CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
CITY COUNCIL
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Marty Blum

Mayor/Chair

Dale Francisco

Mayor Pro Tempore/Vice Chair
Das Williams

Ordinance Committee Chair
Roger L. Horton

Finance Committee Chair
lya G. Falcone

Grant House

Helene Schneider

James L. Armstrong
City Administrator/
Executive Director

Stephen P. Wiley
City Attorney/Agency Counsel

City Hall
735 Anacapa Street
http://www.SantaBarbaraCA.gov

MAY 12, 2009
AGENDA

ORDER OF BUSINESS: Regular meetings of the Finance Committee and the Ordinance Committee begin at 12:30 p.m.
The regular City Council and Redevelopment Agency meetings begin at 2:00 p.m. in the Council Chamber at City Hall.

REPORTS: Copies of the reports relating to agenda items are available for review in the City Clerk's Office, at the Central
Library, and http://www.SantaBarbaraCA.gov. In accordance with state law requirements, this agenda generally contains
only a brief general description of each item of business to be transacted or discussed at the meeting. Should you wish
more detailed information regarding any particular agenda item, you are encouraged to obtain a copy of the Council
Agenda Report (a "CAR") for that item from either the Clerk's Office, the Reference Desk at the City's Main Library, or
online at the City's website (http://www.SantaBarbaraCA.gov). Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the
Council/Redevelopment Agency after distribution of the agenda packet are available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s
Office located at City Hall, 735 Anacapa Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101, during normal business hours.

PUBLIC COMMENT: At the beginning of the 2:00 p.m. session of each regular Council/Redevelopment Agency meeting,
and at the beginning of each special Council/Redevelopment Agency meeting, any member of the public may address them
concerning any item not on the Council/Redevelopment Agency agenda. Any person wishing to make such address should
first complete and deliver a “Request to Speak” form prior to the time that public comment is taken up by the
Council/Redevelopment Agency. Should Council/Redevelopment Agency business continue into the evening session of a
regular Council/Redevelopment Agency meeting at 6:00 p.m., the Council/Redevelopment Agency will allow any member of
the public who did not address them during the 2:00 p.m. session to do so. The total amount of time for public comments
will be 15 minutes, and no individual speaker may speak for more than 1 minute. The Council/Redevelopment Agency,
upon majority vote, may decline to hear a speaker on the grounds that the subject matter is beyond their jurisdiction.

REQUEST TO SPEAK: A member of the public may address the Finance or Ordinance Committee or
Council/Redevelopment Agency regarding any scheduled agenda item. Any person wishing to make such address should
first complete and deliver a “Request to Speak” form prior to the time that the item is taken up by the Finance or Ordinance
Committee or Council/Redevelopment Agency.

CONSENT CALENDAR: The Consent Calendar is comprised of items that will not usually require discussion by the
Council/ Redevelopment Agency. A Consent Calendar item is open for discussion by the Council/Redevelopment Agency
upon request of a Council/Agency Member, City staff, or member of the public. Items on the Consent Calendar may be
approved by a single motion. Should you wish to comment on an item listed on the Consent Agenda, after turning in your
“Request to Speak” form, you should come forward to speak at the time the Council/Redevelopment Agency considers the
Consent Calendar.

AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT: In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special
assistance to gain access to, comment at, or participate in this meeting, please contact the City Administrator's Office at
564-5305 or inquire at the City Clerk's Office on the day of the meeting. If possible, naotification at least 48 hours prior to the
meeting will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements in most cases.

TELEVISION COVERAGE: Each regular Council meeting is broadcast live in English and Spanish on City TV Channel 18,
and rebroadcast in English on Wednesdays and Thursdays at 7:00 p.m. and Saturdays at 9:00 a.m., and in Spanish on
Sundays at 4:00 p.m. Each televised Council meeting is closed captioned for the hearing impaired. Check the City TV
program guide at www.citytv18.com for rebroadcasts of Finance and Ordinance Committee meetings, and for any changes
to the replay schedule.


http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/

ORDER OF BUSINESS

12:00 p.m. - Special Finance Committee Meeting, David Gebhard Public
Meeting Room, 630 Garden Street
12:30 p.m. - Ordinance Committee Meeting, Council Chamber
2:00 p.m. - City Council Meeting
2:00 p.m. - Redevelopment Agency Meeting

SPECIAL FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING - 12:00 P.M. IN DAVID GEBHARD
PUBLIC MEETING ROOM, 630 GARDEN STREET (120.03)

Subject: Fiscal Year 2010 Recommended Operating And Capital Budget (120.03)

Recommendation: That the Finance Committee hear presentations covering the
General Fund department revenues and proposed fees in connection with the review of
the Fiscal Year 2010 recommended budget.

ORDINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING - 12:30 P.M. IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBER
(120.03)

Subject: Zoning Ordinance Amendment, Section 28.87.300, For Non-Residential
Construction Projects Regulations (Measure E) (120.03)

Recommendation: That the Council Ordinance Committee consider a proposed
amendment to Santa Barbara Municipal Code Title 28 (the "Zoning Ordinance”) to
extend the time limit for regulations pertaining to Non-Residential Construction Projects
based on Charter Section 1508 (Measure E), and direct staff to proceed with the
ordinance amendment process, including a hearing before the Planning Commission,
and to return to the City Council for possible introduction and adoption.
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REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING — 2:00 P.M.
REGULAR REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING — 2:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL

CEREMONIAL ITEMS

1. Subject: Proclamation Declaring May 17 - 23, 2009, As National Public
Works Week (120.04)

CHANGES TO THE AGENDA

PUBLIC COMMENT

CONSENT CALENDAR
CITY COUNCIL

2. Subject: Resolution For Repayment Of Low Interest Loan For Economic
Stimulus Wastewater Projects (540.13)

Recommendation: That Council adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of
the Council of the City of Santa Barbara Stating the City's Intent to Reimburse
any Funds Received from the State Water Resources Control Board for Two
Renewable and Reduced Energy Projects at the El Estero Wastewater
Treatment Plant (El Estero).
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CONSENT CALENDAR (CONT'D)

CITY COUNCIL (CONT'D)

3.

Subject: Boating Infrastructure Grant From California Department Of
Boating And Waterways - Marina 3 (570.03)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of the Council of the City of
Santa Barbara Requesting a $50,000 Grant from the California
Department of Boating and Waterways for the Development of a Boating
Infrastructure Facility at Marina 3 in the Santa Barbara Harbor, and
Authorizing the Waterfront Director to Execute the Grant Agreement
Accepting the Grant; and

B. Increase estimated Fiscal Year 2009 revenue in the amount of $50,000 for
the grant and appropriate the funds to the Waterfront Capital Fund.

Subject: Service Agreement With Thresholds To Recovery To Operate The
Sobering Center (520.04)

Recommendation: That Council approve and authorize the Chief of Police to
negotiate and execute a Service Agreement with Thresholds to Recovery, Inc., to
operate the Sobering Center in Fiscal Year 2010, beginning July 1, 2009, and
ending June 30, 2010, with annual fees not to exceed $193,260, in a form
approved by the City Attorney.

Subject: Contract For Construction Of The Zone 3 Pavement Preparation
Project (530.04)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Award and authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract with
Granite Construction Company (Granite), in their low bid amount of
$347,414, for construction of the Zone 3 Pavement Preparation Project
(Project), Bid No. 3566; authorize the Public Works Director to approve
expenditures up to $34,740 to cover any cost increases that may result
from contract change orders for extra work and differences between
estimated bid quantities and actual quantities measured for payment; and
authorize the Public Works Director to accept the final contract amount,
with approved changes, and file all Notices of Completion (NOC) with the
County Clerk-Recorder's Office; and

B. Authorize the General Services Manager to issue a purchase order with
Flowers and Associates, Inc., in the amount of $45,300 for construction
management and support services, and authorize the Public Works
Director to approve expenditures up to $4,500 for extra services that may
result from necessary changes to the scope of work.
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CONSENT CALENDAR (CONT'D)

CITY COUNCIL (CONT'D)

6. Subject: Adoption Of Proposed Amendments To The Inclusionary Housing
Ordinance (660.01)

Recommendation: That Council:

A.

Adopt the findings attached to this Council Agenda Report in order to
approve the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration (and related Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program) regarding the proposed amendments
to the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance; and

Adopt, by reading of title only, An Ordinance of the Council of the City of
Santa Barbara Amending Title 28 of the Municipal Code to Revise
Chapter 28.43 and Section 28.92.110 With Respect to Expanded
Inclusionary Housing Requirements for Smaller Residential Projects
Approved for Construction Within the City.

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

7. Subject: Minutes

Recommendation: That the Redevelopment Agency Board waive the reading
and approve the minutes of the regular meetings of April 7, 2009, and April 14,

2009.

8. Subject: Contract For Construction Of The West Cabrillo Pedestrian
Improvement Project (530.04)

Recommendation:

A.

B.

5/12/2009

That the Redevelopment Agency (RDA) Board authorize the expenditure
of $2,300,612 for the West Cabrillo Pedestrian Improvement Project;
That Council award and authorize the Public Works Director to execute a
contract with Elevation General Engineering (Elevation), in their low bid
amount of $1,895,142, for construction of the West Cabrillo Pedestrian
Improvement Project (Project), Bid No. 3522, and authorize the Public
Works Director to approve expenditures up to $189,500 to cover any cost
increases that may result from contract change orders for extra work and
differences between estimated bid quantities and actual quantities
measured for payment, and authorize the Public Works Director to accept
the final contract amount, with approved changes, and file all Notices of
Completion (NOC) with the County Clerk-Recorder's Office;

(Cont'd)
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CONSENT CALENDAR (CONT'D)

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY (CONT'D)

8. (Cont'd)

C.

NOTICES

That Council authorize the General Services Manager to issue a purchase
order to Fugro West, Inc. (Fugro), in the amount of $13,500 for material
testing services, and authorize the General Services Manager to approve
expenditures of up to $1,500 for extra services of Fugro that may result
from necessary changes in the scope of work;

That Council authorize the General Services Manager to issue a purchase
order to Penfield & Smith Engineering, Inc. (P&S), in the amount of
$30,000 for design support services during construction; and

That Council adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of the Council of
the City of Santa Barbara Approving and Adopting the Findings Required
by Health and Safety Code Section 33445 for Funding of Capital
Improvements to the West Cabrillo Boulevard Sidewalk.

9. The City Clerk has on Thursday, May 7, 2009, posted this agenda in the Office of
the City Clerk, on the City Hall Public Notice Board on the outside balcony of City
Hall, and on the Internet.

This concludes the Consent Calendar.

REPORT FROM THE FINANCE COMMITTEE

REPORT FROM THE ORDINANCE COMMITTEE

CITY COUNCIL ADMINISTRATIVE AND ATTORNEY REPORTS

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

10. Subject: Capital Program Budget For Fiscal Year 2010 (230.01)

Recommendation: That Council:

A.

B.

5/12/2009

Receive the Six-Year Capital Improvement Plan covering Fiscal Years

2010 through 2015; and

Hear a report from staff on the Six-Year Capital Improvement Plan and

Fiscal Year 2010 Recommended Capital Budget for all City funds.
(Continued from May 5, 2009, Item No. 11)
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CITY COUNCIL ADMINISTRATIVE AND ATTORNEY REPORTS (CONT'D)

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

11.

12.

Subject: Updated EI Pueblo Viejo Landmark District Guidelines (640.06)

Recommendation: That Council adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of
the Council of the City of Santa Barbara to Adopt Updated Design Guidelines for
El Pueblo Viejo Landmark District.

Subject: Introduction Of Ordinance Pertaining To Proposed Rezone And
General Plan/Local Coastal Plan Map Amendments To 210 And 216 Meigs
Road And 290 Lighthouse Road (640.09)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Introduce and subsequently adopt, by reading of title only, An Ordinance
of the Council of the City of Santa Barbara Amending Chapter 28.12
(Zone Map) of Title 28 of the Municipal Code Pertaining to the Rezoning of
Property in the East Mesa Neighborhood; and

B. At the time of Ordinance adoption, adopt, by reading of title only, A
Resolution of the Council of the City of Santa Barbara Amending the
General Plan Map and Coastal Plan Map for Certain Parcels Located in
the East Mesa Neighborhood.

COUNCIL AND STAFF COMMUNICATIONS

COUNCILMEMBER COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENT REPORTS

CLOSED SESSIONS

13.

Subject: Conference With Legal Counsel - Pending Litigation (160.03)

Recommendation: That Council hold a closed session to consider pending
litigation pursuant to subsection (a) of section 54956.9 of the Government Code
and take appropriate action as needed. The pending litigation is James Ryden,
et al., v. City of Santa Barbara, et al., USDC Case Number: CV 09-1578 SVW
(SSx)

Scheduling: Duration: 15 minutes; anytime

Report: None anticipated

ADJOURNMENT
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File Code No. 120.03

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
FINANCE COMMITTEE
SPECIAL MEETING AGENDA

DATE: May 12, 2009 Roger L. Horton, Chair
TIME: 12:00 p.m. Helene Schneider
PLACE: David Gebhard Public Meeting Room lya Falcone

630 Garden Street

James L. Armstrong Robert D. Peirson
City Administrator Finance Director

ITEM TO BE CONSIDERED:

Subject: Fiscal Year 2010 Recommended Operating And Capital Budget

Recommendation: That the Finance Committee hear presentations covering the
General Fund department revenues and proposed fees in connection with the review of
the Fiscal Year 2010 recommended budget.



File Code No. 12003

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT

AGENDA DATE: May 12, 2009

TO: Finance Committee

FROM: Administration Division, Finance Department

SUBJECT: Fiscal Year 2010 Recommended Operating And Capital Budget
RECOMMENDATION:

That the Finance Committee hear presentations covering the General Fund department
revenues and proposed fees in connection with the review of the Fiscal Year 2010
recommended budget.

DISCUSSION:

On Tuesday, April 21, 2009, the Finance Committee approved the Committee’s budget
review schedule and topics in connection with the filing of the Fiscal Year 2010
recommended budget. The approved budget review schedule is attached to this report.

Today’s meeting will include a discussion of General Fund department revenues and
proposed fees included in the fiscal year 2010 recommended budget.
ATTACHMENT: Finance Committee Review Schedule

PREPARED BY: Michael Pease, Budget Manager
SUBMITTED BY: Robert D. Peirson, Finance Director
APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office



Attachment

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
Finance Committee Review Schedule
Fiscal Year 2010 Recommended Budget

Meeting Date and Time

Department

Tuesday, April 28, 2009
12:00 p.m.

General Fund revenue assumptions and
projections

General Fund multi-year forecast
Review of City wide reserves

Tuesday, May 5, 2009
12:00 p.m.

Capital program budget

Tuesday, May 12, 2009
12:00 pm

General Fund department revenues and
proposed fees

Tuesday, May 19, 2009
12:00 pm

Enterprise Fund revenues and proposed
fees

Tuesday, June 2, 2009
12:00 pm

Staff recommended adjustments (if any)




File Code No. 120.03

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

ORDINANCE COMMITTEE

MEETING AGENDA

DATE: May 12, 2009 Das Williams, Chair
TIME: 12:30 p.m. Dale Francisco
PLACE: Council Chambers Grant House

Office of the City Office of the City
Administrator Attorney

Nina Johnson Stephen P. Wiley
Assistant to the City Administrator City Attorney

ITEM FOR CONSIDERATION

Subject: Zoning Ordinance Amendment, Section 28.87.300, For Non-Residential
Construction Projects Regulations (Measure E)

Recommendation: That the Council Ordinance Committee consider a proposed
amendment to Santa Barbara Municipal Code Title 28 (the "Zoning Ordinance") to
extend the time limit for regulations pertaining to Non-Residential Construction Projects
based on Charter Section 1508 (Measure E), and direct staff to proceed with the
ordinance amendment process, including a hearing before the Planning Commission,
and to return to the City Council for possible introduction and adoption.



File Code No. 12003

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

ORDINANCE COMMITTEE AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: May 12, 2009

TO: Ordinance Committee
FROM: Planning Division, Community Development Department
SUBJECT: Zoning Ordinance Amendment, Section 28.87.300, For

Non-Residential Construction Projects Regulations (Measure E)

RECOMMENDATION:

That the Council Ordinance Committee consider a proposed amendment to Santa Barbara
Municipal Code Title 28 (the “Zoning Ordinance”) to extend the time limit for regulations
pertaining to Non-Residential Construction Projects based on Charter Section 1508
(Measure E), and direct staff to proceed with the ordinance amendment process, including
a hearing before the Planning Commission, and to return to the City Council for possible
introduction and adoption.

DISCUSSION:

In November 1989, city voters approved an amendment to the City Charter establishing
Section 1508 to regulate non-residential growth in the community. By its express
provision, Charter Section 1508 does not extend beyond December 31, 2009. The
significant growth management decisions made by the Council in the General Plan
Update process of 1990, and as prescribed by Charter Section 1508, were implemented
in the City’s Zoning Ordinance. Municipal Code Section 28.87.300, “Development Plan
Review and Approval,” contains many key provisions implementing the general
requirements of Charter Section 1508, including definitions, development allocation
categories such as Community Priority, Small Additions, etc., as well as standards for
processing all non-residential projects in the city. Reflecting the expiration of Charter
Section 1508, Municipal Code Section 28.87.300 is drafted so that its provisions apply
to development occurring before January 1, 2010.

Community Development staff and the City Attorney are initiating a zoning ordinance
amendment for the continued processing of non-residential projects, beyond January 1,
2010, with the process unchanged for non-residential construction projects consistent
with Municipal Code Section 28.87.300.

During the current General Plan Update process known as Plan Santa Barbara
(PlanSB), staff has explained that the City intends to continue processing projects under
the standards established in Charter Section 1508, consistent with the General Plan,



Ordinance Committee Agenda Report
Zoning Ordinance Amendment, Section 28.87.300, For Non-Residential Construction
Projects Regulations (Measure E)

May 12, 2009
Page 2

and based on all the implementing standards established by Ordinance and Council
Resolutions. In consultation with the City Attorney, it was determined that, to be
completely clear, Section 28.87.300 of the Municipal Code should be amended to
extend the date from January 1, 2010, to a later date in order to maintain the status quo
until PlanSB could be completed. If PlanSB results in changes to City policy regarding
non-residential construction, those policy changes could be incorporated into the City
Charter or Municipal Code through the adoption of the PlanSB implementing ordinances
and action by the City Council.

Staff anticipates that Council action on key parts of the PlanSB project will happen next
year, and that some additional time will also be necessary to ensure that implementing
ordinances that govern growth management are appropriately reviewed and adopted.
Therefore, we will be recommending that the term be changed in the Code from
January 1, 2010 to January 1, 2015.

This proposed code amendment does not affect the expiration of Charter Section 1508,
that would still occur.

The proposed review process for this Zoning Ordinance amendment is:

1. Ordinance Committee - May 12, 2009

2. Planning Commission - June 4, 2009

3. Council (or Ordinance Committee if necessary) June 30, 2009

BUDGET/FINANCIAL INFORMATION:

The processing of this proposed amendment is being done by existing City staff and the
associated costs of public notices and meetings can be accommodated within the
existing budget for the Community Development Department.

