,. 
organization, or partnership, or any city, county, district, 
or the state or any department or agency th:ereof. (State 
Regulations, Sec. 3501) 

Surface Mining Operations: All or any part of the process 
J.nvolvecl in the mining of minerals on mined lands by removing 
overburden and mining directly from the mineral depoai ts, open 

·.pit mining of mineral• naturally exposed, Jllinin; by the auger 
method, dredging and quarrying, or surface work incidental to 
an underground mine. Surface mining operations shall include, 
but are not limited toa 

(a) Xnplace distillation or retorting or leaching. 
(b) the production and disposal of mining waete. 

3 
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' (c) Prospecting and exploratory activities. 
2735) 

( SMARA, · Sec. . 

surface mining operations shall also ~nclude the creation of 
borrow pits, streambed skimming, s&gregation and stockpiling 
of mined materials (and recovery of same). (State 
Regulations, Sec. 3501) 

Reclamation: The combined process of land treatment that 
minimizes water degrada~ion, air pollution, damage to aquatic 
or wildlife habitat, flooding, erosion, and other adverse 
effects from mining operations, including adverse surface 
effects incidental to underground mines, so that mined lands 
are reclaimed to a usable condition which is readily adaptable 
for alternative land uses and create no dan9er to public 
health or safety. The process may extend to affected lands 
surrounding mined lands·, and may require backf.i.lling, grading, 
resoiling, revegetation, soil com~ction, stabilization, or 
other measures. (SMARA, Sec. 2733) 

Sec. 35-177.3. Incorporation of SMARA and State Regulations. 
The provisions of the California Surface Mining and 

Reclamation Act of 1975 (P.R.C. Sec. 2710 et seq.), P.R.C. Section 
2207, and the California Code of Regulations tmplementing the Act 
(14 Cal. Admin., Sec. 3500 et seq.), as either may be amended from 
time to time~ are made a part of this paragraph by reference, with 
the same force and effect as _if the provisions therein were 
specifically and fully set out herein. These regulations shall 
hereinafter be referred to as the State Regula~ions. 

Sec. 35-172.4. Applicability 
1. Exemptions. No Conditional Use Permit or Reclamation Plan 
shall be required for an1 of the following activitieat 

4 



(a)_ Excavations or grading conducted for farming or onsite 
construction or for the purpose of restoring· land 
following . a flood or natural disaster. ( SMARA, Sec. 
27l4(a)) 

(b) Prospecting for, or the extraction of, minerals for 
commercial purposes ·and the removal of overburden in 
total amount of les.s than 1 , 0 0 0 cubic yards ( SMARA, Sec. 
27l4(b)) in one or more locations or parcels under the 
control·of one operator that do not exceed a total of one 
acre. A grading permit may be required for extractions 
or excavations of more than 50 .cubic yards per County 
Ordinance 3937, 514.6. 

(c) Surface mining ~perations that are required by federal 
law in order to protect a mining claim, if such 
operations are conducted solely for that purpose. ( SMARA, 

Sec. 2714(c)) 

(d) Such other surface mining operations which the State 
Mining and Geology Board de1;e:tmin's to be of an 
infrequent nature and which involve only minor surface 

.disturbances. (SHARA, Sec. 2714(d)) 

2. Vested Rights. A Conditional Usa Pe:r:ait shall not be required 
for any person who baa obtained a vested right to conduct surface· 
mining operations prior to January 1, 1976, as long a• the vestac:l 
right continues and as long as no substantial changes are made in 
the operation except in accordance with SMARA (SXARA, Sec. 2776). 
However, a Reclamation Plan shall be. refiUired for those portions of 
auch a.ining operations conducted after Janu~ 1, 1976 1. unleaa a 
llecl&JIIltion llan waa approved by the County prior to JanuaJ:Y 1, 
1976, and· the person submitting that plan has accepted 
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responsibility for carrying out that plan. Nothing ~n this Sec. 
35-177 shall be construed as requiring the filing of a Reclamation 
Plan for, or the reclamation of, mined lands on which surface 
mdning operations were conducted prior to January 1, 1976. (SMARA, 

Sec. 2776) 

3. Earthwork. Rec~amation activities shall be consistent with 
the appropriate provisions of the County's Grading Ordinance 
(Chapter ~4 of the Santa Barbara County Code), and with other 
appropriate engineering and geologic standards. 