ATTACHMENT: Draft Ordinance

PREPARED BY: Bettie Weiss, City Planner

SUBMITTED BY: Paul Casey, Community Development Director

APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office



ATTACHMENT

ORDINANCE COMMITTEE DISCUSSION DRAFT 5/12/09
SHOWING CHANGES FROM EXISTING CODE

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SANTA BARBARA AMENDING SECTION 28.87.300 OF
CHAPTER 28.87 OF TITLE 28 OF THE MUNICIPAL
CODE REGARDING LIMITATIONS ON NONRESIDENTIAL
DEVELOPMENT WITHIN THE CITY

THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA BARBARA DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section One: Section 28.87.300 of Chapter 28.87 of Title 28 of
the Santa Barbara Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as
follows:

28.87.300 Development Plan Review and Approval.

A. DEVELOPMENT PLAN.
1. Requirement for Development Plan.

a. Planning Commission Review Required. No application
for a land use permit for a nonresidential construction project
as defined in Subsection B of this Section will be accepted or
approved on or after December 6, 1989 unless the project falls
within one or more of the categories outlined in Paragraph 2 of
this Subsection and defined in Subsection B of this Section.
Before any nonresidential construction project 1s hereafter
constructed in any zone including zones at the Santa Barbara
Municipal Airport, a complete development plan for the proposed
development shall be submitted to the Planning Commission for
review and approval. In addition, before residential floor area
in any building or structure located in any zone including zones
at the Santa Barbara Municipal Airport is converted to
nonresidential use, a complete development plan for the proposed
conversion shall be submitted to the Planning Commission for
review and approval. Before any transfer of existing development
rights may be approved pursuant to Chapter 28.95, development
plans for both the sending site(s) and receiving site(s) as
defined therein shall be approved by Planning Commission or City
Council on appeal pursuant to this section.

Any nonresidential project except for Transfer of
Existing Development Rights projects, which involves an addition
of greater than three thousand (3,000) and less than ten thousand
(10,000) sqguare feet of floor area and which does not require the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report, shall be placed on
the Planning Commission Consent Calendar for review and action.
The only findings in Paragraph D.1 applicable to these projects
are Findings d, e, £, and g. These findings shall be made at the
time of Planning Commission approval.

b. Exceptions.




(1) Notwithstanding the provisions of Subparagraph a.
of this Subsection, any nonresidential project which involves an
addition of one thousand (1,000) square feet or less, and which
does not require the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Report, shall not be required to receive development plan
approval.

(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of Subparagraph a.
of this Subsection, any nonresidential construction project which
involves the following shall not be required to receive
development plan approval from the Planning Commission:

a. an addition of greater than one thousand
(1,000) and less than or equal to three thousand (3,000) square
feet of floor area, and;

b. does not require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report, and;
c. does not require some other form of

discretionary approval from the Planning Commission under other
applicable provisions of this Code.

(3) Development plan approval for ©projects not
requiring Planning Commission approval under subparagraph (2)
above shall be required from the Staff Hearing Officer if the
application requires discretionary review by the Staff Hearing
Officer wunder another provision of this Code. Otherwise,
development plan approval for projects not requiring Planning
Commission approval under subparagraph (2) above shall be
required at the time of Preliminary Approval from the
Architectural Board of Review, or the Historic Landmarks
Commission 1f the property is located within E1 Pueblo Viejo
Landmark District or another landmark district, or 1if the
structure is a designated City Landmark. Such projects are
subject to the findings in Subsection E of this Section and the
provisions of Section 28.87.350.

2. Development Potential.

a. Nonresidential Construction Project. Nonresidential
construction projects, as defined in Subsection B of this
Section, shall be restricted to no more than three million
(3,000,000) square feet until the year 26+62015. This allowable
square footage shall be allocated in the following categories, as
defined in Subsection B of this Section.

Category Square Footage

Approved Projects 900,000 s.f.

Pending Projects 700,000 s.f.

Vacant Property 500,000 s.f.

Minor Additions Exempt

Small Additions 600,000 s.f.

Community Priorities 300,000 s.ft

Small Additions shall be limited to no more than

2



thirty thousand (30,000) square feet annually. Procedures
for allocating square footage under these categories shall
be established by resolution of City Council.

Notwithstanding the development restrictions
established above, the Planning Commission or City Council
on appeal may approve nonresidential development projects
determined by the City Council to promote Economic
Development. However, the total development square footage
of all Economic Development Projects approved prior to
January 1, 26382015 shall not exceed the total square
footage of "Approved" or "Pending" projects which have
expired or been abandoned and any unused development square
footage remaining from the annual allotment in the "Small
Additions" category as of the date the Planning Commission
or City Council on appeal approves a particular Economic
Development Project. Nothing herein shall be deemed to
authorize the approval of nonresidential development
totalling in excess of three (3) million square feet above
the October 1988 Dbaseline condition wuntil January 1,
20+62015.

b. Other Nonresidential Development. Other
nonresidential development may occur so long as it falls
within the following categories, as defined in Subsection B
of this Section.

(1) Government Displacement Project.
(2) Hotel Room for Room Replacement Project.
B. DEFINITIONS.
1. Approved Projects or Revisiong thereto. A project
which satisfies any of the following criteria:

a.An application for a land use permit for the
project (other than an application for Specific Plan
approval) which was approved on or before October 26, 1989
and the approval is still wvalid.

b. The project pertains to implementation of a
Specific Plan which was approved prior to April 16, 1986,
and the Plan required the construction of substantial
circulation system improvements, and all of those
improvements were either:

(1) Installed prior to the effective date of this
ordinance; or

(2) Subsequently constructed pursuant to an Owner
Participation Agreement (OPA) and installed prior to the
approval of any development plan(s).

c. The project consists of a revision to a project
which qualifies under either Subparagraph a. or b. of this
Paragraph B.2, provided the revision will result in no
increase in floor area over the approved amount. Once a
revision to a project has been approved that reduces the
floor area from the originally approved amount, the unused
floor area shall not be reallocated to the project as part

of a future revision. The unused floor area shall be
available for Economic Development Projects.
2. Community Priority. A project which has been

designated by the City Council as a community priority



necessary to meet a present or projected need directly
related to public health, safety or general welfare.

3. Economic Development Project. A project which has
been designated by the City Council as a project that is
consistent with the City Charter, General Plan and this
Title, will enhance the standard of 1living for City and
South Coast residents and will strengthen the 1local or
regional economy by either creating new permanent employment
opportunities or enhancing the City's revenue base. An
Economic Development Project should also accomplish one or
more of the following:

a. Support diversity and Dbalance in the 1local or
regional economy by establishing or expanding businesses or
industries in sectors which currently do not exist on the
South Coast or are present only in a limited manner; or

b. Provide new recreational, educational, or cultural
opportunities for City residents and visitors; or

c. Provide products or services which are currently
not available or are in limited supply either 1locally or
regionally.

For purposes of this Section, "standard of living" is
defined as wages, employment, environment, resources, public
safety, housing, schools, parks and recreation, social and
human services, and cultural arts.

4. Floor Area. Floor Area is the area included within
the surrounding exterior walls of a building or portion
thereof, exclusive of the area occupied by the surrounding
walls, vent shafts and courts, or areas or structures used

exclusively for parking. Nonhabitable areas used
exclusively for regional public utility facilities shall not
count toward the calculation of floor area. Any floor area

which was constructed, approved, demolished or converted in
violation of any provision of this Municipal Code, shall not
give rise to any right to rebuild or transfer floor area.

5. Floor Area Ratio. The area expressed as the ratio
of floor area to total square footage of a parcel.

6. General Welfare. A community priority project which
has a broad public benefit (for example: museums, child care
facilities, or community centers) and which is not
principally operated for private profit.

7. Government Displacement Project. A project which
involves the relocation, replacement, or repair of a

structure or use acquired, removed or damaged by direct
condemnation or negotiated acquisition by the government
(federal, state or local), provided the square footage of a
project constructed to replace a Dbuilding acquired or
removed by the government does not exceed the square footage
of the building so acquired or removed.

8. Hotel Room for Room Replacement Project. A project
which consists of replacement or remodeling of existing
hotel rooms at the same location on a room for room basis.

9. Land Use Permit. A governmental decision concerning
a permit, license, certificate, or other entitlement for use
of 1land, including a conditional wuse permit, variance,




modification, development plan, specific plan, general plan
amendment, coastal development permit, conversion permit,
subdivision map (except those creating new single family
lots), building permit, grading permit, demolition permit,
water service connection or any similar approval or use.

10. Minor Addition. A project which consists of a
minor addition defined as:

a. A nonresidential addition of one thousand (1,000)

square feet or less of floor area to an existing structure;
or

b. Construction of a free standing nonresidential
structure of one thousand (1,000) square feet or 1less of
floor area on a parcel containing another structure; or

c. Conversion of residential floor area to no more
than one thousand (1,000) square feet of nonresidential
floor area; or

d. Concurrent construction of nonresidential floor
area of one thousand (1,000) square feet or less associated
with a new structure constructed under the Approved,
Pending, Community Priority or Vacant Property categories.

e. The one thousand square foot limitation defined in
subparagraphs a. through d. above is a cumulative total
available per parcel. Once a cumulative total of 1,000
square feet of Minor Additions has been reached, any further
additions up to a total of 3,000 square feet (including the
Minor Additions) shall be allocated from the Small Addition
category.

(1) EXCEPTION: If an existing or proposed
building occupies two or more parcels created prior to
October 1988, the maximum square footage available for a
Minor Addition shall equal the sum of the Minor Additions
which could be approved on the individual parcels pursuant
to the findings in Subsection E of this Section. For
parcels created after October 1988, any remaining Minor
Addition allocation shall be divided evenly between all of
the parcels created from each parcel eligible for a Minor
Addition. The remaining allocation may be divided in a
different manner between the parcels created 1if this
division is executed in a legal instrument that is recorded
with the County recorder and approved as to form by the City
Attorney for each parcel involved at the time of recordation
of the Final or Parcel map for the subdivision.

11. Nonresidential Construction Project. A project, or
portion thereof, which consists of the construction of or
addition of new floor area for other than residential use or
the conversion of existing residential floor area to
nonresidential use. Repair or replacement of existing floor
area 1is not included in the calculation of new floor area
for the purpose of this Section.

12. Pending Project or Revisions thereto. A project
which satisfies any of the following criteria:

a.An application for a land use permit for the
project was accepted on or before October 26, 1989 and the
application: (1) has not been denied by the City; (2) has




not been withdrawn by the applicant; (3) has not vyet
received City approval or (4) has received City approval
after October 26, 1989 and that approval is still wvalid.

b. The project pertains to implementation of a
Specific Plan which was approved prior to April 16, 1986 and
the project does not qualify under Subparagraph 1.b. of this
Subsection.

c. The project consists of a revision to a project
which qualifies under either Subparagraph a. or b. of this
Paragraph 12, provided the revision will result in no
increase in floor area over the amount shown on the pending
application. Once a revision to a project has been approved
that reduces the floor area from the originally approved
amount, the unused floor area shall not be reallocated to

the project as part of a future revision. The unused floor
area shall be available for Economic Development Projects.
13. Residential Unit: A dwelling unit as defined in

Chapter 28.04, but not including any of the following:

a. A hotel or boarding house as defined in Chapter
28.04 which includes a motel, bed and breakfast inn, or
similar facility in which the average duration of stay of
the residents, during the six month period prior to February
1, 1990, was less than thirty (30) days.

b. A mobile-home or recreation vehicle as defined in
Chapter 28.04.

14. Small Addition. A project which consists of a
small addition defined as:

a. A nonresidential addition of more than one
thousand (1,000) and less than or equal to three thousand
(3,000) square feet of floor area to an existing structure;
or

b. Construction of a free standing nonresidential
structure of more than one thousand (1,000) and less than or
equal to three thousand (3,000) square feet of floor area on
a parcel containing another structure; or

c. Conversion of residential floor area to more than
one thousand (1,000) and less than three thousand (3,000)
square feet of nonresidential floor area; or

d. Concurrent construction of nonresidential floor
area of more than one thousand (1,000) and 1less than or
equal to three thousand (3,000) square feet associated with
a new structure constructed under the Approved, Pending,
Community Priority or Vacant Property categories.

e. The limitations on floor area defined in
subparagraphs a. through d. above establish the cumulative
total available per parcel. In any case, the combined total
of Minor and Small Additions shall not exceed a cumulative
total of three thousand (3,000) square feet.

(1) EXCEPTION: 1In the case where an existing or
proposed building occupies two or more parcels created prior
to October 1988, the maximum square footage available for a
Small Addition shall equal the sum of the Small Additions
which could be approved on the individual parcels pursuant
to the findings in Subsection E of this Section. For



parcels created after October 1988, any remaining Small
Addition allocation shall be divided evenly between all of
the parcels created from each parcel eligible for a Small
Addition. The remaining allocation may be divided in a
different manner between the parcels created i1if this
division is executed in a legal instrument that is recorded
with the County recorder and approved as to form by the City
Attorney for each parcel involved at the time of recordation
of the Final or Parcel map for the subdivision.

f. Procedures for allocating square footage in the
Small Addition category shall be established by resolution
of the City Council.

15. Vacant Property. A project on a parcel of land
which was +vacant 1in October 1988, which consists of
construction of a nonresidential structure with a floor area
ratio of no more than 0.25.

C. REVIEW BY PRE-APPLICATION REVIEW TEAM. All
nonresidential construction projects requiring the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report or involving
greater than 3,000 square feet of floor area and subject to
this Section shall be reviewed by the Pre-Application Review
Team as provided in Chapter 27.07 of this Code.

D. STANDARDS FOR REVIEW. Unless specifically exempt, the
following findings shall be made in order to approve a
development plan submitted pursuant to this Section.

1. Findings:

a. The proposed development complies with all
provisions of this Title; and

b. The proposed development is consistent with the
principles of sound community planning; and

c. The proposed development will not have a
significant adverse impact upon the neighborhood's
aesthetics/character in that the size, bulk or scale of the
development will be compatible with the neighborhood; and

d. The proposed development will not have a
significant unmitigated adverse impact upon City and South
Coast affordable housing stock; and

e. The proposed development will not have a
significant unmitigated adverse impact on the City's water
resources; and

f. The ©proposed development will not have a
significant unmitigated adverse impact on the City's
traffic; and

g. Resources will be available and traffic
improvements will be in place at the time of project
occupancy.

2. Potential for Overriding Considerations:

a.A finding of significant adverse impact under
Subparagraph 1.c above can be overridden if it is determined
that the economic, social or public benefits of the proposed
development outweigh its significant adverse impacts.

b.A finding of significant adverse impact under
Subparagraphs 1l.a or 1.b above cannot be overridden.

c.A finding of unmitigated significant adverse




impact under Subparagraphs 1.d, 1l.e, 1.f, or 1l.g above for a
Minor Addition Project, Government Displacement Project or
that portion of a project which qualifies as a Government
Displacement Project, a Community Priority Project, and an
Approved Project or Revision thereto can be overridden if it
is determined that the benefits of the proposed development
outweigh its significant adverse impacts.

3. Exception. Notwithstanding any provision of this
Section to the contrary, a development plan shall not be
denied based on a finding pursuant to Subparagraph 1.d of
this Subsection E if (i) the plan incorporates revisions to
a development plan approved by the Planning Commission under
this Section prior to February 25, 1988, and (ii) the
project shown on the plan will not generate a demand for new
housing in excess of the demand generated by the previously
approved project.

E. DEVELOPMENT PLAN NOTICE AND HEARING. The Staff Hearing
Officer, Planning Commission, or City Council on appeal,
shall hold a public hearing prior to taking action on any
development plan. Notice of the public hearing shall be
given in accordance with Section 28.87.380.

F. SUSPENSIONS AND APPEALS.

1. A decision by the Staff Hearing Officer under this
Section may be suspended or appealed according to the
provisions of Section 28.05.020.

2. A decision by the Planning Commission under this
Section may be appealed according to the provisions of
Chapter 1.30. In addition to the procedures specified in
Chapter 1.30, notice of the public hearing before the City
Council on an appeal from a decision of the Planning
Commission regarding a decision of the Staff Hearing Officer
shall be provided in the same manner as notice was provided
for the hearing before the Planning Commission.

G. FEES. Fees for filing applications and appeals shall
be established by resolution of the City Council.

H. EXPIRATION OF DEVELOPMENT PLANS. A development plan
approved pursuant to this Section shall expire pursuant to
the provisions of Section 28.87.350. For projects with
floor area allocated from the Approved, Pending, Economic
Development and Small Addition categories, the unused floor
area shall be made available for allocation to Economic
Development Projects upon expiration of the development
plan. For projects with floor area allocated from the
Community Priority and Vacant Property categories, the
unused floor area shall revert to the category from which
the floor area was allocated upon expiration of the
development plan.

I. MULTIPLE DEVELOPMENT PLANS. When more than one wvalid
approved development plan exists for a lot, upon issuance of
a building or grading permit for any work authorized by one
of the approved development plans, all other development
plans approved for that 1lot are deemed abandoned by the
property owner. No building or grading permit shall be
issued for any work authorized by a development plan



following abandonment of that plan. For projects with floor
area allocated from the Approved, Pending, Economic
Development and Small Addition categories, any unused floor
area shall be made available for allocation to Economic
Development Projects upon abandonment of a development plan.
For projects with floor area allocated from the Community
Priority and Vacant Property categories, any unused floor
area shall revert to the category from which the floor area
was allocated upon abandonment of a development plan.
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PROCLAMATION

National Public Works Week
May 17 - 23, 2009

WHEREAS, public worlks services are integral to our everyday lives, as the
health, safety, and comfort of this community greatly depends on these
facilities and services; and

WHEREAS, support of an understanding and informed citizenry iy vital to
the efficient operation af the City's public works systems and programs, such
as water, sewers, sireels and highways, public buildings, and solid waste
cedlection; and

WHEREAS, the quality and effectivencss of these facilities | ay well ax their
panning, design, and construction, is vitally dependent upon the efforts and
skill aof our Public Works Department personnel; and

WHEREAS, the American Public Works Association (APWA) National
Public Works Week 2009 theme is Revitalize, Reimvest and Renew, An
example af the City's coordination with this theme is owr use of new
materials and methods to increase the energy effectiveness of City Facilities.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, MARTY BLUM, by virtue of the authority
vested in me dy Mayor of the City of Santa Barbara, California, do hereby
proclaim May 17-23, 2009, as NATIONAL PUBLIC WORKS WEEK and
call upon all citizens and civie organizations lo recogrize the issues imvolved
in providing owr public works, and fo recognize the comtributions which
public works employees make every day to owr health, safety, comfort, and
quality of life.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQOF, { have heréunlo sel my hand and
coused  the Offickel Seal of the City of Bantn Barbara,
Califoria, to be affived this 12" day of May 2009,

MARTY BLUM, MAYOR



Agenda Item No.

File Code No. 54013

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: May 12, 2008

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Water Resources, Public Works Department
SUBJECT: Resolution For Repayment Of Low Interest Loan For Economic

Stimulus Wastewater Projects

RECOMMENDATION:

That Council adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of the Council of the City of
Santa Barbara Stating the City’s Intent to Reimburse Any Funds Received from the
State Water Resources Control Board for Two Renewable and Reduced Energy
Projects at the El Estero Wastewater Treatment Plant (El Estero).

DISCUSSION:

On February 11, 2009, the United States Congress approved a revised nationwide
Federal Stimulus Bill to help stimulate the weakened economy by investing in public
infrastructure improvements. In preparation for this stimulus approval, staff identified
projects in the Streets, Water, and Wastewater Divisions that could be expedited to
construction. The Wastewater Division Economic Stimulus package has separate
application requirements, such that they are reviewed by the State Water Resource
Control Board, and the application is unique to wastewater projects. Also, the
competition is high for limited resources at the State level.

On March 17, 2008, Council granted the City Administrator the authority to submit
applications for two wastewater projects. They are as follows:

e Headworks Screening Replacement Project at El Estero, which involves
increased removal of large solids that will improve overall plant treatment
efficiencies.

e Biogas/Biomass Conversion Project at El Estero. This project is known as FOG
(fats/food, oils, and grease), and uses brown grease and food scraps from
restaurants for biofuel conversion to electricity.