4. Building Officials' Authority to Act to Prevent Engineering 
Hazards. 

The issuance of a CUP or approval of a reclamation plan shall not 
prevent the Building Official from thereafter requiring the 
correction of errors in such pemi.t or reclamation plan for 
earthwork specification, or from preventing surface mining 
operations or reclamation efforts being carried out thereunder, 
where the Building Official has determined that a significant 
engineering hazard threatening public: health . and safety, or 
substantial physical damage to off-site property is likely to occur 
or has occ':lrred as a result of surface mining operations or 
reclamation efforts. The Building Official, or in his/her absence 
a designated. appointee, may order that correction of. eartbwork 
specifications and/or curtailment of activities is required to 
protect public health and safety, or substantial physical damage to 
off-site property and safety. Before issuing any correction or 
curtailment order, ·the Building Official shall set a time for 
hearing and shall give written notice of the time and place of the 
hearing and the engineering hazard to be abated. Such notice shall 
be given to the operator ten (10) days before the hearing at which 
time there will be an opportunity for all concerned parties to 
present evidence. The notice may be served in ~rson or by 
cert.ifiecl mail. 
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In the event the Building Official, or in his/her absence the 
designated appointee, detexmines there is an imminent danger to the 
public health and safety resulting from an alleged engineering 
hazard, he/she may summarily order the necessary curtailment of 
activities without prior notice and hearing and such order shall be 
obeyed upon notice of same, whether written or oral. At the same 

tima that notice of the order is conveyed, the Building Official 
· shall sat a date, time and place for a publicly noticed hearing and 

review of said order as soon as possible which date shall be no 
later than 48 hours after such order is issued or served. Said . . 
hearing shall be conducted in the same manner as a hearing on prior 
notice. After such hearing, the Building Official may modify, 
revoke, or retain the emergency curtailment order. 

An affected person may appeal the Building Official's Order to the 
Planning Commission within ten (10) calendar days of the data that 
notice of the Building Official's order is given. Any such notice 
from the Building Official shall include procedures for appeal of 
the determination to the Planning Commission and, thereafter, to 
the Boa:r:cl of Supervisors. 

If such appe~l·is ~ot filed~ the Building Official's order becomes 
final. If there is an appeal, the order of the Building Official 
shall ramain in full force and effect until action is taken by the 
Planning Commission o.r, upon appeal, the Board of Supervisors. In 
the avant of an appeal of' the Building Official's order, the 
decision of the Planning Commission or Board of Supervisors shall 
be a··final Administrative Action. Such decision shall not preclude 
a surface mining operator from seeking judicial relief. 

s. Raquir•ent for Conditional Usa Pe.z:mit and/or Reclamation Plan. 
Unless exempted by the provisions of Sections 35-177.4.1 or 4.2, 
a Major Conditional Use Permit as provided under Sec. 35-172 and/or 
a Reclamation Plan shall be required for all surface mining 

7 



operations in all 'zone districts, including lead agency approved 
financial assurances. In all zone districts, a surface mining 
operation for building or construction.material which involves less 
than a total of 1,000 cubic yards in one or more locations or 
contiguous parcels under the control of one operator that do not 
exceed a total of one acre is a pexmitted use requiring a Land Use 
Permit pursuant to Section 35-314 and a grading permit per 
Ordinance 3937. 

Sec. 35-177. S. Contents of Applications for Conditional Use 
Pexmits for Surface Mining Operations and Reclamation Plans. 

1. In addition to the Conditional Use Parmi~ (CUP) .application 
required in Sec. 35-172, all applications for CUP's for surface 
mining operations shall contain the Supplemental Mining Permit 
Application required by the Resource MAnagement Department. As 

many copies of the CUP and Supplemental Mining Permit Applications 
as may be required shall be submitted to the Resource Management 
Department. 

2. As many copies of a Reclamation Plan Application as may be 
required shall be submitted in conjunction with all applic~tlon~ 
for CUP's for Surface Mining Operations. Por surface mining 
operations that are exempt from a CUP pursuant to Sec. 35-177.4, 
the Reclamation Plan application shall include infor-mation 
concerning the mining operation that is required for processing the 
Reclamation Plan. 

·. 
Sec. 35-177.6. Processing 
1. Within thirty (30) days of receipt of an application for a 

Conditional Use Permit for surfa~e mining operations or substantial 
amendment, and/or a Reclamation Plan, the Resource Management 
Department (RMD) shall notify the Director of the Department of 
Conservation of the filing of the application(a). · (SMUA, Sec • 

.. 
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2774(e)) Whenever mining operations are proposed in the 100-year 
flood plain of any stream, as shown in Zone A of the Flood . 
Insurance Rate Maps issued by the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, and within one mile, upetream.or downstream, of any state 
highway bridge, R:MD shall also notify the State Department of 
'franaportation that the application has been received ( SMAR.A, Sec. 
2770.5). 