These projects were selected based on environmental benefits and cost of construction.
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Resolution For Repayment Of Low Interest Loan For Economic Stimulus Wastewater
Projects

May 12, 2009

Page 2

The applications are now in the review process to receive funding. Additionally, for the
application to be deemed complete, the City must pass a Resolution stating the City’s
intention to reimburse any funds received from the State Water Resources Control
Board for these projects.

It is recommended that Council authorize the return of any funds received for these two
projects from the State Water Resources Control Board. There will be additional follow
up to Council as to the State Water Resources Control Board’s acceptance or denial of
stimulus fund grants for these projects.

PREPARED BY: John Schoof, Wastewater System Manager

SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director

APPROVED BY: City Administrator’s Office



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SANTA BARBARA STATING THE CITY'S INTENT TO
REIMBURSE ANY FUNDS RECEIVED FROM THE STATE
WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD FOR TWO
RENEWABLE AND REDUCED ENERGY PROJECTS AT
THE EL ESTERO WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT
(EL ESTERO)

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Barbara ( the “Agency”) desires to finance the cost of
construction and/or reconstructing certain public facilities and improvements relating to
its water and wastewater system, including certain treatment facilities, pipelines and
other infrastructure (the” Project”);

WHEREAS, the Agency intends to finance the construction and/or reconstruction of the
Project or portions of the Project with moneys (“Project Funds”) provided by the State of
California, acting by and through the State Water Resources Control Board (State
Water Board);

WHEREAS, the State Water Board may fund the Project Funds with proceeds from the
sale of obligations the interest upon which is excluded from gross income for federal
income tax purposes (the “Obligations”);

WHEREAS, prior to either the issuance of the Obligations or the approval by the State
Water Board of the Project Funds the Agency desires to incur certain capital
expenditures (the “Expenditures”) with respect to the Project from available moneys of
the Agency; and

WHEREAS, the Agency has determined that those moneys to be advanced on and after
the date hereof to pay the Expenditures are available only for a temporary period and it
is necessary to reimburse the Agency for the Expenditures form the proceeds of the
Obligations.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA
BARBARA AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The Agency hereby states its intention and reasonably expects to
reimburse Expenditures paid prior to the issuance of the Obligations or the approval by
the State Water Board of the Project Funds.

SECTION 2. The reasonably expected maximum principal amount of the Project Funds
is $1.2 million.



SECTION 3. This resolution is being adopted no later than 60 days after the date on
which the Agency will expend moneys for the portion of the Project costs to be
reimbursed with Project Funds.

SECTION 4. Each Agency expenditure will be of a type properly chargeable to a capital
account under general federal income tax principles.

SECTION 5. To the best of our knowledge, this Agency is not aware of the previous
adoption of official intents by the Agency that have been made as a matter of course for
the purpose of reimbursing expenditures and for which tax-exempt obligations have not
been issued.

SECTION 6. This resolution is adopted as official intent of the Agency in order to
comply with Treasury regulation 1.150-2 and any other regulations of the Internal
Revenue Service relating to the qualification for reimbursement of Project costs.

SECTION 7. All the recitals in this Resolution are true and correct as this Agency so
finds, determines and represents.



Agenda Item No.

File Code No. 57003

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: May 12, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Facilities Division, Waterfront Department
SUBJECT: Boating Infrastructure Grant From California Department Of Boating

And Waterways—Marina 3

RECOMMENDATION: That Council:

A. Adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of the Council of the City of Santa
Barbara Requesting a $50,000 Grant from the California Department of Boating and
Waterways for the Development of a Boating Infrastructure Facility at Marina 3 in the
Santa Barbara Harbor, and Authorizing the Waterfront Director to Execute the Grant
Agreement accepting the Grant; and

B. Increase estimated Fiscal Year 2009 revenue in the amount of $50,000 for the grant
and appropriate the funds to the Waterfront Capital Fund.

DISCUSSION:

The City of Santa Barbara Waterfront Department (Waterfront) provides transient
berthing for all boaters, including disabled boaters. Marina 3 is the dedicated
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) marina in the harbor. A recent ADA Transition
Plan prepared specifically for Marina 3 found that the largest transient slip, Marina 3B
endtie, is not wide enough to serve the disabled boating public. In an effort to maintain
compliance with ADA and better serve the disabled boating public, the Waterfront will
implement the recommendation to widen the endtie pursuant to the Transition Plan.

The National Boating Infrastructure Grant (BIG) Program provides funds to states for
the construction, renovation, and maintenance of public and private boating
infrastructure tie-up facilities that are available to the public. The program is designed to
provide transient dockage for recreational boats 26 feet or more in length for
recreational opportunities and safe harbors. The California Department of Boating and
Waterways (Cal Boating) administers the BIG Program allocating several million dollars
to ports and harbors every year. Under the BIG Program, two types of grants are
available, referred to as "Tier I" and "Tier II." Tier | grants are grants of up to $100,000;
Tier Il grants are those of more than $100,000. The cost estimate for the proposed
Marina 3B Endtie improvements is $95,000, and therefore a Tier | project.
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Waterfront staff will design the Marina 3B Endtie improvements in conjunction with
Public Works. Reconstruction of the dock is tentatively scheduled for the fall of 2009.

FUNDING:

The Waterfront Department has applied for a grant of $50,000 from Cal Boating under the
BIG Program with a local match of $45,000 to reconstruct the Marina 3B endtie. Cal
Boating has offered two Tier | grants of $50,000 each to Santa Barbara Harbor and King
Harbor in Redondo Beach. The local match is included in the recommended Fiscal Year
2010 Waterfront capital budget identified as “Marina 3—Americans with Disabilities Act
Upgrades.” Recommendation B will appropriate the grant funds.

The Harbor Commission received a report on the FY2010 — 2015 CIP including the Marina
3B — Americans with Disabilities Act Upgrades project at the November 20, 2008, meeting.
Several charter operators that serve the disabled boating public have been consulted and
provided support for the grant application.

The California Department of Boating and Waterways requires a Resolution from the
Council requesting the grant and willingness to accept the terms of the agreement.

PREPARED BY: Karl Treiberg, Waterfront Facilities Manager
SUBMITTED BY: John Bridley, Waterfront Director
APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SANTA BARBARA REQUESTING A $50,000 GRANT
FROM THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF BOATING
AND WATERWAYS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF A
BOATING INFRASTRUCTURE FACILITY AT MARINA 3
IN THE SANTA BARBARA HARBOR, AND AUTHORIZE
THE WATERFRONT DIRECTOR TO EXECUTE THE
GRANT AGREEMENT ACCEPTING THE GRANT.

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Barbara is desirous of improving a boating
infrastructure grant facility at Marina 3 to meet the needs of the boaters and to provide
public access to these facilities; and

WHEREAS, the Department of Boating and Waterways is authorized to provide
grants to cities, counties, districts, and other public agencies for the construction and
development of such facilities; and

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Barbara is willing to enter into an agreement to
provide for the operation and maintenance of the proposed facilities at not cost to the
state;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council by adoption of this
resolution hereby requests that the Department of Boating and Waterways provide a
grant for the purpose of improving a public use boating infrastructure facility at Marina 3;
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City authorizes the Waterfront Director to
executing a grant agreement accepting the grant.
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File Code No. 52004

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: May 12, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Patrol Division, Police Department
SUBJECT: Service Agreement With Thresholds To Recovery To Operate The

Sobering Center

RECOMMENDATION:

That Council approve and authorize the Chief of Police to negotiate and execute a Service
Agreement with Thresholds to Recovery, Inc., to operate the Sobering Center in Fiscal
Year 2010, beginning July 1, 2009, and ending June 30, 2010, with annual fees not to
exceed $193,260, in a form approved by the City Attorney.

DISCUSSION:

The City has used Thresholds to Recovery, Inc. to operate the Sobering Center at the
Faulding Hotel since its inception in 1994. The purpose of the Sobering Center is to
provide an opportunity for public inebriates to voluntarily get sober in a safe, alcohol-
free environment, as opposed to being arrested and booked into Santa Barbara County
Jail. In addition to introducing the inebriate to an alcohol-free environment, the officer
turnaround time is considerably less and the officer remains in the City.

From May 1, 2008, to April 23, 2009, Thresholds to Recovery, Inc. processed 758 first-
time offenders and 383 repeat offenders, a total of 1141 admissions. Since opening in
1994, Thresholds to Recovery, Inc. has processed 12,424 first-time individual
admissions and 19,217 total client admissions, including repeat offenders.

Funds to operate the Sobering Center come from monies previously allocated to pay for
the public inebriates’ jail booking fees. Personnel at Thresholds to Recovery are
experts in the field of drug and alcohol programs, targeting low-income clients.
Continued success is anticipated based on program evaluations performed annually
over the past 10 years. They have continued to provide a treatment network for first-
time offenders on a long-term basis. The Sobering Center is a valuable resource to the
Police Department and the community. Thresholds to Recovery, Inc has agreed to
operate the sobering center for fees of up to $193,260 in FY 2010. This amount
represents an increase of 2% in total operating costs when compared to Fiscal Year
2009.
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BUDGET/FINANCIAL INFORMATION:

Funding for this contract is included in the Police Department's Recommended Fiscal
Year 2010 budget.

PREPARED BY: James Pfleging, Police Lieutenant
SUBMITTED BY: Camerino Sanchez, Chief of Police
APPROVED BY: City Administrator’s Office
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File Code No. 53004

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: May 12, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers

FROM: Engineering Division, Public Works Department

SUBJECT: Contract For Construction Of The Zone 3 Pavement Preparation
Project

RECOMMENDATION: That Council:

A. Award and authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract with Granite
Construction Company (Granite), in their low bid amount of $347,414, for
construction of the Zone 3 Pavement Preparation Project (Project), Bid No. 3566;
authorize the Public Works Director to approve expenditures up to $34,740 to
cover any cost increases that may result from contract change orders for extra
work and differences between estimated bid quantities and actual quantities
measured for payment; and authorize the Public Works Director to accept the
final contract amount, with approved changes, and file all Notices of Completion
(NOC) with the County Clerk-Recorder’s Office; and

B. Authorize the General Services Manager to issue a Purchase Order with Flowers
and Associates, Inc., in the amount of $45,300 for construction management and
support services, and authorize the Public Works Director to approve
expenditures up to $4,500 for extra services that may result from necessary
changes to the scope of work.

DISCUSSION:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Pavement Preparation Project is constructed prior to, and in coordination with, the
Slurry Seal program. The intent is to repair the failed pavement areas by grinding or
removing and replacing asphalt, or by filling holes to create a smooth and safe surface
for traffic circulation. This project is funded in part by Measure D funds and will cover
streets in Zone 3 located in the southwestern section of the City (see Attachment).

The Waterfront's 90-minute parking lots at the Harbor and Garden Street, as well as
various roads at the Airport, have been included in the Project in order to take
advantage of economies of scale.
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CONTRACT BIDS

A total of 5 bids were received for the subject work, ranging as follows:

BIDDER BID AMOUNT

1.  Granite Construction Company $347,414
Santa Barbara

2.  Lash Construction, Inc. $352,907
Santa Barbara

3. John Madonna Construction Co., Inc. $410,050
San Luis Obispo

4. Nye & Nelson, Inc. $434,401
Ventura

5. Berry General Engineering Co. $519,483
Ventura

The low bid of $347,414, submitted by Granite, is an acceptable bid that is responsive
to and meets the requirements of the bid specifications.

The change order funding recommendation of $34,740, or 10%, is typical for this type of
work and size of project.

Flowers and Associates will provide the daily field inspection and construction
management. The proposed $45,300, or 13%, of the construction cost is consistent
with previous pavement preparation projects in the City. Construction management
costs normally run high for this type of work due to the extensive public outreach and
coordination that has to be done on each street.

FUNDING
There are sufficient funds in the Streets Capital Fund, Airport Fund, and Waterfront

Maintenance Fund to cover the cost of the Project. Measure D funds will be used as a
portion of the funding from the Streets Capital Fund.
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The following summarizes the expenditures recommended in this report:

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT FUNDING SUMMARY

Basic Contract Change Funds Total
Granite Construction Company $347,414 $34,740 $382,154
Flowers and Associates $45,300 $4,500 $49,800
TOTAL RECOMMENDED AUTHORIZATION $431,954

The following summarizes all project design project costs, construction contract funding,

and other project costs:

ESTIMATED TOTAL PROJECT COST

Design

Design (by Contract) $16,800
Design (by Staff) $26,371

Subtotal $43,171

Construction

Construction Contract $347,414
Construction Change Order Allowance $34,740

Subtotal $382,154

Construction Management

Project Management (by Staff) $17,500
Construction Management/Inspection (by Contract) $45,300
Construction Management Change Order Allowance $4,500

Subtotal $67,300
TOTAL PROJECT COST $492,625
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SUSTAINABILITY IMPACT:

This maintenance project, combined with our upcoming Slurry Seal Project, will
contribute to maintaining our roads. This timely maintenance sustains the road
condition and eliminates the need for road reconstruction, which would include the use
of additional materials and pavement oils, both depleting natural resources.

ATTACHMENT: Map of Annual Street Maintenance
PREPARED BY: Joshua Haggmark, Principal Civil Engineer/TG/m]
SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director

APPROVED BY: City Administrator’s Office
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Agenda Item No.

File Code No. 66001

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: May 12, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers

FROM: Housing and Redevelopment Division, Community Development
Department

SUBJECT: Adoption Of Proposed Amendments To The Inclusionary Housing
Ordinance

RECOMMENDATION: That Council:

A. Adopt the findings attached to this Council Agenda Report in order to approve the
Final Mitigated Negative Declaration (and related Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program) regarding the proposed amendments to the Inclusionary
Housing Ordinance; and

B. Adopt, by reading of title only, An Ordinance of the Council of the City of Santa
Barbara Amending Title 28 of the Municipal Code to Revise Chapter 28.43 and
Section 28.92.110 With Respect to Expanded Inclusionary Housing
Requirements for Smaller Residential Projects Approved for Construction Within
the City.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

In September, 2008, Council acted to introduce the proposed amendments to the City’s
Inclusionary Housing Ordinance (the “IHO”) discussed herein; however, based on
comments from the public regarding the adequacy of the form of environmental review,
Council postponed adoption of the amendments. Since then, additional environmental
review has been conducted on the draft ordinance and the Planning Commission
reviewed the proposed amendments in accordance with the requirement of the state
Planning and Zoning Act. Planning Commission recommended that Council not adopt
these amendments, for reasons summarized in the discussion below.

The most significant of the proposed amendments is to apply the Ordinance to all
ownership housing projects of 2 or more units, rather than the current threshold of 10 or
more units. Projects of 2 through 9 units would not be required to provide an
inclusionary unit, but instead could opt to pay a pro-rated in-lieu fee of approximately
$18,000 per unit.
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Staff continues to recommend that Council adopt the amendments to the Inclusionary
Housing Ordinance. Although there have been upheavals in the economy since
September that have shaken the housing development environment, the need to address
the impacts of significantly smaller ownership projects, especially condo conversions, has
not changed.

BACKGROUND:

The City’s Inclusionary Housing Ordinance was first adopted in 2004. It requires that all
residential ownership subdivisions of 10 or more units, whether new construction or
condominium conversions, are required to provide 15 percent of the total units as
“inclusionary units.” Apartments are exempt from the Ordinance because they are not
subdivisions and may not be sold separately. Inclusionary units mandated by the
Ordinance must be sold at prices affordable to “middle-income” households (households
with incomes from 120% to 160% of the area median income). Developers are entitled to a
density bonus for each required inclusionary unit.

Threshold Number of Units: The Ordinance as adopted in 2004 does not apply to
projects of less than 10 units. Some concerns have been expressed that smaller
projects have impacts that the Ordinance does not address. Staff has noted the
following comments at public hearings on the Ordinance amendments:

e The majority of new ownership housing projects, both new construction and
condominium conversions, have less than 10 units.

e Many new ownership projects and condominium conversions with between 2 and
9 units have been approved since the Ordinance was adopted and more are in
the development review process.

e The Ordinance findings state that new market-rate ownership housing increases
demand for services provided by people who cannot afford housing in the City.
These findings are just as true for new housing projects and condominium
conversions with fewer than 10 units.

History of Proposed Amendments: The City Council referred the scope of the IHO to the
Council’'s Housing Policy Steering Committee (HPSC) for consideration of possible
changes to the Ordinance. The HPSC met twice, in April and May of 2007 and
recommended several amendments, including:

1) a 10% inclusionary requirement for projects of 2 through 9 units (double the
amount proposed today); and

2) increasing the inclusionary requirement from 15% to 20% in the Central
Business District.

In June 2007, the Planning Commission approved the recommendations of the HPSC
and forwarded them to Council.

In August, 2007, Council heard the recommendations of the HPSC and Planning
Commission. Council decided that the two changes mentioned above should be
considered as part of the Plan Santa Barbara process. Council chose instead to move
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forward with a scaled-back set of amendments to the IHO that would impose a 5%
(instead of 10%) inclusionary requirement on projects with 2 through 9 units. This
reduction would mean that projects with 2 through 9 units would not be required to
provide inclusionary units, but would instead only be required to pay a pro-rated in-lieu
fee or provide one inclusionary unit. This change would expedite the environmental
review process of the proposed Ordinance amendments.

In April 2008, the Ordinance Committee reviewed the Council recommendations and
received public input. The Ordinance Committee added an exemption for the first unit in
projects of 2 through 4 new units in order to exempt “mom and pop” (i.e., owner
occupied) developers. In June 2008, Council accepted the recommendations of the
Ordinance Committee and returned the matter to Ordinance Committee for drafting of
amendments to the Ordinance.

On September 30, 2008, on a 6-1 vote, Council accepted the amendments to the
Inclusionary Housing Ordinance and introduced the revised Ordinance for subsequent
adoption. These are the same amendments that are before Council today. The following
week, the revised Ordinance was on Council's Consent Calendar for adoption but was
pulled when members of the public objected to the form the environmental review and
asked that the final version of the ordinance be reviewed by the Planning Commission.
Since then, on the advice of the City Attorney, further environmental review has been
completed and the revised Ordinance has been considered by the Planning Commission.

DISCUSSION:

Planning Commission Recommendation: On April 2, 2009, after reviewing and discussing
the latest draft of the amendment, the Planning Commission recommended that Council
not adopt the proposed changes at this time. The vote was 4-0 with 1 abstention. The
majority agreed on the following reasons, as paraphrased and summarized by Housing
Programs staff:

e There is no need to rush this, especially since housing development has slowed.
It is better to look at these issues as part of the City’'s General Plan Update
process (PlanSB).

e This acts as a disincentive on new housing development and may actually stop
some new projects by making them economically infeasible. We should look to
providing incentives for affordable ownership and rental development rather than
imposing a disincentive on the people who are trying to provide new housing.

The draft minutes from the Planning Commission action on this agenda item are
attached as Attachment #3. The Planning Commission is scheduled to review, revise if
necessary, and approve these minutes at their meeting of May 7, 2009.

Despite the recommendation of the Planning Commission, staff continues to recommend
that Council adopt the amendments to the Ordinance. Although there have been
upheavals in the economy since September that have shaken the development
environment, the need to address the impacts of smaller ownership projects, especially
condo conversions, has not changed. Approving these changes now would not affect the
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ability to explore further incentives for affordable housing through the Plan Santa Barbara
process.