In addition, RHO shall promptly forward a copy of the 
application (a) to each of the County departments represented on the 
Subdivision Committee for review and recommendations to the 
Planning Commission. Bach of said County departments shall submit 
a condition letter to the Resource Management Department and to the 
Planning Commission as early as possible. Failure by any 
department to submit such condition letter prior to or during the 
Planning Commission' a hearing on the project shall be deemed a 
waiver of conditions for approval by that department. 

2. After the notifications called for in Subsection 35-177.6.1 
have been made, the Resource Management Department shall process 

the application(s) through environmental review. 

3. Subsequent to· the appropriate environmental review, the 

Resource Management Department shall prepere a staff report for 
consideration· by the Planning Camaission. 

4. 'lhe Planning coataaion shall hold at lea~t one noticed public 
hearing on the Conditional use Permit and/or Reclamation Plan. 
Botice of the hearing shall be given in accordance with Sec. 35-
181. (Noticing). 

S, Prior to final approval of a Reclamation Plan, financial 

assurances (as provided in Sec. 35-177.9), or any amenclmenta 

thereto, the Planning C:OIBiasion shall certify to the Director of 
the DepaJ:'tmant of c:on1ervation that the Reclamation Plan, financial 
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assurances,. or any amendments thereto, comply with the applicable 
requirements of the State Regulations and submit the plan, 
assurances, or amendments to the Director of the Department of 
conservation for review (SMARA, Sec. 2774 (c)). The Planning 
commission shall conceptually approve the Reclamation Plan, 
financial assurances, or any amendments thereto, before submitting 
it to the Director of the Department of Conservation. If a 
Conditional Use ·Permit is being processed concurrently with the 
Reclamation Plan, the Planning Commission may also conceptually 
approve the CUP at this time. However, the Planning Commission may 
defer action on the CUP until taking final action on the 
Reclamation Plan, as provided in Sec. 35-177.6.6. If necessary to 
comply with p~rmit piocessing deadlines, the Planning Commission 
may conditionally approve the CUP with the condition that th~ 

Resource Management Department shall not issue the Land Use Permit 
for the mining operation until financial assurances have been 
reviewed by the Director of the Department of Conservation and the 
Planning Commission has taken final action on the Reclamation Plan. 

The Director of the Department of Conservation shall have 45 
.days .to prepare written comments on the Reclamation Plan, financial 
assurances, or amendments thereto, if the Director of the 
Department of Conservation ~o· ch~oses (SMARA, Sec. 2774(d)). The 
Planning Commission shall then hold at least one additional public 
hearing to e~aluate written comments received from the Director of 
the Department of Conservation during the 45-day comment period. 
RMD staff shall prepare a written response describing the 
disposition of the major issues raised by the State for the 
Planning Commission's approval. In particular, when the Planning 
Commission's position is at variance with the recommendations and 
objections raised in the Director . of the Department of 
Conservation's comments, the written response shall address, in 
detail, why specific comments and suggestions were not accepted 
(SHARAr Sec. 2774(d)). Copies of· any written comuaents received and 
responses prepared by the P~ann!ng Co~ss!on shall be promptly 
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forwarded to the operator. 

6. The Planning COD'IJilission shall then take final action to approve, 
conditionally approve, or deny the Conditional Use Per.mit and/or 
Reclamation Plan. 'l'he Planning Commission's action shall be 
final, subject to appeal to the Board of Supervisors as provided in 
Sec. 35.182. (Appeals). 

7. 'l'he Resource Management Department shall forward a copy of each 
approved Conditional Use Permit for mininv operations and/or 
approved Reclamation Plan to the Director of the Department of 
Conservation. RHO shall also forward a copy of the approved 
financial assurances to the Director of the Depa~nt. of. 
Conservation for review. 

Sec, 35-177. 7. Performance Standards for Surfac41a Mining Operations 
and Reclamation Plans. 
1. Performance Standards for Surface Mining Operations 

All surface mining operations for which a new or revised 
Conditional Use Pe:xmi t (CUP) is required a~all comply with the. 
requirements contained in SMARA and implementing State Regulations. 
In addition, the following County performance standards shall apply 
as may be appropriate to surface Jllining operations that are subject 
to a new or substantially revised Conditional Use Pexmit. 

a. Appearance - Mining operations shall be conducted in a neat 
and Orderly m&nn8r 1 free frOJI junk, trash, Or UDfteCeSS&ry 

·.debris. Where in pul)lic view, sal vagea]:)la equipment stored in 
a non-operating condition shall be suitably screened or stored 
in a~ enclosed structure. 

b. Noise and Vibration - Noise .and ground vibration shall be 

controlled so as to mint.iae any diaturbance of neighbora. 
!be volume of aound .. aaured outside during cala air 
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conditions, generated by any use on the property shall not 
exceed sixty-five ( 65) dB(A)LDN as measured at the location of 
the nearest noise sensitive use, (as defined in the County 
Noise Element) beyond the property boundary of the mining 

operation •. 

c. Traffic Safety -

d. 

( 1) · Parking shall be provided as required in DIVISION 6, 
PARKING REGULATIONS. Adequate provision shall be made 
for queuing and.loading of trucks. 

(2) Haul roads, as defined in Sec. 35-177.2, shall be located 
away from property lines where possible, except where · 
adjoining property is part of the mining operation. 
Where processing facilities are not located on the same 
site as the mining operation, off-site haul routes shall 

·be specified in the permit application. Such haul routes 
as well as other transport routes from the processing 
facilities to market destinations shall avoid to the 
maximum extent feasible, routing through residential 
neighborhoods. 

( 3) Number and location of access points to the mining 
operation shall be specified. 

Dust Control - During hours of operations, all access roads ·· 

shall be wetted, protected or contained in such a manner as to 
·minimize the generation of dust. 

e. Public Health and Safety -
( 1) Appropriate measures, including fencing, shall be 

provided where neceaaa~ to provide for pUblic safety. 
The Planning Commission may require fencing of all or a 
portion of an excavation. In determining the amount and 
type of protective measures that are required, ·the 
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. Planninq Commission shall take into consideration the 
extent to which the property upon which the mininq 
operati~n is located is adequately protected by existing­
security measures. 

( 2) Where necessary for public safety, the Planning 
Commission may require that excavations be posted to give 
reasonable public notice. 

(3) Any body of water created during operations within the 
excavation shall be maintained in such manner as to 
provide for mosquito control and to prevent the creation 
of health hazards o~ publi~ nuisance. 

(4) Any generation of offensive odors or fumes, noxious gasea 
or liCJU.ids, heat, qlare, o:a: radiation and all other 
activities shall be conducted in such a manner so as not 
to be injurious to the health, safety, or welfare of 
persona residinq or working in the neiqhborhood by reason 
of danger :to life or property. 

f. Screening - To the extent feas .ibl~, · ac2:een.ing or other 
aesthetic treatments, such as bexms, fences, plantings of 
suitable shrubs and/or trees shall be required, ·where 
necessary, to miDimize visibility from public view of cut 
slopes or mining operations, structures and equipll8nt. ·Mining 
operations that are visible froa scenic highways designated i.n 

·. ~· Comprehensive Plan, as well as from routes classified as 
having highest scenic values in the Open Space Bl•ent, shall 
be screened or other aesthetic treatments shall ~ used to 
minimize impacts on scenic resources. 

g. Pz:otact.ion of Stre- and Groundwater Basins - All 
· applications for surface mining operations that could affect 
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streams and/or groundwater basins shall be reviewed as 
necessary by other agencies as r~quired by law. 

h. Annual Reports - Surface mining operators shall forward an 
annual status report to the Director of the Department of 
Conservation and the Resource Management Department on a date 
established by the Director of the Department of Conservation 
upon forms furnished by the State Mining and Geology Board 
(P.R.C. Sec. 2207 (a)-(9)). 

2. Performance Standards for Reclamation Plans 
All new or substantially amended Reclamation Plans shall 

conform to the min~um statewide performance standards required 
pursuant to SMARA Sec. 2773(b), and set forth in CCR 3700 et. sec., 
reqarding wildlife habitat; backfilling, regrading, slope 
stability, and recontouring; revegetation; drainage, diversion 
structures 1 waterways 1 and erosion control; prime aqricul tural land 
reclamation 1 other agricultural land~ building, structure, and 
equipment removal; stream protection, including surface and 
groundwater; topsoil salvage, maintenance, and redistribution;. and 
tailing and mine waste management; and closure of surface openings. 
In addition, the following county standards shall apply as may be 
appropriate to new or substantially amended Reclamation Plana: 

a. Revegetation - All revegetation and/or reestablishment shall 
be in conformance with an approved Landscaping Plan, pursuant 
to RMD landscape bonding procedures. 