Summary of Proposed Amendments approved by Council in September:

1. Lower the Threshold from 10-or-More Units to 2-or-More Units: In September
2008, the Council directed staff to prepare revisions to the IHO so that the IHO would
apply to all ownership housing projects of 2 or more units, rather than the current
threshold of 10 or more units. The required inclusionary percentage for projects of 2
through 9 units would be 5%. Projects of 2 through 9 units would not be required to
provide an inclusionary unit, but instead could opt to pay a pro-rated in-lieu fee.
Because there would be no absolute requirement for an inclusionary unit for these
smaller projects, there would be no entitlement to a density bonus unit.

In new construction projects of 2 through 4 units, the first unit would be exempt from the in-
lieu fee requirement. This exemption is limited to new construction projects, and does not
apply to condominium conversion projects or to residential land subdivisions into individual
lots.

2. Expand the permissible uses of collected in-lieu fees: This amendment would
expand the allowable uses for collected in-lieu fees to include the City’s purchase and
resale of middle and upper middle income affordable units that are in default in order to
preserve the long-term affordability of such units. It would also permit the fees to be used
to subsidize the creation of affordable middle and upper-middle housing.

3. Delay the payment due date for in-lieu fees for projects of 2 through 4 units: This
amendment would also allow a developer to delay the payment due date until “prior to
occupancy” rather than “prior to the building permit.” This would lessen the financial impact
on these small projects, some of which are developed by “mom and pop” owners rather
than professional developers.

4, Eliminate the reference to a lot-area modification. Under the existing IHO, all
required inclusionary units receive a density bonus by entitlement. Because the increased
number of units allowed on the site is mandated by the IHO, there is no lot area
modification required. This change will simply clarify this point. [A density bonus “by right”
applies only to inclusionary units required by the IHO, so it will continue to apply only to
projects of 10 or more units.] As noted above, for projects fewer than 10 units, the
recommended changes will not result in any required inclusionary units unless the project
developer decides to provide a unit in lieu of paying a fee. Only the payment of a pro-rated
in-lieu fee will be required.

It is also important to note that the entitlement to density bonus units does not assure the
developer that the Planning Commission will approve the project. If the Planning
Commission believes the project is too large for the site, they may deny the project. The
Planning Commission (and Council on appeal) retains its discretion to require that the
market-rate unit sizes be reduced or other design changes be made to assure that the
approved project is compatible in size, bulk and scale with its neighborhood.

5. Exempt Projects that provide at least 30% of the units as Affordable Upper-Middle
Income Units from the Inclusionary Requirement: This change was in response to
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requests from employers who might wish to target the units to employees with incomes
that are higher than middle income. It is not limited to employer-sponsored housing,
though. There will be no density bonus by right for these units.

CONCLUSION:

The proposed amendment ordinance was introduced by the City Council on May 5,
2009, by a six-to-one vote. Because these IHO amendments would involve changes to
SBMC Title 28 (the “Zoning Ordinance”), Charter Section 1507 requires the affirmative
votes of at least five Councilmembers for adoption. If the Council believes that these
IHO amendments are an appropriate amendment to the City’s Zoning Ordinance, it
should adopt the attached findings for the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration (along
with the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program) and move to adopt the revised
amendments to the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance (SBMC Chapter 28.43) as shown
in the ordinance draft attached hereto. .

ATTACHMENT: Negative Declaration Findings dated as of May 12, 2009
PREPARED BY: Brian Bosse, Housing and Redevelopment Manager/SBF

SUBMITTED BY: Paul Casey, Community Development Director

APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office



ATTACHMENT

A. NEGATIVE DECLARATION FINDINGS - 2009 AMENDMENTS TO THE
INCLUSIONARY HOUSING ORDINANCE (SBMC CHAPTER 28.43)

1. The City Council has read and fully considered the draft Final Mitigated
Negative Declaration for the proposed 2009 amendments to the City’s
Inclusionary Housing Ordinance (SBMC Chapter 28.43) together with all
of the letters, comments, the City staff response to comments (including
the views of the City Planning Commission), and all public testimony
received during the City Council’s public review process. In the City
Council’s independent judgment and analysis and on the basis of the entire
record provided to the Council at the Council hearings on this proposed
amendment, (including the initial study, all written correspondence and
Planning Commission and public comments received, and the public
testimony) the Council finds that there is no substantial evidence that the
proposed 2009 amendments to SBMC Chapter 28.43 will have a
significant effect on the environment.

2. Pursuant to Section §15074 of the California Environmental Quality Act
Guidelines, the City Council adopts the Final Mitigated Negative
Declaration MST2008-00574.

3. In enacting these amendments to SBMC Chapter 28.43 based on a
Mitigated Negative Declaration, the City Council approves and adopts the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (the “MMRP”) dated as of
May 12, 2009 (attached hereto), which MMRP will monitor compliance
with the mitigation measures agreed to by the City, as the applicant, and
conditions imposed on this ordinance project in order to mitigate or avoid
all potentially significant effects on the environment. The Council further
finds that nothing in these amendments to SBMC Chapter 28.43 will alter
or reduce the existing requirements for obtaining a zone density
modification for a residential housing project from those requirements
which are currently in place as a result of the adoption of the City’s
original Inclusionary Housing Ordinance in March of 2004 as well as
other City’s ordinances allowing density modifications for affordable units
in a manner consistent with the City’s approved Affordable Housing
Policies and Procedures.

4, The custodian of the environmental documents (such as the Initial Study,
the Mitigated Negative Declaration, the public comments and staff
response to comments and all record documents of the proceedings) upon
which this decision is based is the Environmental Analyst for the City of
Santa Barbara Planning Division (Michael Berman) and the environmental
documents are located at 630 Garden Street, Santa Barbara, 93101 (phone
# 564-4558) and requests for copies of any of these documents may be
addressed to Michael Berman.



Inclusionary Housing Ordinance Amendment (MST#2008-00574)
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

February 13, 2009
Page 2 of 4

An Initial Study has been conducted by the lead agency, which has
evaluated the potential for these amendments to the Inclusionary Housing
Ordinance to result in adverse effect, either individually or cumulatively,
on wildlife resources. For this purpose, wildlife is defined as "all wild
animals, bird, plants, fish, amphibians, and related ecological
communities, including the habitat upon which the wildlife depends for its
continued viability." The proposed ordinance clearly does not and will not
have the potential for adverse effect on wildlife resources and their habitat.
Mitigation measures would be applied to any affordable housing unit or
affordable projects that may be proposed when Inclusionary Housing in-
lieu fee funding is available such that any potential impacts on the City
environment (which is exclusively urban and developed) will be less than
significant. The project is therefore not subject to payment of the
California Department of Fish and Game environmental review fee.
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INCLUSIONARY HOUSING ORDINANCE AMENDEMENT (MST2008-00574)
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Dated as of May 12, 2009

PROJECT LOCATION
Citywide Ordinance Amendment

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Amend the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance (IHO) that already applies to projects with 10 or
more units, to apply to projects with from two to nine units. An in-lieu fee of $17,700 per
market rate unit included in the project (payable prior to occupancy for two through four units),
would be charged when an affordable unit would not be provided as part of the project. The
ordinance would also state that where one to four new units are proposed the first unit would not
be required to pay the in-lieu fee. The requirement for a lot area modification for inclusionary
housing would be eliminated. The maximum sale prices of inclusionary units in employer-
sponsored housing projects would be increased substantially, provided that all of the units in the
project are priced at below-market restricted prices. The in-lieu fee could be used for purchasing
and reselling of existing middle and upper middle income housing, subsidizing the creation of
middle and upper middle income housing, and ensuring compliance with middle and upper
middle income housing policies and procedures

PURPOSE

The purpose of the IHO Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) is to ensure
compliance with all mitigation measures identified in the Initial Study to mitigate or avoid
potentially significant adverse environmental impacts resulting from the proposed project.

The following MMRP Matrix describes each initial study mitigation measure, monitoring
activities and the responsibilities of the various parties, along with the timing and frequency of
monitoring and reporting activities.

The MMRP Matrix is intended to be used for monitoring the project mitigation measures. The
Matrix should be used as a compliance checklist to aid in compliance verification and monitoring
requirements.
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MITIGATION MEASURE

PARTY RESPONSIBLE
FOR IMPLEMENTATION

VERIFICATION

DATE

ACCOMPLISHED

COMMENTS

Aesthetics - When construction is proposed it shall be subjected to
environmental and discretionary/design review to minimize any project
visual impacts identified and for consistency with the Santa Barbara
Municipal Code, General Plan Conservation Element, and applicable
design review guidelines. Existing Lighting Ordinance compliance would
be ensured during project review and standard conditions of approval
would be applied.

Applicant

Air Quality- When construction is proposed it would be reviewed
according to the MEA and SBCAPCD Scope and Content of Air Quality
Sections in Environmental Documents and conditions of approval
designed to minimize construction and operation air pollutant emissions
would be applied to the project.

Environmental Analyst

Biology- When construction is proposed, it would be reviewed
according to MEA, the General Plan Conservation Element, and SBMC
standards and regulations and conditions of approval designed to
minimize biological impacts would be applied to the project.

Environmental Analyst

Cultural- When construction is proposed it would be reviewed according
to the MEA Guidelines for Archaeological Resources and Historic
Structures and Sites, Conservation Element, and SBMC and conditions
of approval designed to minimize cultural resource impacts would be
applied to the project.

Environmental Analyst

Hazards- When construction is proposed federal, state, and local
regulations pertaining to hazardous material and conditions of approval
designed to minimize hazardous materials impacts would be applied to
the project.

Environmental Analyst

Noise- When construction is proposed, California Building Code, Noise
element policies, City Noise Ordinance requirements, and conditions of
approval would be applied to the project to minimize noise impacts.

Environmental
Analyst/Building
Department

Water- When construction is proposed requirements of the Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan, SBMC, and General Plan policies designed to
minimize water resource impacts and conditions of approval would be
applied to the project.

Environmental Analyst




ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SANTA BARBARA AMENDING TITLE 28 OF THE
MUNICIPAL CODE TO REVISE CHAPTER 28.43 AND
SECTION 28.92.110 WITH RESPECT TO EXPANDED
INCLUSIONARY HOUSING REQUIREMENTS FOR SMALLER
RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS APPROVED FOR
CONSTRUCTION WITHIN THE CITY.

THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA BARBARA DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section One: Chapter 28.43 of Title 28 of the Santa Barbara
Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as follows:

28.43.010 Purposes and Intent.

A. The purposes and intent of this Chapter, which shall be
known as the “City of Santa Barbara Inclusionary Housing
Ordinance,” are the following:

1. To encourage the development and availability of housing
affordable to a broad range of Households with varying income
levels within the City;

2. To promote the City’s goal to add affordable housing

units to the City’s housing stock;

3. To increase the availability of housing opportunities for
Middle Income and Upper-Middle Income households within the City
limits in order to protect the economic diversity of the City’s
housing stock, reduce traffic, commuting and related air quality
impacts, and reduce the demands placed on transportation
infrastructure in the region; and

4. To implement policies of the Housing Element of the
General Plan which include: a. adopting an inclusionary housing
program to meet the housing needs of those not currently served
by City Housing and Redevelopment Agency programs; and b.
encouraging the development of housing for first time home
buyers, including moderate and Middle Income households.

28.43.020 Definitions.

As used in this Chapter, the following terms shall have the

meaning and usage indicated below:

A. AFFORDABLE HOUSING POLICIES AND PROCEDURES. The City’s
Affordable Housing Policies and Procedures as adopted by the City
Council of the City of Santa Barbara and amended from time to
time.

B. AFFORDABLE HOUSING INCLUSIONARY FUND. That special fund of
the City established by the City as provided in Section
28.43.130.

C. AREA MEDIAN INCOME. The median household income as provided
in Section 50093 (c) of the California Government Code, as it is
currently enacted or hereinafter amended.

D. APPLICANT. Any person, firm, partnership, association,
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joint venture, corporation, or any entity or combination of
entities, which seeks City approvals for all or part of a
Residential Development.

E. HOUSEHOLD. One person living alone or two or more persons
sharing residency whose income is considered for housing
payments.

F. INCLUSIONARY HOUSING PLAN. A plan for a residential
development submitted by an Applicant as provided by Section
28.43.090 (b) .

G. INCLUSIONARY UNIT. An Ownership Unit that must be offered
to eligible purchasers (in accordance with eligibility
requirements set by the City) at a City-approved affordable sale
price according to the requirements herein.

H. MARKET-RATE UNIT. An Ownership Unit in a Residential
Development that is not an Inclusionary Unit.

I. MIDDLE INCOME HOUSEHOLD. A Household whose income is
between one hundred twenty percent (120%) and one hundred sixty
percent (160%) of the Area Median Income, adjusted for household
size.

J. OFF-SITE INCLUSIONARY UNIT. An Inclusionary Unit that will
be built separately or at a different location than the main
development.

K. ON-SITE INCLUSIONARY UNIT. An Inclusionary Unit that will
be built as part of the main development.

L. OWNERSHIP UNIT. A dwelling unit that may be sold separately
under the requirements of the State Subdivision Map Act. For
purposes of this Chapter, a dwelling unit may be designated as an
Ownership Unit whether or not it is rented by the owner thereof.
The following shall be considered to be a single Ownership Unit:
1. a dwelling unit together with an attached Secondary Dwelling
Unit approved under Chapter 28.94, or 2. a dwelling unit together
with an additional dwelling unit on the same lot approved under
Chapter 28.93 of the City’s Municipal Code.

M. RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT. The proposed development of any
single family, duplex or condominium Dwelling Units in
residential or mixed use developments requiring a tentative
subdivision map under the City’s Subdivision Ordinance.
Residential Development shall include the conversion of rental
housing to condominiums or similar uses as described in Chapter
28.88 of this Municipal Code.

N. RESIDENTIAL LOT SUBDIVISION. The subdivision of land into
individual parcels where the application to the City for the
subdivision approval does not include a concurrent request for
City design approval of the residential dwelling units or homes
to be constructed upon on such lots.

O. TARGET INCOME. A number, expressed as a percentage of Area
Median Income, used in calculating the maximum sale price of an
affordable housing unit. It is the household income to which the
unit is targeted to be affordable.

P. UNIT SIZE. All of the usable floor area within the
perimeter walls of a dwelling unit, exclusive of open porches,
decks, balconies, garages, basements, cellars that extend no more
than two (2) feet above finished grade, and attics that do not
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exceed a floor-to-ceiling height of five (5) feet.

Q. UPPER-MIDDLE INCOME HOUSEHOLD. A Household whose income is
between one hundred sixty percent (160%) and two hundred percent
(200%) of the Area Median Income, adjusted for household size.

28.43.030 Inclusionary Requirements.

A. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS.

1. Developments of Ten (10) or More Units. For all
Residential Developments of ten (10) or more dwelling units, at
least fifteen percent (15%) of the total units must be
constructed and offered for sale as Inclusionary Units restricted
for owner-occupancy by Middle Income Households or, in the case
of Residential Lot Subdivisions for the construction of single
family homes, by Upper-Middle Income Households as specified
herein.

2. Developments of Less Than Ten (10) Units But More Than
One Unit - Payment of an In-Lieu Fee. For all Residential
Developments of less than ten units and more than one unit, the
Applicant shall, at the Applicant’s election, either provide at
least one unit as an owner-occupied Middle Income restricted
Unit, or pay to the City an in-lieu fee equal to five percent
(5%) of the in-lieu fee gpecified by Section 28.43.070B herein,
multiplied by the total number of dwelling units of the
Residential Development; provided, however, that for those
Residential Developments which are not a condominium conversion
project (as defined by SBMC Chapter 28.88) and which propose to
construct two (2) to four (4) dwelling units, the required in-
lieu fee shall equal five percent (5%) of the in-lieu fee
specified by Section 28.43.070B herein multiplied by the number
of units in the Residential Development which exceed one dwelling
unit.

B. RESIDENTIAL LOT SUBDIVISIONS.

1. Subdivisions of Ten or More Parcels. For all Residential
Lot Subdivisions where the lots to be approved would permit the
eventual development of ten (10) or more Dwelling Units, the
Applicant shall pay an in-lieu fee corresponding to fifteen
percent (15%) of the number of Dwelling Units that might
eventually be built on the lots, or the Applicant may propose an
alternative means of compliance with this Chapter pursuant to
Section 28.43.080 below.

2. Subdivisions of Less than Ten Parcels. For all
Residential Lot Subdivisions where the real property parcels to
be approved would result in the eventual development of less than
ten (10) Dwelling Units but more than one (1) Dwelling Unit, the
Applicant shall, at the Applicant’s election, either provide that
one Dwelling Unit will be constructed as an owner-occupied Middle
Income Household restricted Unit, or pay an in-lieu fee
corresponding to five percent (5%) of the in-lieu fee specified
by Section 28.43.070B multiplied by the number of Dwelling Units
that might eventually be built as part of the subdivision. At the
option of the Applicant, the Applicant may propose an alternative
means of compliance with this Chapter pursuant to Section
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28.43.080 below.

C. EXISTING DWELLING UNITS. Existing Ownership Units that are
to be retained shall be included in the number of units in the
Residential Development for purposes of calculating the number of
Inclusionary Units required under this Section; however, the
number of such existing units to be included in the calculation
shall not exceed the number of proposed new Ownership Units to be
added.

D. DENSITY BONUS UNITS. Any additional owner-occupied units
authorized and approved as a density bonus under the City’s
Affordable Housing Policies and Procedures will not be counted in
determining the required number of Inclusionary Units.

E. ROUNDING. In determining the number of Inclusionary Units
required by this Section, any decimal fraction less than 0.5
shall be rounded down to the nearest whole number, and any
decimal fraction of 0.5 or more shall be rounded up to the
nearest whole number.

F. PRICE LIMITS FOR INCLUSIONARY UNITS. Inclusionary Units
must be restricted for sale at affordable prices as follows:

1. Except as provided in the following subsections,
Inclusionary Units must be restricted to and sold at prices
affordable to Middle Income Households, calculated according to
procedure specified in the City’s Affordable Housing Policies and
Procedures [applicable as of the date of Planning Commission’s
approval] using a Target Income of one hundred twenty percent
(120%) of the then current Area Median Income.

2. The Community Development Director may approve a Target
Income of one hundred thirty percent (130%) of Area Median Income
for Inclusionary Units built as duplexes, or exceptionally large
condominiums, in accordance with the City’s Affordable Housing
Policies and Procedures.

3. Inclusionary Units built as detached single family homes,
each on its own separate lot, must be restricted to and sold at
prices affordable to Upper-Middle Income Households, with sale
prices calculated according to the procedure specified in the
City’s Affordable Housing Policies and Procedures using a Target
Income of one hundred sixty percent (160%) of Area Median Income.

4. Nothing herein shall preclude an Applicant/Owner from
voluntarily agreeing to restrict the Inclusionary Units for sale
to very-low, low or moderate income households at the Target
Incomes specified for such income categories in the City’s
Affordable Housing Policies and Procedures.

G. COMBINING RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS. If two proposed
Residential Developments that share a common boundary are under
development review by the City simultaneously, such developments
will be treated under this Chapter as if they were combined for
purposes of determining the number of Inclusionary Units or
Inclusionary Lots required under this Chapter, provided they are
proposed by the same Applicant or by joint Applicants which share
a substantial legal commonality of ownership and control.
Applicants which are related partnerships or corporations will be
deemed to share a substantial commonality of ownership and
control if more than sixty percent (60%) of the natural persons

4



who are general partners are the same for each partnership or, in
the case of corporate ownership, the applicant individual or
entity controls sixty percent (60%) of more of the voting stock
or shares of each corporation.

28.43.040.Exemptions.

A. PROJECTS EXEMPTED FROM INCLUSIONARY REQUIREMENTS. The
requirements of this Chapter shall not apply to the following
types of development projects:

1. Rental Units. A project constructing Dwelling Units
which may not be separately owned, transferred, or conveyed under
the state Subdivision Map Act.

2. Casualty Reconstruction Projects. The reconstruction of
any residential units or structures which have been destroyed by
fire, flood, earthquake or other act of nature, which are being
reconstructed in a manner consistent with the requirements of
Santa Barbara Municipal Code Section 28.87.038.

3. Voluntarily Affordable Projects. Residential
Developments which propose that not less than thirty percent
(30%) of the units of the development will be deed restricted for
occupancy by families qualifying as Upper Middle Income (or lower
income) households pursuant to and in accordance with the City’s
Affordable Housing Policies and Procedures.

28.43.050 Incentives for On-Site Housing.

A. PROVIDING UNITS ON-SITE. An Applicant for a Residential
Development of ten or more dwelling units who elects to satisfy
the inclusionary housing requirements of this Chapter by
producing owner-occupied Inclusionary Housing units on the site
of a Residential Development shall be entitled to a density bonus
for the number of Inclusionary Units to be provided on-site, in
accordance with the City’s density bonus program for owner-
occupied units as described in the City’s Affordable Housing
Policies and Procedures without the need for the Applicant to
separately apply for a lot area modification for the density
bonus.

B. USE OF ZONING ORDINANCE MODIFICATIONS. The City may provide
modifications in zoning requirements that will facilitate
increased density for the purpose of accomplishing the goals of
this Chapter, including modifications to parking, setback, yard
area, open space and solar access requirements as specified in
Section 28.92.110 of this Municipal Code.

28.43.060 Affordable Housing Standards.

A. CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS FOR INCLUSIONARY UNITS. Inclusionary
Units built under this Chapter must conform to the following
standards:

1. Design. Except as otherwise provided in this Chapter,
Inclusionary Units must be dispersed evenly throughout a
Residential Development and must be comparable in construction
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qguality and exterior design to the Market-Rate Units constructed
as part of the Development. Inclusionary Units may be smaller in
aggregate sgize and may have different interior finishes and
features than Market-Rate Units so long as the interior features
are durable, of good quality and consistent with contemporary
standards for new housing.

2. Size. The average number of bedrooms in the Inclusionary
Units must equal or exceed the average number of bedrooms in the
Market-Rate Units of the Development. Absent a waiver from the
Community Development Director, two-bedroom Inclusionary Units
shall generally have at least one and one-half bathrooms, and
three-bedroom Inclusionary Units shall generally have at least
two bathrooms. However, the required number of bathrooms shall
not be greater than the number of bathrooms in the Market-Rate
Units. The minimum Unit Size of each Inclusionary Unit shall be
in conformance with the City’s Affordable Housing Policies and
Procedures.

3. Timing of Comnstruction. All Inclusionary Units must be
constructed and occupied concurrently with or prior to the
construction and occupancy of Market-Rate Units of the
Development. In phased developments, Inclusionary Units may be
constructed and occupied in proportion to the number of units in
each phase of the Residential Development.

4. Duration of Affordability Requirement. Inclusionary
Units produced under this Chapter must be legally restricted to
occupancy by Households of the income levels for which the units
were designated pursuant to and in conformance with the City’s
Affordable Housing Policies and Procedures.

28.43.070 In-Lieu Fees.

A. PAYMENT OF IN-LIEU FEE TO CITY. The requirements of this
Chapter may also be satisfied by paying an in-lieu fee to the
City for deposit into the City’s Affordable Housing Inclusionary
Fund as such fund is provided for in Section 28.43.130.

B. CALCULATION OF IN-LIEU FEE. The in-lieu fee for each
required Inclusionary Unit that is not constructed on-site will
be calculated as of the date of Planning Commission final
approval in a manner sufficient to make up the monetary

difference between the following: 1. the Estimated Production
Cost of a two-bedroom condominium unit in the City as defined in
this Section, and 2. the price of a two-bedroom dwelling unit

affordable to a Low-Income Household calculated according to the
procedure specified in the City’s Affordable Housing Policies and
Procedures for a two-bedroom unit. The target income for this
calculation shall be seventy percent (70%) of Area Median Income,
and the housing-cost-to-income ratio for this calculation shall
be thirty percent (30%). The Estimated Production Cost shall be
deemed to be the median sale price of two-bedroom condominium
units in the City less a fifteen percent (15%) adjustment to
reflect an Applicant/Developer’s anticipated profit. The median
sale price of two-bedroom condominium units in the City shall be
established by the City Council, based on data provided by the
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Santa Barbara Association of Realtors or other source selected by
the City Council, for sales during the four most recent calendar
quarters prior to the calculation.

The City Council may annually review the median sale price of
two-bedroom condominium units in the City, and may, based on that
review, adjust the in-lieu fee amount.

C. PRORATING. If the calculation for the required number of
Inclusionary Units as provided in Section 28.43.030 results in a
fraction of a unit, the amount of in-lieu fee for such fractional
unit shall be prorated.

D. REDUCTION OF IN-LIEU FEE FOR SMALLER UNITS. For Residential
Developments, the amount of the in-lieu fee shall be reduced
where the average Unit Size of the Market-Rate Units is less than
1700 square feet, according to the following:

1. If the average Unit Size of the Market-Rate Units is
between 1,400 and 1,699 square feet, the in-lieu fee shall be
reduced by fifteen percent (15%).

2. If the average Unit Size of the Market-Rate Units is
between 1,100 and 1,399 square feet, the in-lieu fee shall be
reduced by twenty percent (20%).

3. If the average Unit Size of the Market-Rate Units is
between 800 and 1,099 square feet, the in-lieu fee shall be
reduced by twenty-five percent (25%).

4. If the average Unit Size of the Market-Rate Units is
below 800 square feet, the in-lieu fee shall be reduced by thirty
percent (30%).

E. TIMING OF PAYMENT OF IN-LIEU FEE. The timing of payment of
the in-lieu fee varies according to the type of development and
the number of units to be developed, as follows:

1. New Construction of Five or More Units. For new
construction of five or more dwelling units, the in-lieu fee
shall be paid prior to the issuance of a building permit for the
Development; for phased-construction developments, payment of the
applicable in-lieu fees shall be made for each portion of the
Development prior to the issuance of a building permit for that
phase of the Development. 1In the event that the
Applicant/Developer intends to pay the in-lieu fee from proceeds
of a bank construction loan, and such bank requires the issuance
of a building permit prior to funding the construction loan, the
Applicant/Developer may request that the Community Development
Director issue the building permit prior to payment of the fee.
The Community Development Director may approve such request
provided the Applicant/Developer agrees in writing that the fee
will be paid within ten (10) days after the issuance of the
building permit, and further agrees that the building permit will
be deemed revoked by the City and work undertaken pursuant to the
building permit stopped if the in-lieu fee is not paid within
such ten-day period.

2. Condominium Conversions. For condominium conversions,
payment of the in-lieu fee shall be made prior to recordation of
the Final Subdivision Map.



3. Residential Lot Subdivisions. For Residential Lot
Subdivisions, payment of the in-lieu fee shall be made prior to
recordation of the Final Subdivision Map.

4. Residential Developments of Four Units or Less. For
Residential Developments of four units or less which are subject
to this Chapter and which elect to pay an in-lieu fee under the
requirements of this Chapter, the in-lieu fees shall be paid to
the City prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy by
the Chief Building Official of the City.

F. DELAYED PAYMENT. When payment is delayed, in the event of
default, or for any other reason, the amount of the in-lieu fee
payable under this Section will be based upon the greater of the
fee schedule in effect at the time the fee is paid or the fee
schedule in effect at the time of Planning Commission approval.

28.43.080 Alternative Methods of Compliance.

A. ALTERNATIVE METHODS OF COMPLIANCE - APPLICANT PROPOSALS. An
Applicant, at the Applicant’s option, may propose an alternative
means of compliance with this Chapter by submitting to the City
an Inclusionary Housing Plan prepared in accordance with the
following alternative compliance provisions:

1. Off-Site Construction. All or some of the required
Inclusionary Units may be constructed off-site if the Planning
Commission (or the City Council on appeal) finds that the
combination of location, unit size, unit type, pricing, and
timing of availability of the proposed off-site Inclusionary
Units would provide equivalent or greater benefit than would
result from providing those Inclusionary Units on-site as might
otherwise be required by this Chapter. Prior to the recordation
of the Final Subdivision Map for the Residential Development
subject to the inclusionary requirements of this Chapter, the
Applicant shall post a bond, bank letter of credit, or other
security acceptable to the Community Development Director, in the
amount of the in-lieu fee per Section 28.43.070, which the City
may call and may deposit in the Affordable Housing Inclusionary
Fund and may spend in accordance with the terms of that Fund in
the event that the off-site inclusionary units are not completed
(as evidenced by the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for
such units) according to the schedule stated in the Inclusionary
Housing Plan submitted by the Applicant and prior to the
completion and occupancy of the Residential Development.

2. Dedication of Land For Affordable Housing Purposes. In
lieu of building Inclusionary Units on or off-site or the payment
of in-lieu fees, an Applicant may choose to dedicate land to the
City [or a City-designated non-profit housing developer] under
circumstances where the land is suitable for the construction of
Inclusionary Units and under circumstances which the Planning
Commission (or the City Council on appeal) reasonably has
determined to be of equivalent or greater value than would be
produced by applying the City’s current in-lieu fee to the
Applicant’s inclusionary housing obligation.

3. Combination of Approaches. The Planning Commission (or
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the City Council on appeal) may accept any combination of on-site
construction, off-site construction, in-lieu fees and land
dedication which, in the Planning Commission’s or City Council’s
determination, would provide equivalent or greater benefit than
that which might result from providing Inclusionary Units on-
site.

B. DISCRETION OF PLANNING COMMISSION OR CITY COUNCIL. The
Planning Commission (or the City Council on appeal) may approve,
conditionally approve or reject any alternative proposed by an
Applicant as part of an Affordable Housing Plan. Any approval or
conditional approval must be based on a finding that the purposes
of this Chapter would be better served by implementation of the
proposed alternative. In determining whether the purposes of
this Chapter would be better served under the proposed
alternative, the Planning Commission (or the City Council on
appeal) should consider the extent to which other factors affect
the feasibility of prompt construction of the Inclusionary
Housing Units, such as site design, zoning, infrastructure, clear
title, grading and environmental review.

28.43.090 Inclusionary Housing Plan Processing.

A. GENERALLY. The submittal of an Inclusionary Housing Plan
and recordation of an approved City affordability control
covenant shall be a pre-condition on the City approval of any
Final Subdivision Map, and no building permit shall be issued for
any Development to which this Chapter applies without full
compliance with the provision of this Section. This Section
shall not apply to exempt projects or to projects where the
requirements of the Chapter are satisfied by payment of an in-
lieu fee under Section 28.43.070.

B. INCLUSIONARY HOUSING PLAN. Every residential development to
which this Chapter applies shall include an Inclusionary Housing
Plan as part of the application submittal for either development
plan approval or subdivision approval. No application for a
tentative map, subdivision map, or building permit for a
development to which this Chapter applies may be deemed complete
until an Inclusionary Housing Plan is submitted to and approved
by the Community Development Director as being complete. At any
time during the formal development review process, the Community
Development Director may require from the Applicant additional
information reasonably necessary to clarify and supplement the
application or determine the consistency of the Project’s
proposed Inclusionary Housing Plan with the requirements of this
Chapter.

C. REQUIRED PLAN ELEMENTS. An Inclusionary Housing Plan must
include the following elements or submittal requirements:

1. The number, location, structure (attached, semi-attached,
or detached), and size of the proposed Market-Rate and
Inclusionary Units and the basis for calculating the number of
Inclusionary Units;

2. A floor or site plan depicting the location of the
Inclusionary Units and the Market-Rate Units;
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3. The income levels to which each Inclusionary Unit will be
made affordable;

4. The methods to be used to advertise the availability of
the Inclusionary Units and select the eligible purchasers,
including preference to be given, i1f any, to applicants who live
or work in the City in conformance with the City’s Affordable
Housing Policies and Procedures;

5. For phased Development, a phasing plan that provides for
the timely development of the number of Inclusionary Units
proportionate to each proposed phase of development as required
by Section 28.43.060.A.3 of this Chapter;

6. A description of any modifications as listed in Section
28.92.110 that are requested of the City;

7. Any alternative means designated in Section 28.43.080.A
proposed for the Development along with information necessary to
support the findings required by Section 28.43.080.B for approval
of such alternatives; and

8. Any other information reasonably requested by the
Community Development Director to assist with evaluation of the
Plan under the standards of this Chapter.

D. AFFORDABILITY CONTROL COVENANTS. Prior to issuance of a
grading permit or building permit, whichever is requested first,
a standard City affordability control covenant must be approved
and executed by the Community Development Director, executed by
the Applicant/Owners, and recorded against the title of each
Inclusionary Unit. If subdivision into individual property
parcels has not been finalized at the time of issuance of a
grading permit or building permit, an overall interim
affordability control covenant shall be recorded against the
Residential Development, and shall be replaced by separate
recorded affordability control covenants for each unit prior to
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy by the City for such
units.

28.43.100 Eligibility for Inclusionary Units.

A. GENERAL ELIGIBILITY FOR INCLUSIONARY UNITS. No Household
may purchase or occupy an Inclusionary Unit unless the City has
approved the Household’s eligibility, and the Household and City
have executed and recorded an affordability control covenant in
the chain of title of the Inclusionary Unit. Such affordability
control covenant is in addition to the covenant required in
Section 28.43.090 above. The eligibility of the purchasing
household shall be established in accordance with the City’s
Affordable Housing Policies and Procedures and any additional
eligibility requirements agreed upon in writing by the Applicant
and the City.

B. OWNER OCCUPANCY. A Household which purchases an
Inclusionary Unit must occupy that unit as a principal residence,
as that term is defined for federal tax purposes by the United
States Internal Revenue Code.
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28.43.110 Owner-Occupied Units; Sales Price; Long-Term
Restriction.

A. INITIAL SALES PRICE. The initial sales price of an
Inclusionary Unit must be set in accordance with the City’s
Affordable Housing Policies and Procedures, using the Target
Income requirements specified in this Chapter.

B. TRANSFERS AND CONVEYANCES. A renewal of the affordability
controls covenant will be entered into upon each change of
ownership of an Inclusionary Unit and upon any transfer or
conveyance (whether voluntarily or by operation of law) of an
owner-occupied Inclusionary Unit as such covenants are required
in accordance with the City’s Affordable Housing Policies and
Procedures.

C. RESALE PRICE. The maximum sales price and qualifications of
purchasers permitted on resale of an Inclusionary Unit shall be
specified in the affordability control covenant and shall be in
conformance with the City’s then approved and applicable
Affordable Housing Policies and Procedures.

28.43.120 Adjustments and Waivers.

A. ADJUSTMENTS AND WAIVERS. The requirements of this Chapter
may be adjusted to propose an alternative method of compliance
with this Chapter in accordance with Section 28.43.080 or waived
(in whole or in part) by the City if the Applicant demonstrates
to the Planning Commission (or the City Council on appeal) that
applying the requirement of this Chapter would be contrary to the
requirements of the laws of the United States or California or
the Constitutions thereof.

B. TIMING OF WAIVER REQUEST. To receive an adjustment or
waiver, the Applicant must make an initial request of the
Planning Commission for such an adjustment or waiver and an
appropriate demonstration of the appropriateness of the
adjustment or waiver when first applying to the Planning
Commission for the review and approval of the proposed
Residential Development development plan or subdivision review as
such review and approval is required by either Title 28 or Title
27 of the Santa Barbara Municipal Code.

C. WAIVER AND ADJUSTMENT CONSIDERATIONS. In making a
determination on an application to adjust or waive the
requirements of this Chapter, the Planning Commission (or the
City Council on appeal) may assume each of the following when
applicable: (i) that the Applicant is subject to the
inclusionary housing requirement or in-lieu fee; (ii) the extent
to which the Applicant will benefit from inclusionary incentives
under Section 28.43.050; and (iii) that the Applicant will be
obligated to provide the most economical Inclusionary Units
feasible in terms of construction, design, location and tenure.

D. WRITTEN DECISION. The Planning Commission (or the City
Council on appeal) will determine the application and issue
written findings and a decision within sixty (60) days of the
public hearing on the Adjustment/Waiver Request.
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E. APPEAL TO THE CITY COUNCIL. Upon a decision by the Planning
Commission on the proposed overall residential development plan,
any action taken by the Commission made pursuant to a request for
an adjustment for an alternative method of compliance under
Section 28.43.080, or for a waiver pursuant to this Section, may
be appealed to the City Council in accordance with the appeal
procedures of Santa Barbara Municipal Code Section 1.30.050.

28.43.130 Affordable Housing Inclusionary Fund.

A. INCLUSIONARY FUND. There is hereby established a separate
City Affordable Housing Inclusionary Fund (“Fund”) maintained by
the City Finance Director. This Fund shall receive all fees
contributed under Sections 28.43.070 and 28.43.080 and may, at
the discretion of the City Administrator, also receive monies
from other sources.

B. PURPOSE AND LIMITATIONS. Monies deposited in the Fund must
be used to increase and improve the supply of housing affordable
to Upper-Middle, Middle, Moderate-, Low-, and Very Low-Income
Households in the City and to ensure compliance of such
Households with the City’s Affordable Housing Policies and
Procedures. Monies may also be used to cover reasonable
administrative or related expenses associated with the
administration of this Section, including but not limited to, the
City’s purchase and resale of affordable housing units that are
in default of the affordable control covenant recorded against
that property, provided that the City shall, at all times, comply
with the applicable provisions and requirements of the state
Mitigation Fee Act, Govt. Code Sections 66000 - 66025.

C. ADMINISTRATION. The Fund shall be administered by the
Community Development Director, who may develop procedures to
implement the purposes of the Fund consistent with the
requirements of this Chapter and any adopted budget of the City.

D. EXPENDITURES. Fund monies shall be used in accordance with
the City’s Housing Element, Redevelopment Plan, the City’s
Affordable Housing Policies and Procedures, or subsequent plan
adopted by the City Council to construct, rehabilitate or
subsidize affordable housing or assist other governmental
entities, private organizations or individuals to do so.
Permissible uses include, but are not limited to, assistance to
housing development corporations, equity participation loans,
grants, pre-home ownership co-investment, pre-development loan
funds, participation leases or other public-private partnership
arrangements. The Fund may be used for the benefit of both
rental and owner-occupied housing in accordance with the
applicable requirements of the state Mitigation Fee Act, Govt.
Code Sections 66000 - 66025.

E. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR’S ANNUAL REPORT. The
Community Development Director, with the assistance of the City
Finance Director, shall report annually to the City Council on
the status of activities undertaken with the Fund. The report
shall include a statement of income, expenses, disbursements and
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other uses of the Fund. The report should also state the number
and type of Inclusionary Units constructed during that year.

SECTION TWO: Section 28.92.110 of Chapter 28.92 of Title 28 is
hereby amended to read as follows:

28.92.110 Modifications.

Modifications may be granted by the Planning Commission or
Staff Hearing Officer as follows:

A. BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION. The Planning Commission may
permit the following:

1. Parking. A modification or waiver of the parking or
loading requirements where, in the particular instance, the
modification will not be inconsistent with the purposes and
intent of this Title and will not cause an increase in the demand
for parking space or loading space in the immediate area.