·. 
b. Visual Resources - The Reclamation Plan shall, to the extent 

feasible, provide for the protection and reclamation of the 
visual resources of the area affected by the mining operation. 
Measures may include, but not be limited to, rasoiling, 
recontouring of the land to be pompatible with the surrounding 
natural topography, and revegetation and the end use or uses 
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·specified by the landowner. Where the mining operation 
requires the lev~ling, cutting, removal, or other alteration 
of ridgelines on slopes of twenty (20) percent or more, the 
Reclamation Plan shall ensure tha~ such mined areas are found 
compatible with the surrounding natural topography and other 
resources of th& site. 

c. Grading Regulations -All Reclamation Plans shall comply with 
applicable provisions of the County's Grading Ordinance 
(Chapter 14 of the Santa Barbara County Code). 

d. Phasing of Reclamation - (See also, Sec. 35-177.11, Interim 
Management Plans for Idle Mining Operations) - Reclamation 
Plans shall include a description of and plan for the type of 
surface mining to be employed and an estimated time schedule 
that will provide for the completion of ·surface mining on each 
segment of the mined lands so that reclamation can be 

initiated at the earliest possible time on those portions of 
the mined lands that will not be subject to further 
disturbance by tha surface mining operation. [ SKUA, Sec. 
2772(£)]. Where appropriate, interim management may also be 
r~qtiire<! for mined lands that have been disturbed and will be 
disturbed ~qain in future operations and yet do not qualify as 
"idle" within the meaning of PRC S 2727.1. Such intuim 

. . 
management is for the purpose of ~imizin; adverse 
environmental impacts durin; extended periocla of inactivity 
prior to resumption of mining and ultimata reclamation. 

··Reclamation may be done on an annual basis, or in stages 
compatible with continuing operations, or on completion of all 
excavation, removal, or fill as approved by the Planning 
Commission. Bach phase of reclamation shall be specifically 
described in the Reclamation Plan and shall include the 
eatiuted beg'inninq and ending dates for each phase, all 
reclamation activities required, criteria for measurin; 
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.completion of specitic reclamation activities, and estimated 
costs as provided in Sec. 35-177.9 (Financial Assurances). 
The Planning Commission shall approve the reclamation 
schedule. 

&eg. 35-177.8. Findings for Approval. 
1. Surface Mining Operations. 
In addition to the findings for approval bf conditional Use 
Permits contained in Sec. 35-172.8, approval of Conditional 
use Permits for surface mining operations shall include a 
f·inding that the project complies with Section 35-177.7.1 

(Performance Standards). 

2. Reclamation Plans. 
For Reclamation Plans, the following findings shall be 

required: 

a. That the Reclamation Plan complies with applicable 
requirements of the state regulations ( 14 Cal. Code Regs. 
SS3500 et seq.), with appropriate provisions of the 
County's Grading Ordinance (Chapter 14 of the Santa 
Barbara County Code), and with other app~opriata 

engineering and geologic standards; 

b. . That the Reclamation Plan and potential use of 
reclaimed land pursuant to the Plan are consistent 
with the provisions of this Article and the 
County's Comprehensive Plan. 

c. That, in approving the Reclamation Plan, the required 
findings under CBQA can by made. 

d. That the land and/or resources such as water bodies to be 

reclaimed will be reclaimed to a condition that is 
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compatible with the surrounding natural environment, 
topography, and other resources. 

e. That the Reclamation Plan will reclaim the mined lands to 
a usable condition which is· readily adaptable for 
alternative land uses specified by the landowner and 
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 

f. '!'hat a written response to the Director of the Department 
o~ Conservation has been prepared, describing the 
disposition of major issues raised by the Director of the 
Department of Conservation. Where the Planning 
Commission's position is at variance with the 
recommendations and objections raised by the Director of 
the Department of Conservation, said response shall 
address, in detail, why specific comments and suggestions 
were not accepted. (SMARA, Sec. 2774(d) 

Sec, 35-177.9. Financial Assurances for Reclamation Plans. 
1. Purpose. The intent of this section is to ensure that 
reclamation will proceed in accordance with the approved 
Reclamation Plan. 

2. Requirement, Forms, and .Amount of Financial Assw:ances~~. As a 
condition of approval of any Reclamation Plan, · to assure . the 
operator's performance, the Planning Commission may r8(JU1re one or 
:aaon· forms of security which shall J:»e nleased upon satisfactory. 
perfoxmance. ~e applicant may post security in the for.m of a 
surety bond, irrevocable letter of credit, a trust fund, or other 
mechanisms as adopted by the State Board through the regulatoxy 
process. Financial assurances shall be made payable to the County 
of Santa Barbara and the Depa%'1:11ent of Conservation (SHARA, Sec. 
2773.1(a)(4)). 
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