2. Setbacks, Lot Area, Floor Area, Street Frontage, Open
Yard, Outdoor Living Space, and Distance Between Buildings. A
modification of setback, lot area, floor area, street frontage,
open yard, outdoor living space, or distance between buildings
requirements where the modification is consistent with the
purposes and intent of this Title, and is necessary to (i) secure
an appropriate improvement on a lot, (ii) prevent unreasonable
hardship, (iii) promote uniformity of improvement, or (iv) the
modification is necessary to construct a housing development
containing affordable dwelling units rented or owned and occupied
in the manner provided for in the City’s Affordable Housing
Policies and Procedures as defined in subsection (A) of Section
28.43.020 of this Code.

3. Fences, Screens, Walls, and Hedges. A modification of
fence, screen, wall and hedge regulations where the modification
is necessary to secure an appropriate improvement on a lot and is
consistent with the purposes and intent of this Title.

4. Solar Access. A modification of height limitations
imposed by Section 28.11.020 to protect and enhance solar access
where the modification is necessary to prevent an unreasonable
restriction. The Rules and Regulations approved pursuant to
Section 28.11.040 shall contain criteria for use in making a
finding of unreasonable restriction.

5. Building Height. A modification of building height
limitations for existing buildings or structures that exceed the
current building height 1limit, to allow the exterior of the
portion of the building or structure that exceeds the building
height limit to be improved or upgraded, provided that the
improvements increase neither the height nor the floor area of
any portion of the building or structure that exceeds the
building height limit, except as otherwise allowed in the Code.

6. Net Floor Area (Floor to Lot Area Ratio). A modification
of the net floor area standard imposed by Section 28.15.083 to
allow a development that would otherwise be precluded by
operation of Subsection 28.15.083.D where the Planning Commission
makes all of the following findings:
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a. Not less than five (5) members of the Single Family
Design Board or six (6) members of the Historic Landmarks
Commission (on projects referred to the Commission pursuant to
Section 22.69.030) have voted in support of the modification
following a concept review of the project;

b. The subject lot has a physical condition (such as the
location, surroundings, topography, or the size of the lot
relative to other lots in the neighborhood) that does not
generally exist on other lots in the neighborhood; and

c. The physical condition of the lot allows the project to
be compatible with existing development within the neighborhood
that complies with the net floor area standard.

7. Accommodation of Disabilities. A modification of any
zoning regulation where the modification is necessary to allow
improvements to an existing building in order to provide
reasonable accommodations to individuals with disabilities. This
modification is not available in the case of new buildings,
demolitions and rebuilds, or additions where the proposed
construction precludes a reasonable accommodation that would not
require a modification.

B. BY THE STAFF HEARING OFFICER. The Staff Hearing Officer
may permit modifications in accordance with subsections 1., 2.,
3., 4., 5., and 7. above, if the Staff Hearing Officer finds
that:

1. The requested modification is not part of the approval of
a tentative subdivision map, conditional use permit, development
plan, site plan, plot plan, or any other matter which requires
approval of the Planning Commission; and

2. If granted, the modification would not significantly
affect persons or property owners other than those entitled to
notice.

SECTION THREE: The amendments to Santa Barbara Municipal Code
Chapter 28.43 enacted by the adoption of this Ordinance shall only
apply to Residential Development projects or Residential Lot
Subdivisions approved by the City Planning Commission subsequent
to the date of the adoption of this Ordinance.
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CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MINUTES

Regular Meeting
April 7, 2009
Council Chamber, 735 Anacapa Street

CALL TO ORDER

Chair Marty Blum called the joint meeting of the Agency and the City Council to order at
2:03 p.m.

ROLL CALL

Agency members present: Roger Horton, Helene Schneider, Das Williams, Chair Blum.
Agency members absent: lya G. Falcone, Dale Francisco, Grant House.

Staff present: Executive Director/Secretary James L. Armstrong, Agency Counsel
Stephen P. Wiley, Deputy Director Paul Casey, Deputy City Clerk Brenda Alcazar.

PUBLIC COMMENT
No one wished to speak.

Agency Member Francisco entered the meeting at 2:04 p.m. Agency Member Falcone
entered the meeting at 2:07 p.m. Agency Member House entered the meeting at
2:13 p.m.

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY REPORTS

Subject: Children’s Museum Of Santa Barbara - Request For Preliminary Community
Priority Designation And Approval Of Memorandum Of Understanding (640.09/15)

Recommendation:

A. That Council make a preliminary finding that the proposed children’s museum at
125 State Street meets a present need directly related to general welfare, and
grant the project a Preliminary Community Priority Designation for 2,500 square
feet of floor area; and

B. That the Agency Board approve the Memorandum of Understanding with the
Children’s Museum of Santa Barbara regarding negotiations concerning the
possible development of a children’s museum at 125 State Street and authorize
the Executive Director to execute the Memorandum of Understanding in a form
acceptable to Agency Counsel.

(Cont'd)
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(Cont'd)

Documents:
- April 7, 2009, report from the Deputy Director/Community Development
Director.
- April 7, 2009, PowerPoint presentation prepared and made by staff.

Speakers:

- Staff: Redevelopment Supervisor Brian Bosse, Redevelopment Specialist
Marck Aguilar, Associate Planner Daniel Gullett.

- Children’s Museum of Santa Barbara: Sheila Cushman, Executive
Director; Yazmin Garcia and Alondra Taboada, 4th Grade Students, Cesar
Chavez School; Board Member Gordon Auchincloss; Paul Selwyn;
Lawrence Thompson.

- Members of the Public: Steve Cushman, Santa Barbara Chamber of
Commerce; Taylor Barnes; Caroline Harrah.

Motion:
Agency/Council Members House/Horton to approve the
recommendations; Redevelopment Agency Agreement No. 516.
Vote:
Unanimous voice vote.

ADJOURNMENT

Chair Blum adjourned the meeting at 6.35 p.m.

SANTA BARBARA SANTA BARBARA
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
MARTY BLUM BRENDA ALCAZAR, CMC
CHAIR DEPUTY CITY CLERK
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CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MINUTES

Regular Meeting
April 14, 2009
Council Chamber, 735 Anacapa Street

CALL TO ORDER

Vice Chair Dale Francisco called the joint meeting of the Agency and the City Council to
order at 2:03 p.m.

ROLL CALL

Agency members present: Roger L. Horton, Grant House, Helene Schneider, Das
Williams, Vice Chair Francisco.

Agency members absent: lya G. Falcone, Chair Marty Blum.

Staff present: Executive Director/Secretary James L. Armstrong, Agency Counsel
Stephen P. Wiley, Deputy Director Paul Casey, Deputy City Clerk Susan Tschech.

PUBLIC COMMENT

No one wished to speak.

CONSENT CALENDAR (Iltem Nos. 1 - 3)

Motion:
Agency members Schneider/Horton to approve the Consent Calendar as
recommended.

Vote:
Unanimous roll call vote (Absent: Agency member Falcone, Chair Blum).

1. Subject: Minutes (9)

Recommendation: That the Redevelopment Agency waive the reading and
approve the minutes of the special meeting of March 24, 2009.

Action: Approved the recommendation.
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2. Subject: Redevelopment Agency Fiscal Year 2009 Interim Financial Statements
For The Seven Months Ended January 31, 2009 (10)

Recommendation: That the Redevelopment Agency Board accept the
Redevelopment Agency Fiscal Year 2009 Interim Financial Statements for the
Seven Months Ended January 31, 2009.

Action: Approved the recommendation (April 14, 2009, report from the Fiscal
Officer).

3. Subject: Redevelopment Agency Fiscal Year 2009 Interim Financial Statements
For The Eight Months Ended February 28, 2009 (13)

Recommendation: That Redevelopment Agency Board accept the
Redevelopment Agency Fiscal Year 2009 Interim Financial Statements for the
Eight Months Ended February 28, 2009.

Action: Approved the recommendation (April 14, 2009, report from the Fiscal
Officer).

ADJOURNMENT

Vice Chair Francisco adjourned the meeting at 5:05 p.m.

SANTA BARBARA SANTA BARBARA
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY CITY CLERK’S OFFICE
DALE FRANCISCO SUSAN TSCHECH, CMC
VICE CHAIR DEPUTY CITY CLERK
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Agenda Item No.

File Code No. 53004

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

JOINT COUNCIL AND REDEVELOPMENT
AGENCY AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: May 12, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
Chair and Boardmembers

FROM: Engineering Division, Public Works Department
Housing and Redevelopment Division, Community Development
Department

SUBJECT: Contract For Construction Of The West Cabrillo Pedestrian

Improvement Project

RECOMMENDATION:

A. That the Redevelopment Agency (RDA) Board authorize the expenditure of
$2,300,612 for the West Cabirillo Pedestrian Improvement Project;

B. That Council award and authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract
with Elevation General Engineering (Elevation), in their low bid amount of
$1,895,142, for construction of the West Cabrillo Pedestrian Improvement Project
(Project), Bid No. 3522, and authorize the Public Works Director to approve
expenditures up to $189,500 to cover any cost increases that may result from
contract change orders for extra work and differences between estimated bid
guantities and actual quantities measured for payment, and authorize the Public
Works Director to accept the final contract amount, with approved changes, and file
all Notices of Completion (NOC) with the County Clerk-Recorder’s Office;

C. That Council authorize the General Services Manager to issue a purchase order
to Fugro West, Inc. (Fugro), in the amount of $13,500 for material testing
services, and authorize the General Services Manager to approve expenditures
of up to $1,500 for extra services of Fugro that may result from necessary
changes in the scope of work;

D. That Council authorize the General Services Manager to issue a purchase order
to Penfield & Smith Engineering, Inc. (P&S), in the amount of $30,000 for design
support services during construction; and

E. That Council adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of the Council of the
City of Santa Barbara Approving and Adopting the Findings Required by Health
and Safety Code Section 33445 for Funding of Capital Improvements to the West
Cabrillo Boulevard Sidewalk.



Joint Council And Redevelopment Agency Agenda Report

Contract For Construction Of The West Cabrillo Pedestrian Improvement Project
May 12, 2009

Page 2

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Staff has received ten bids for the Project and is requesting that Council authorize the
Public Works Director to execute a contract with the low bidder Elevation. Staff also
recommends that Council authorize the General Services Manager to issue a Purchase
Order to Fugro for material testing, and P&S for design support services during
construction. Direction to proceed with construction will be the last step in a long
journey aimed at improving connectivity between Stearns Wharf and the Harbor, and
improving the pedestrian experience along West Cabrillo Boulevard.

BACKGROUND:

On January 27, 2005, at a special meeting of the RDA, the Board appropriated $2
million for capital improvements aimed at improving the pedestrian linkage between
Stearns Wharf and the Harbor. With this funding, the Project was established. The
Conceptual Motion Company was contracted to develop the Project from concept
through final design. As part of the Fiscal Year 2007 budget, the RDA appropriated an
additional $1.25 million to the existing $2 million appropriation, and an additional
$250,000 as part of the Fiscal Year 2009 budget, for a total funding amount $3.5 million.

The Project was presented to, and received final approval by, the Architectural Board of
Review on January 6, 2009. The Historic Landmarks Commission approved the Project
on January 7, 2009.

DISCUSSION:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The scope of the Project works as a whole to integrate the West Beach Neighborhood
and improve the pedestrian linkage between Stearns Wharf and the Harbor area. Work
includes replacing the sidewalk along the West Cabrillo Boulevard promenade between
Stearns Wharf and Castillo Street. Enhanced brick crosswalks with pedestrian
amenities, such as bulbouts and a pedestrian-activated signal at Ambassador Park, will
improve the safety and overall appearance of West Cabrillo Boulevard. New plazas at
Chapala Street, Ambassador Park, Bath Street, and Los Bafios Pool will create areas of
interest, as well as Americans with Disabilities Act access to the multi-modal beach
path. New landscaping and public art at these plazas will further enhance the
pedestrian experience. A signage program will highlight areas of interest along the
Waterfront and provide didactic information about the public art.

The entire Project’s construction is expected to begin in early June 2009, and be
completed in late November 2009. Extensive public outreach was conducted during the
design process and that effort will continue through construction. Special efforts have
been made in the project to accommodate the hotels and businesses, including later
daily start times, earlier daily clean-up, minimal weekend obstructions, and full access to
the Project area for the July 4 weekend and all of the Old Spanish Days celebration.



Joint Council And Redevelopment Agency Agenda Report

Contract For Construction Of The West Cabrillo Pedestrian Improvement Project
May 12, 2009

Page 3

CONTRACT BIDS

A total of ten bids were received for the subject work, ranging as follows:

BIDDER BID AMOUNT

1. Elevation General Engineering $1,895,142.00
Santa Maria

2. G. Sosa Construction $1,986,089.00
Santa Maria

3. C.S. Legacy Construction, Inc. $1,996,943.00
Chino

4. Granite Construction $2,043,898.00
Watsonville

5. Berry General Engineering $2,053,755.00
Ventura

6. Lash Construction $2,102,723.25
Santa Barbara

7. C.A. Rasmussen, Inc. $2,151,895.00
Valencia

8. John Madonna Construction $2,153,395.00
San Luis Obispo

9. R. Burke Corporation $2,284,411.00
San Luis Obispo

10. Mendez Concrete, Inc. $2,346,046.25
Santa Paula

The low bid of $1,895,142, submitted by Elevation, is an acceptable bid that is
responsive to and meets the requirements of the bid specifications. The change order
funding recommendation of $189,500, or 10%, is typical for this type of work and size of
project.

CONSTRUCTION PHASE CONTRACT SERVICES

Material testing and certification services will be required continuously throughout the
contract period. Staff has negotiated an acceptable proposal with Fugro to provide
testing services for $13,500, and requests authorization of $1,500 for extra services that
may result from necessary changes in the scope of work. The firm is a local material
testing laboratory that has successfully provided services of similar scope for the City on
past projects.

P&S was the engineering firm in the design of the project and has been asked to
provide design support services during construction. Staff has negotiated an
acceptable proposal with P&S to provide design support services for $30,000.
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FUNDING:

As part of the Fiscal Year 2009 budget, the RDA Board appropriated an additional
$250,000 to the existing $3,250,000, for a total allocation of $3.5 million for capital
improvements aimed at improving the pedestrian linkage between Stearns Wharf and
the Harbor.

With a current balance of $2,675,676, there is adequate funding in the Project account
to cover the costs of the proposed construction contract.

The following summarizes the contract expenditures recommended in this report:

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT FUNDING SUMMARY

Basic Change Total
Contract Funds
Elevation General Engineering $1,895,142 $189,500 $2,084,642
Fugro Material Testing $13,500 $1,500 $15,000
P&S Design Support Services $30,000 $30,000
during Construction
Total Recommended Authorization $2,129,642
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The following summarizes all design, construction and other project related costs:

ESTIMATED TOTAL PROJECT COST SUMMARY

Design
Design (by Contract) $477,024
Design (by Staff) $61,668
Subtotal $538,692
Construction

Construction Contract $1,895,142
Construction Change Order Allowance $189,500
Subtotal $2,084,642

Construction Management/Inspection (by City staff) $170,970
Design Support Services during Construction (by Contract) $30,000
Materials Testing (by Contract) $15,000
Other Construction Costs (permits, special supplies) $2,000
Subtotal $217,970

Estimated Total Project Cost $2,841,304

SUSTAINABILITY IMPACT:

In alignment with the City’'s sustainability goals, this Project incorporates
environmentally responsible design and construction techniques that encourage
pedestrian travel, specifies the use of recycled content in the concrete, requires 100%
recycling of concrete and asphalt demolition debris, and incorporates the use of
reclaimed water and drought tolerant landscaping.

HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE SECTION 33445

California Community Redevelopment Law Section 33445 does allow, with the consent
of the legislative body, the funding of projects on property that is publicly-owned if the
project meets certain findings. The redevelopment of West Cabrillo Pedestrian
Improvements meets all the required findings in Health and Safety Code Section 33445,
because the proposed improvements are on publicly-owned land, are of benefit to the
Central City Redevelopment Project Area, as they will generate additional pedestrian
activity by locals and tourists, and add to the attractive environment of the Project area.
No other reasonable means of financing the improvements are available. In addition,
the improvements to the site will eliminate blight conditions inside the Project area by
encouraging pedestrian activity in and around the site. An increase in these activities
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improves the vitality of the Project area by encouraging economic activity by local

residents and visitors, which leads to additional public and private improvements, and
thereby eliminates blight and the conditions that lead to blight.

PREPARED BY: Joshua Haggmark, Principal Civil Engineer/MK/sk
Brian Bosse, Housing and Redevelopment Manager

SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director
Paul Casey, Community Development Director

APPROVED BY: City Administrator’s Office



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SANTA BARBARA APPROVING AND ADOPTING THE
FINDINGS REQUIRED BY HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE
SECTION 33445 FOR FUNDING OF CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENTS TO THE WEST CABRILLO BOULEVARD
SIDEWALK

WHEREAS, the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Santa Barbara is undertaking
certain activities for the planning and execution of redevelopment projects in the Central
City Redevelopment Project Area;

WHEREAS, the redevelopment through replacement of the West Cabrillo Boulevard
Sidewalk and the addition of new permanent public art and landscaping will add to the
attractive environment of the Central City Redevelopment Project area and the City of
Santa Barbara;

WHEREAS, the construction of crosswalks, signalized crossings, and other pedestrian
amenities will increase the safety and attractiveness of the West Cabrillo promenade;

WHEREAS, improvement of the West Cabrillo Boulevard Sidewalk will provide access
to the Beach, including improvements for people with disabilities; and

WHEREAS, the Redevelopment Agency’s funding of the redevelopment of the West
Cabrillo Boulevard Sidewalk will benefit the Central City Redevelopment Project Area by
encouraging pedestrian and tourist activity in the project area, which increases the
vitality of the project area by encouraging economic activity by locals and visitors,
encouraging public and private improvements, and eliminating blight and the conditions
that lead to blight.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA
BARBARA AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The proposed improvements to the West Cabrillo Boulevard Sidewalk, to
be funded by the Redevelopment Agency, are of benefit to the Central City
Redevelopment Project area as the improvements will generate additional pedestrian
activity by locals and tourists. An increase in these activities improves the vitality of the
project area by encouraging economic activity by locals and visitors and will lead to
additional public and private improvements, and thereby, eliminate blight and the
conditions that lead to blight.

SECTION 2. No other reasonable means of financing the improvements to the West
Cabrillo Boulevard Sidewalk are available.
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File Code No. 23001

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: May 5, 2009

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Mayor and Councilmembers
Administration Division, Public Works Department

Capital Program Budget for Fiscal Year 2010

RECOMMENDATION: That Council:

A. Receive the Six-Year Capital Improvement Plan covering Fiscal Years 2010
through 2015; and
B. Hear a report from staff on the Six-Year Capital Improvement Plan and Fiscal

Year 2010 Recommended Capital Budget for all City funds.

DISCUSSION:

The City of Santa Barbara’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) is required through Section
604(d) of the City Charter. The CIP includes:

A clear general summary of its contents;

A list of all capital improvements which are proposed to be undertaken
during the six fiscal years

Cost estimates, method of financing and recommended time schedules for
each such improvement; and

The estimated annual cost of operating and maintaining the facilities to be
constructed or acquired.

The capital projects listed in the CIP document, along with the currently funded Capital
Program, form the basis for determining which capital projects should be approved in
the Fiscal Year 2010 Financial Plan.

The CIP for the Enterprise and Special Funds total over $547 million and over $66 million
of that total will originate from non-City sources, predominately Federal Aviation
Administration and Highway Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation Funds. Each
department will be available to answer questions on their capital program.
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A copy of the CIP 2010-2015 is available for review in the City Clerk’s Office. It can also
be found on the City’s website at
http://www.SantaBarbaraCA.gov/Government/Finance/CIP/

SUSTAINABILITY IMPACT:
The CIP includes projects that promote the goals of the City’s Sustainable Plan. Many
of the upgrades and maintenance projects for City facilities included in this CIP will

enhance energy efficiency, use recyclable materials and promote a longer maintenance
cycle.

PREPARED BY: Kathleen Kefauver, Administrative Analyst Ill, Public Works
Department
SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director

APPROVED BY: City Administrator’s Office
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Letter from the City Administrator

April 7, 2009

Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council
City of Santa Barbara

SUBJECT: SIX YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN — FISCAL YEARS 2010 - 2015
Mayor Blum and Members of the City Council:

In accordance with Section 604 of the City Charter, | am pleased to submit the Six Year Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for
Fiscal Years 2010-15. This document includes a comprehensive listing of planned and projected capital project needs which
have been identified by City staff for the six year planning period. This document includes both funded projects and unfunded
needs totaling over $547 M in 2009 dollars. Roughly one-third of those projects have identified funding.

Although the Charter requires a five year CIP, for many years staff has prepared a six year plan. The first two years of the
plan are the basis for the next two year financial plan, and the remaining four years are for planning purposes. The long
range nature of the CIP has become even more important in the past few years due to the complex environmental and
planning requirements that many projects face from conception through actual construction.

In order to better use this document as a comprehensive planning tool the following summaries are provided:

A. Capital Projects (summarized by the Department managing the project);
B. Six-Year CIP Totals by Fund and Department;

C. Summary of Funding Sources;

D. Summary of Unfunded Projects by Department.

Many of the project cost estimates in this document, especially those prepared for the last four years of the plan, are based
upon limited planning and design work. They should be considered rough estimates of project costs. Once funding becomes
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available and design begins the estimates will become more accurate. City Departments continue to develop asset
management tools and inventory assessments that help prioritize capital projects and identify unfunded needs. Among the
highlights of the plan are the following:

Administrative Services

The Administrative Services Department is proposing several enhancements to City software systems, including
improvements to the City-wide Geographic Information System (GIS), additional Data Storage, support to Wireless and
replacement of the City's Financial Management System (FMS). The total cost of these improvements is approximately
$2.08 M. All the projects are proposed to be funded from the General Fund and City Enterprise funded operations.

Airport

The Airport Department is proposing over $17 M in projects over the six year planning period, including $3.3 M to upgrade
and repair the Airport Sewer System, $1.7 M for Expansion of West GA Ramp, $1.5 M for Hollister Avenue Drainage and a
number of smaller projects. Approximately $6.4 M of FAA grants will contribute toward funding these projects with the
remaining coming from Airport enterprise funds.

Community Development

Community Development's CIP projects focus on upgrading to electronic permit submittal and processing and records
management. These unfunded projects total approximately $1.27 M.

Fire

The Fire Department program includes a proposal to build a new combined Forest Service/City Fire Station 7 facility, costing
over $6.63 M and additional facility upgrades totaling $285,000. The construction of these projects is unfunded at this time.

Library
The Library is proposing approximately $3 M in capital improvements, including a reorganization of the Central Library

operations totaling $900,000, the Central Library Plaza Renovation for $800,000, and various improvements at the Eastside
Branch totaling $344,500. Two trust funds will provide approximately $1.14 M in support of the Central Library projects.
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Parks and Recreation

The total cost of the proposed Parks and Recreation CIP, including the Creeks and Golf program, totals over $94.1 M. The
plan includes extensive maintenance and repair projects including the rehabilitation of the “Thousand Steps” beach stairs,
renovations to the Ortega Welcome House, improvements to the Cabirillo Bathhouse restrooms, refurbishing the “Kid's World”
play area, and annual funds to replace playground equipment through out the system. The plan also includes a proposal to
build a new Aquatics Facility totaling $18.5 M, rehabilitation of the Westside Center totaling over $1.5 M, rehabilitation of the
Municipal Tennis Center totaling $1.35 M and a new project to procure and renovate the National Guard Armory at an
estimated cost of $11.5 M. For a majority of the proposed Parks and Recreation improvements, the source of funding is
expected to be grants. However, there is uncertainty associated with successful grant acquisition, and therefore, these
projects are considered unfunded for purposes of this CIP.

Also included in the Parks and Recreation projects are a number of Creeks Restoration and Water Quality projects that will
impact the City watershed. They include rehabilitation of Mission Creek at Figueroa Street, and the Lower Arroyo Burro Creek
restoration program. Creeks projects total $19.5 M. These projects are anticipated to be funded from Measure B monies and
various State and Federal grants.

Police

The Police Department Headquarters Building is undergoing a significant upgrade to the heating and air conditioning (HVAC)
system, emergency generator and locker room facilities that are intended to improve and upgrade the building for City Police
operations. However, the on-going need for a modern and suitably sized Police Headquarters Facility, estimated at
approximately $55 M, continues as an identified need.

Public Works
Highlights of the Public Works programs include:

Streets Capital/Altemative Transportation

Major Bridge replacements at the Cabrillo Bridge at Mission Creek, the Haley/De la Vina Street Bridge at Mission Creek, and
the Ortega Bridge at Mission Creek are identified in the Streets Capital Fund, as well as the Lower Mission Creek Flood
Control Improvement Project. The Pavement Maintenance and Sidewalk Infill and Maintenance Programs are emphasized
and included as part of the Alternative Transportation Fund. Over $181 M of the projects are currently unfunded.
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Water & Wastewater Utilities

The Water Capital Fund includes two major projects, the $20 M Cater Treatment Plant Phase Ili and the $6.0 M Ortega Well
treatment facility, both expected to be bond financed. Others include the Distribution Pump Station Rehabilitation, Recycled
Water upgrades, annual Water Main replacements and smaller projects for maintenance and improvements of the water
treatment and distribution systems. The Wastewater Capital Fund focuses on implementing the El Estero Master and
Maintenance Plans that outline various maintenance activities and upgrades to the El Estero Wastewater Treatment Plant
and the annual investment in Sewer Main replacements.

Downtown Parking
Projects included in the Downtown Parking Fund include completion of the multi-year Revenue Control system replacement,
continuation of the Annual Maintenance Program at approximately $1.4 M and a Circulation and ADA Improvement project

for Lots 4 and 5 at approximately $1.1 M. Two major unfunded projects are for parking structure concrete repair and
replacement at Lots 2 and 10.

General Fund

Public Works has two annual City-wide projects, one for ADA/OSHA Compliance and the City Sustainability/Energy
Conservation program. Additionally the City’'s Resource Renewal Program has identified a number of projects such as
Access Control in major facilities, the Fiber Optic Interconnect Network, Lighting at Dwight Murphy and Repairs to Concrete
at the Cabrillo Pavilion that are included in the CIP.

Waterfront

The Waterfront Capital Improvement Program totals $12.9 M over the six year planning period with about $1.08 M funded
through grants. Major projects include a long term project to fully rebuild the Marina 1 walkways, two phases to repair the
breakwater cap, annual repairs to both the Marina and Stearns Wharf, and dredging West Beach in 2010-11. The funding for
these projects is proposed to come from Waterfront monies derived from slip fees, lease revenues and lease payments as
well as State and Federal grants.

City Sustainability Program

In accordance with Council direction and goals, it is estimated that over $300 M of these capital projects support the City's
Sustainability Program and provide a positive impact on the environment. There is continued effort on the water and sewer
systems throughout the City and at the Airport, hazardous materials abatement projects, a significant number of alternative
transportation and pedestrian-friendly projects, capital projects that support energy efficiency, including facility upgrades,
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continuing repair and maintenance of the City’s storm drain system and ongoing upgrades to comply with regulatory
requirements associated with the City’s Water and Wastewater Treatment Plants

Looking Ahead

The coming year will be challenging as Federal, State, and local revenues supporting the City’s Capital improvement
Program are expected to remain volatile.

Respectfully submitted,

James L. AnnCa;tg
Ci

dministrator
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City of Santa Barbara

Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

Introduction

The City of Santa Barbara’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) is required through Section 604(d) of the City Charter. The City Charter
requires that the City Administrator prepare and submit to the City Council a five-year CIP annually. The CIP must be filed at least
three months before the City’s annual budget is submitted to the City Council for consideration and the Capital Program includes:

1. A clear general summary of its contents;

2. Alist of all capital improvements which are proposed to be undertaken during the five (5) fiscal years next ensuing, with
appropriate supporting information as to the necessity for such improvements;

3. Cost estimates, method of financing and recommended time schedules for each such improvement; and

4. The estimated annual cost of operating and maintaining the facilities to be constructed or acquired.

The above information may be revised and extended each year with regard to capital improvements still pending or in process of
construction or acquisition. The Capital Improvement Program approval process and document are a public record open to public
participation and inspection.

Although the Charter requires a five-year CIP, for many years the City has prepared a six-year plan. The first two years of the plan are
the basis for the next two-year budget, and the remaining four years are for planning purposes. The long-range nature of the CIP has
become increasingly important over the last few years, as the lead time for major capital projects continues to grow due to increasing
complex environmental and planning requirements.

The CIP is not a budget document itself, and acceptance of the CIP by the City Council does not result in the appropriation of funds for

any specific project. However, it is a long-term planning document, which lists capital needs that the Community, City Council and City
staff have identified.
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Goals & Definition

The goals of the CIP are to:

1. Provide a balanced program for capital improvements given anticipated funding revenues over a six-year planning period;
2. lllustrate unmet capital needs based on anticipated funding levels, and; _
3. Provide a plan for capital improvements which can be used in preparing the Capital Budget for the coming fiscal year.

Capital projects are generally large-scale endeavors in terms of cost, size and benefit to the community. They involve nonrecurring
expenditures or capital outlays from a variety of specifically identified funding sources and do not duplicate normal maintenance
activities funded by the operating budget. The City of Santa Barbara defines a capital project as an activity that creates, improves,
replaces, repairs, or maintains a fixed asset with a total cost of $100,000 or greater with a life expectancy of more than five (5) years.

Fixed assets include land, site improvements, parks, buildings, streets, bike paths, bridges, stormwater facilites, water and
wastewater systems. Certain types of equipment, such as the hardware attached to land or a building, are also included. The
purchase of vehicles is not typically considered a capital project.

Planning

The underlying strategy of the CIP is to plan for land acquisition, construction, and major preservation of public facilities necessary
for the safe and efficient provision of services. A critical element of a balanced CIP is the provision of funds to preserve or enhance
existing facilities and provide new assets that will aid response to service needs of the community.

The City updates the CIP generally, every two years. For a majority of the proposed capital projects, the CIP represents project
priorities that have been established prior to the review of the draft CIP. These projects are included in the CIP to ensure that the
document serves as a complete listing of all capital projects the City plans to begin to construct over a six-year period.

Other projects in the CIP represent newly proposed capital spending on specific projects or generic categories of projects, such as
general site and facility improvements in the City’s Airport, Library, Parks and Recreation, Police, Public Works and Waterfront
Departments.

Figure 1 illustrates the role of the CIP in the process to develop and implement City projects.
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Figure 1 -

CIP Project Development & Implementation Process
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Adoption Process & Relation to the City’s Budget

The Draft CIP is published and made available to the Finance Committee and the public during the winter. Following review of the

CIP by the Finance Committee, and adoption by the City Council, the projects become the basis for preparation of the City’s Capital
Budget.
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Following adoption of the CIP by the City Council, the projects scheduled for the first fiscal year will become the basis for preparation
of the fiscal year capital budget. The capital budget is submitted to the Finance Committee in the spring of each year and adopted by
the City Council in May-June.

Projects in the second fiscal year of the CIP become the basis of the subsequent fiscal year’s capital budgeting. At the time the
Budget is adopted, any changes to project timing or funding adopted in the capital budget process or by supplemental budget action
are automatically considered to be amendments to the CIP.

Prior to implementation, the City Council must approve the funding to move forward with the Project.

Document Organization, Funds & Funding Sources

The Capital Program document is organized into the following sections:

Introduction

This section includes an introduction letter by the City Administrator, James L. Armstrong, and information about the CIP
Document.

Summary Schedules

« Capital Projects are summarized by the department managing the project;
» Six-Year CIP totals by Fund and Department;

» Comprehensive listing of funding sources; and

« Summary listing of all unfunded projects.

General Fund

* Mandated projects. These may be required by grant conditions, legal requirements, contract provisions, or adopted mitigation
measures.

* Projects that address immediate risks and/or liabilities.
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+ Projects that, if deferred, will result in significantly higher cost later and/or are now causing a deterioration of services.
» Projects identified as a policy directive.

* Normal maintenance and replacement projects that will maintain levels of service and protect existing capital investment.

Special Funds

Special Funds include the Intra-City Services (ICS) comprised of the Public Works Intra-City Service and the City Information
Systems Fund, Creeks Restoration and Water Quality Improvement Funds, the City Information Systems Fund, and the Public Works
Streets Fund.

e Public Works Intra-City Service (ICS). This fund is dependent to some degree on the amount of General Fund dollars

available. Therefore, only a few selected projects for the first two years will proceed; the others represent an unfunded backlog.
The City Facilities Planned Maintenance Program and Fleet Replacement Program are presented at a level of expected
funding.

City Information Systems Fund. Provides all computer related hardware and software services to City Departments. The
Capital Projects listed here are to support Departments, and final sources of funds will be determined after the project scopes
are finalized. .

Creeks Restoration and Water Quality Improvement Program. On November 7, 2000, City voters approved Ballot Measure B,
which dedicates a portion of the Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT) for creek restoration and improved water quality programs.
The Capital Program projects listed in the Creeks Restoration and Water Quality Improvement Program section represents the
list of identified projects developed for the program.

Public Works Streets Fund. The Street Capital Program is an important element of the CIP. Street projects are financed from a
combination of revenue sources, including State gas tax, City utility users tax, various State and Federal grants, traffic fees and
Measure A sales tax revenues. The passage of Measure A, (the reauthorization of Measure D), the local, voter-approved one-
half cent sales tax, has greatly improved the City’s capacity to complete street maintenance and traffic improvement projects.
Measure D, the 'z cent sales tax has been an important revenue source that supports the Street Capital Program. Voters
approved re-authorization of the sales tax as Measure A in November 2008.
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Enterprise Funds

Enterprise Funds are defined as those programs that generate funds for their individual budgets via revenue changed for the
services they offer. In the City of Santa Barbara, the Airport, Golf, Parking, Wastewater, Water and Waterfront funds are the
enterprise funded programs. The Enterprise Funds have presented two-year capital requests that are expected to be funded given
anticipated revenues and barring any unforeseen circumstances or changing priorities. The exception is the Airport Fund. This fund
is dependent upon Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) dollars and will require revenue bonds for several projects.

Project Details by Department

Project descriptions provide a summary description of each capital project request submitted for consideration, including a title,
responsible department, a description, and a funding schedule. The suggested sources of funding are identified with the funding
schedules. All project costs are shown in 2009 dollars. Capital project costs include feasibility planning, preliminary design, land
acquisition, development environmental review, construction and constructions management costs.
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A. Summary of Projects by Department

Data Storage Upgrade and Replacement $0 $62,000 $0 $56,000 $0 $0 $118,000
Enterprise Geographic Information System $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
(GIS) Impiementation .
Financial Management System Replacement $0 $425,000 $425,000 $300,000 $0 $0 $1,150,000
implement Business Continuity for Critical City $0 $50,000 $70,000 $70,000 $0 $0 $190,000
. Applications
| Network Infrastructure Upgrade $57,000 $3,500 $118,000 $119,000 $8,000 $8,000 $313,500
' Server Virtualization and Technology $30,000 $4,000 $16,000 $16,000 $16,000 $16,000 $98,000
Replacement !
Support Wireless Network Access within City $30,000 $40,000 $40,000 $0 $0 $0 $110,000
Buildings
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES TOTAL: $217,000 $584,500 $669,000 $561,000 $24,000 $24,000 $2,079,500

| Airport Infrastructure $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $300,000
Airport Self Service Fuel Facility $190,000 $505,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $695,000
Airport Sewer System $0 $491,950 $1,820,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $3,311,950
Airport Water System Improvement Project $680,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $680,000
AOA Pavement Maintenance $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $900,000
Building 225 Remodel $0 $0 $130,000 $345,000 $0 $0 $475,000
Expansion of West GA Ramp $0 $0 $0 $0 $0  $1,697,700  $1,697,700
Firestone Drainage (Cass to Burns) $150,500 $540,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $690,500
Hazardous Materials Program $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $300,000
Hollister Avenue Drainage Improvement $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000 $1,100,000 $1,500,000
Leased Building Maintenance $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $900,000
Street Resurfacing Program $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $900,000!
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AIRPORT TOTAL: $1,570,500

$2,086,950

Taxiway C Rehabilitation $0 $0 $1,560,000 $0 $0 $0|  $1,560,000|
Taxiway H, J, Rehabilitation $0 $0 $1,493,000 $1,626,050 $0 $0! $3,119,050
" : $5,553,000  $3,521,050 $950,000 $3,347,700 $17,029,200

Advantage Permit Plan Upgrade Project $0 $0 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $400,000
Community Development Records Program $0 $235,000 $235,000 $0 $0 $0 $470,000
Project

Electronic Submittal and Plan Review $0 $0 $0 $400,000 $0 $0 $400,000
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT TOTAL: %0 $235,000 $635,000 $400,000 $0 $0 $1,270,000

Bacterial Reduction Program/Water Quality $100,000 $350,000 $350,000 $350,000 $100,000 $100,000 $1,350,000
Capital
Capital Replacement for Storm Water Facilities $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $150,000
Catch Basin Filters/Debris Screens $100,000 $150,000 $200,000 $200,000 $100,000 $100,000 $850,000
Honda Valley Restoration $0 $0 $0 $0 $75,000 $150,000 $225,000
Invasive Plant Removal/Revegetation Program $75,000 $150,000 $125,000 $125,000 $0 $0 $475,000
Laguna Watershed Water Quality Improvement $250,000 $450,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $700,000
Las Positas Valley Restoration $0 $100,000 $650,000 $700,000 $0 $0 $1,450,000
Lighthouse Watershed Restoration $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $100,000 $150,000
| Lower Arroyo Burro Restoration Program $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $700,000 $600,000 $1,400,000
Mid-Arroyo Burro Restoration . $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $400,000 $700,000 $1,200,000
Mission Creek Barrier Removal/Watershed $600,000 $1,750,000 $1,500,000 $0 $0 $0 $3,850,000
Restoration
Mission Creek Restoration at Oak Park $650,000 $650,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,300,000
Old Mission Creek at West Figueroa $0 $0 $0 $300,000 $300,000 $0 $600,000
Rattlesnake Creek Restoration Program $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000 $750,000 $1,000,000
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San Pascual Drain at Old Mission Creek $100,000 $300,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000
San Roque Creek Restoration $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000 $750,000 $1,000,000
Stormwater Treatment Retrofit Projects (LID) $250,000 $250,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $1,700,000
Sycamore Creek Watershed Restoration $0 $50,000 $250,000 $400,000 $400,000 $0 $1,100,000
Watershed Action Plan Implementation $0 $0 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $600,000
'CREEKS RESTbRATION &-.WA_T_ER ' $2,150,000  $4,225,000 $3!550,000 $2,750,000 $3,100,000 $3,725,000 $19,500,000
QUALITY IMPROVEMENTS TOTAL.: Sl i B ) :

Fire Training Facility Classroom Addition $0 $165,000 $0 $0 . $165,000
Install High Temperature Lining Inside the Fire $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $0 $0! $120,000
Training Tower |
| Renovation of Fire Station 7/US Forest Service $130,000 $0 $500,000  $6,000,000 $0 $0| $6,630,000
' Combined Facility :
FIRE TOTAL: ) $130,000 $165,000 $620,000 -$6,000,000 $0 $0 $6,915,000

Golf Course Safety Improvement Master Plan $450,000 $0 $0 $130,000 $0 $0 $580,000|
:GOLF'TOTAL: ) : $450,000 - $0 $0 $130,000 $0 $0 $580,000

Central Library Building Renovations $90,000 $810,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $900,000
Central Library Roof Terrace Renovation $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000
Eastside Branch Library Fire Protection $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
Renewal

Eastside Branch Library Improvements $244,500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $244,500
Library Plaza Renovation ' $100,000 $700,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $800,000]
Major Recarpeting Project for Central Library $0 $200,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $400,000
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Replacement of Fire Protection system at
' Central Library

$0

$300,000

$0

$0

$0

$300,000

LIBRARY TOTAL:

$684,500

$2,010,000

$300,000

$0

$0

$2,994,500

1,000 Steps Renovation $80,000 $50,000 $0 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $1,130,000
Alameda Park Gazebo Refurbishment $0 $165,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $165,000
Alice Keck Park Memorial Garden Renovation $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $670,000 $0, $720,000
Andree Clark Bird Refuge Water Quality and $125,000 $75,000 $150,000 $150,000 $0 $0 $500,000
Habitat Restoration
Cabrillo Bathhouse Renovation $0 $0 $0 $250,000  $350,000  $5,400,000  $6,000,000
Carrillo Gym Wall Spalling $0 $0 $0 $10,000 $490,000 $0 $500,000
Chase Palm Park Expansion Renovation $0 $350,000 $150,000 $370,000 $0 $0 $870,000
Chase Paim Park Historic Carousel Acquisition $0 $650,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $650,000
Douglas Family Preserve Habitat and Trails $0 $25,000 $75,000 $125,000 $125,000 $0 $350,000
Restoration |
Dwight Murphy Field Rehabilitation $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $705,850/ $755,850
East Beach Irrigation Replacement & $10,000 $120,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $130,000
Landscape Upgrade
Franceschi House Park-Related Improvements $110,000 $55,000 $880,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,045,000
Franceschi Park Master Plan Implementation $0 $0 $0 $0 $80,000 $407,500 $487,500
Franklin Center Rehabilitation $0 $0 $25,000 $270,000 $0 $0 $295,000
' Fremont Army Reserve/MacKenzie Park $8,300,000 $3,200,000 $4,500,000 $0 $0 $0  $16,000,000
| Kids World Refurbishment $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000
" llsas Positas Tennis Restroom/Locker Room $0 $0 $100,000 $200,000 $0 $800,000 $1,100,000
roject .
Lower Mesa Lane Steps Renovation $50,000 $75,000 $367,000 $0 $0 $0 $492,000
Lower Westside Center Acquisition and $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,500,000 $700,000 $2,200,000
Renovation
| Major Aquatic Center $0 $0 $0 $1,400,000 $3,120,000 $1 4,000,000f $18,520,000
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| Mission Creek Lagoon Management Program $105,000 $350,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $455,000
' Municipal Tennis Facility Rehabilitation $0 $0 $100,000 $600,000 $650,000 $0 $1,350,000
National Guard Armory Acquisition $125,000 $175,000 $4,300,000 $6,900,000 $0 $0  $11,500,000
Oak Park Renovation $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $350,000 $450,000
Ortega Park Renovation $0 $0 $300,000 $950,000 $750,000 $0 $2,000,000
Park Restroom Renovation Program $237,600 $0 $300,000 $0 $400,000 $0 $937,600
Playground Replacement Program $145,000 $312,560 $328,200 $344,600 $361,830 $379,920 $1,872,110
Shoreline Park Safety Improvements $50,000 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $450,000
' Skofield Park Group Areas & Restroom $0 $0 $0 $0 $215,000 $647,000/ $862,000
Renovation i
' Tennis Lighting Program $50,000 $80,000 $20,000 $0 $0 $0 $150,000
| Westside Center Rehabilitation $0 $125,000 $1,400,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,525,000
Willowglen Park Refurbishment $0 $0 $0 $198,000 $0 $0 $198,000
PARKS AND RECREATION TOTAL: $9,787,600 $6,207,560 $12,995200 $12,817,600 $8,861,830 $23,390,270 $74,060,060
New Police Department Headquarters Building $0 $0 $4,500,000  $50,000,000 $0 $0  $54,500,000
| Police Department Records Management $185,570 $185,570 $185,570 $0 $0 $0 $556,710
| System Upgrade
$185,570 $185,570 $4,685,570  $50,000,000 $0 $0 $55,056,710

POLICE TOTAL.:

' Annual Maintenance: Painting of Parking
Structures

$0

$0

$0

$200,000

$200,000

$200,000 $600,000

' Annual Program: Parking Lot Maintenance and $250,000 $250,000 $300,000 $350,000 $400,000 $400,000 $1,950,000
| Repair

! Circulation & ADA Improvements to Lots 4 and $580,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $580,000!
'8 |

] Concrete and Asphalt Work in Surface Lots $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000[ $250,000
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| Concrete Repair Work Parking Structure and $0

$0

$0

$1,000,000

$1,000,000

$0

$2,000,000,

Staircase Lot 10
Concrete Repair Work Parking Structure, Lot 2 $0 $0 $0 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $0 $2,000,000
Elevator Upgrades and Replacements $0 $0 $0 $120,000 $120,000 $120,000 $360,000
Landscaping Replacement of Lots $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $200,000
Lot 2 Arcade Landscaping/Lighting $20,000 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $420,000
Improvements
Lot 2 Paseo Enhancement/Replacement $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $100,000 $150,000
Ortega Garage (10) Paseo $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $100,000 $150,000
Replacement/Enhancement
Ortega Garage (Lot 10) cornice work $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000 $400,000
repair/replacement
| Railing System Upgrade Lobero Garage $0 $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $150,000
f Replacement of Compacting Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000
Revenue Control Replacement (Lots 4 and 5) $600,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $600,000
- Security Cameras for Parking Structures $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000
PUBLIC WORKS DOWNTOWN PARKING $1,450,000 $800,000 $300,000 $2,670,000 $2,920,000 $1,870,000 $10,010,000
TOTAL:

| Access Control System $200,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000

' ADA/OSHA Improvements $150,000 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000 $1,400,000

| Cabrillo Art Center Window and Door $0 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000
Rehabilitation
Cabirillo Pavilion Concrete Spalling Repair $310,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $310,000
City Hall Restrooms Upgrade $0 $0 $750,000 $0 $0 $0 $750,000
City Sustainability Project/Energy Conservation $150,000 $150,000 $175,000 $175,000 $200,000 $200,000 $1,050,000
Elevator Replacement $0 $0 $1,200,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,200,000
Fiber Optic Interconnect Network $355,000 $46,000 $154,000 $0 $0 $0 $555,000
Public Works Corporate Repave $0 $0 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $400,000|
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Replace Sports Lighting at Dwight Murphy $100,000 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $200,000
Ballfield

Upgrade City Telephone System NEC 2400 $0 $0 $350,000 $0 $0 $0 $350,000
Switches

Walkways and Building Pathways $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $300,000_
PUBLIC WORKS GENERAL FUND TOTAL: $1,315,000 $1,196,000 $3,329,000 $475,000 $500,000 $500,000 $7,315,000

1 01 Operational Improvements: Milpas to Hot $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $0 $0 $400,000
' Springs -
' Annual Program: Access Ramps $250,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $1 50,000] $1,000,000
Annual Program: Bicycle Improvement $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000
' Annual Program: Bridge Preventative $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000/ $600,000
Maintenance Program '
Annual Program: Citywide 6.6 Amp Streetlight $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $2,400,000
Circuit Replacement :
Annual Program: Drainage System $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $3,000,000
Maintenance and Improvement
Annual Program: Intersection Improvements $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $1,200,000
Annual Program: Neighborhood Traffic $0 $0 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $2,000,000
Management Program
Annual Program: Pavement Maintenance $2,432,517 $4,000,000 $4,000,000 $4,000,000 $4,000,000 $4,000,0000 $22,432,517
Annual Program: Pedestrian Refuge Installation $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $900,000
Annual Program: School Zone & Neighborhood $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000
Safety Improvements
' Annual Program: Sidewalk Infill $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $2,400,000
Annual Program: Sidewalk Maintenance $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $2,400,00ﬂ
Annual Program: Street Light Replacement $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000
Annual Program: Streets Infrastructure $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000. $100,000 $100,000 $600,000
Management .
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' Annual Program: Traffic Operations $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000
' Improvements 5
' Annual Program: Traffic Signal Maintenance $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000|
' Annual Program: Traffic Signals $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000
' Communications Upgrades
Bike Facilities: Alisos Street Bike Boulevard $100,000 $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000
Analysis
Bike Facilities: Arroyo Burro Bridge/Calle Cita $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $500,000 $2,800,000 $3,500,000
to Hope Avenue
' Bike Facilities: Arroyo Burro Pathway $0 $0 $100,000 $500,000 $2,400,000 $0 $3,000,000
Bike Facilities: Boysel Bike Path Bridge $0 $0 $100,000 $700,000 $0 $0 $800,000
Bike Facilities: Goleta Slough Bridge $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
Maintenance
Bike Facilities: Green Bikes Program $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000
Bike Facilities: Gutierrez and Haley Streets $0 $100,000 $900,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,000,000
Bike Lanes
Bike Facilities: Jake Boysel Bike Path $85,000 $726,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $811,000
Bike Facilities: Ledbetter Beachway Connection $0 $0 $100,000 $500,000 $5,400,000 $0 $6,000,000
| Bike Facilities: Olive Street Bike Boulevard $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $200,000
Bike Facilities: Pedregosa/Mission Bike Path $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $1,400,000 $1,500,000
' Bike Facilities: Pershing Park Multi Purpose $0 $0 $100,000 $250,000 $1,650,000 $0 $2,000,000
| Path Phase I
Bike Facilities: Santa Barbara Street Bike Lane $0 $0 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $200,000
Bridge: Cabrillo Boulevard at Mission Creek $14,716,303 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $14,816,303
Bridge: Cacique Street Bridge over Sycamore $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $500,000 $3,300,000 $4,000,000
Creek Replacement
Bridge: Chapala/Yanonali Bridge Seismic $277,060 $100,000 $1,200,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,577,060
' Retrofit
Bridge: Cota Street at Mission Creek $0 $0 $642,700 $1,085,400 $2,556,321 $0 $4,284,421
| Replacement
' Bridge: Haley and De La Vina Streets $7,648,815 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $7,648,815
j Bridge: Indio Muerto Bridge Replacement $0 $0 $150,000 $400,000 $1,450,000 $0 $2,000,000
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' Bridge: Mason Street Bridge Replacement $0 $0 $761,584 $4,929,176 $3,968,348 $346,710,  $10,005,818
| Bridge: Ortega Street at Mission Creek Bridge $150,000 $1,571,393 $2,691,967 $0 $0 © $0| $4,413,360
' Replacement

' Bridge: Punta Gorda Bridge over Sycamore $0 $0 $0 $200,000 $0 $1,800,000 $2,000,000
Creek :

| Corridor Improvements: Chapala Street $500,000 $2,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,500,000

| Corridor Improvements: Cliff Drive Street $0 $0 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000 $9,250,0000 $10,000,000

{ Enhancement
Corridor Improvements: Micheltorena Bridge $0 $0 $0 $150,000 $850,000 $0 $1,000,000
Corridor Improvements J'
Corridor Improvements: Mission Street $0 $0 $200,000 $800,000 $0 $0 $1,000,000
Corridor Improvements: Upper De La Vina $0 $0 $250,000 $250,000 $1,000,000 $0! $1,500,000
Corridor Improvements '

' Corridor Improvements: Upper State Street $0 $0 $250,000 $3,750,000  $11,000,000 $0  $15,000,000
Drainage: Citywide Corrugated Metal Pipe $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $400,000
CMP Replacement Program
Drainage: Gutierrez Storm Drain Improvements $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $1,000,000 $0 $1,100,000

| Drainage: Laguna Pump Station Improvements $0 $0 $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $500,000
Drainage: Lower Mission Creek Improvements $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $400,000
Drainage: Pedregosa Area Storm Drain - $0 $0 $900,000 $0 $0 $0 $900,000
Phase 1A

 Drainage: Salsipuedes Storm Drain $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $150,000 $200,000

| Improvements
Drainage: Sycamore Creek Channel $447,000 $0 $0 $750,000 $0 $0 $1,197,000
Improvements near US 101 :
Intersection Improvement: Alamar at State $0 $0 $150,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $1,150,000
Street
Intersection Improvement: Cabrillo Boulevard $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
at Anacapa Street
Intersection Improvement: Cabrillo Boulevard $100,000 $100,000 $828,850 $0 $0 $0 $1,028,850

| at Los Patos Way ;

| Intersection Improvement: Carrillo Street at $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $150,000

 Anacapa Street
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Guerra Overcrossing

Intersection Improvement: Cota Street at $0 $0 $100,000 $250,000 $0 $0 $350,000
Garden Street

Intersection Improvement: De La Vina at $0 $1,044,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,044,000

Figueroa

Intersection Improvement: De La Vina Street at $0 $0 $100,000 $400,000 $0 $0 $500,000

Calle Laureles :

Intersection Improvement: De La Vina Street at $0 $0 $100,000 $250,000 $0 $0| $350,000

Canon Perdido

Intersection Improvement: Los Positas Road at $100,000 $0 $750,000 $0 $0 $0 $850,000

Cliff Drive

Intersection Improvement: McCaw Avenue and $0 $0 $100,000 $250,000 $0 $0 $350,000

Las Positas Road

Intersection Improvement: Mission Street at De $100,000 $650,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $750,000

La Vina Street

Intersection Improvement: Portesuello Street at $100,000 $125,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $225,000

Modoc Road '

Intersection Improvement: State and De La $680,125 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $680,125
| Vina .
Intersection Improvements: Haley Street at $0 $0 $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $150,000
Anacapa Street

Intersection Improvements: Upper State Street $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $300,000 $400,000
| Signals Phasing

Marketing: Safer Streets Campaign $0 $0 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $2,000,000

Mountain Drive Retaining Walll $0 $0 $100,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $600,000

Pedestrian Enhancement: Calle Canon $0 $0 $100,000 $250,000 $0 $0| $350,000

Sidewalk Link

Pedestrian Enhancement: Hope School/La $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
| Colina Sidewalk

Pedestrian Enhancement: Los Olivos $0 $0 $100,000 $500,000 $1,900,000 $0 $2,500,000

Pedestrian Connection

Pedestrian Enhancement: Lower Milpas Street $0 $0 $0 $0 $150,000 $750,000| $900,000

Pedestrian Enhancement: Ortega/De La $0 $0 $100,000 $200,000 $550,000 $0

$850,000!




Page 29

Pedestrian Enhancement: Relocate State $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $175,000| $275,000
Street/Calle Palo Colorado ’ '
Pedestrian Enhancement: Shoreline Drive at $0 $0 $0 $125,000 $375,000 $1,000,000 $1,500,000
| Washington School
Pedestrian Facilities: Grand Avenue Pedestrian $0 $0 $125,000 $375,000 $0 $0 $500,000
Bridge
Pedestrian Facility: La Mesa Footbridge $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $250,000 $1,150,000 $1,500,000
Planning: Citywide Corridor Improvements $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $100,000
Planning: Multipurpose Path Next to Rails Study $0 $0 $0 $150,000 $0 $0 $150,000
Planning: Westside Bikeway Plan $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $100,000
Public Outreach: Individualized Marketing $0 $0 $200,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $400,000|
Campaign =
Public Outreach: Slow Down Santa Barbara $150,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $650,000
State Route 225 Relinquishment Improvements $2,850,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,050,000
| Study: Alameda Padre Serra Sidewalk $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000
| Feasibility Plan .
Study: Arrellaga Street Traffic Signal Study $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $100,000
(State to Castillo) |
Study: Bicycle Master Plan Update $0 $0 $125,000 $125,000 $0 $0 $250,000
Study: Coastal Zone Parking Master Plan $0 $0 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $200,000
Study: Downtown Parking Master Plan and $0 $0 $350,000 $0 $0 $0 $350,000
Policy |
Study: Residential Parking Master Plan $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $350,000 $350,000
Traffic Signal Improvements: Battery Backup $0 $100,000 $150,000 $100,000 $150,000 $0 $500,0®]
Traffic Signal Improvements: Citywide Data $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0| $100,000
 Collection
| Traffic Signal Improvements: LED $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $0 $300,000
| Replacements
Traffic Signal Improvements: Opticon/GPS $250,000 $240,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $490,000
Conversion .
Traffic Signal Improvements: Video Detection $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $0 $0 $400,000
| and Remote Monitor ;
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TRANSPORTATION TOTAL:

$14,606,393

| Transit: Next Bus Technology $0 $0 $125,000 $125,000 $1,000,000 $750,000 $2,000,000
Transit: South Coast Light Rail System $0 $0 $500,000 $2,500,000 $12,000,000  $10,000,000 $25,000,000!
Transit: Upper State Street Dedicated Transit $0 $0 $200,000 $1,000,000 $10,800,000 $23,000,000, $35,000,000
Lane
PUBLIC WORKS STREETS/ALTERNATIVE $34,686,820 $22,950,101 $32,014,576 $68,549,669 $64,921,710 $237,729,_269

' El Estero Strategic Plan Implementation $250,000 $1,650,000 $1,110,000 $1,825,000 $2,150,000 $500,000 $7,485,000
El Estero Treatment Plant Maintenance $685,500 $658,000 $630,000 $630,000 $642,000 $655,452 $3,900,952
Program |
El Estero Wetlands Restoration Project $0 $0 $1,100,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,100,000|
Lift Station Maintenance Program $110,000 $110,000 $110,000 $110,000 $110,000 $110,000 $660,000
Sanitary Sewer Overflow Compliance Program $2,066,219 $2,222,206 $2,279,872 $2,339,268 $2,386,053 $2,433,774 $13,727,392

$3,111,719 $4,640,206 $5,229,872  $4,904,268 $5,288,053 $3,699,226  $26,873,344

PUBLIC WORKS WASTEWATER TOTAL:

Annual Water Main Replacement Program $4,752,000 $4,752,000 $4,752,000 $4,751,999 $4,752,000 $4,752,000 $28,511,999
Cater Treatment Plant Equipment Rehabilitation $627,905 $582,077 $465,950 $523,028 $455,319 $287,829 $2,942,108
Cater Treatment Plant Strategic Plan $2,500,000 $17,500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $20,000,000|
Implementation =
Desalination Plant Rehabilitation (Future) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Distribution Pump Station Rehabilitation $698,750 $538,612 $626,677 $505,477 $354,392 $538,423 $3,262,331
| Distribution Reservoir Maintenance Program $799,405 $597,087 $796,677 $380,477 $2,784,392 $338,423 $5,697,361
Ground Water Development $0 $396,551 $1,370,628 $434,010 $490,710 $965,746 $3,657,645
Ortega Treatment Plant $3,000,000 $3,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,000,000
Recycled Water Program $134,273 $137,551 $140,928 $144,405 $147,088 $151,677 $856,822
' Vic Trace Reservoir Roof Replacement $150,000 $1,050,000 $0 $0 $0 $0| $1,200,000
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Water Facilities Corporation Yard Well $1,400,000 $0 $0

| Replacement.
PUBLIC WORKS WATER TOTAL: $14,062,333  $28,554,778 $8,152,860 $6,739,396 $8,984,801 $7,034,098 $73,528,266

$0 $0 $0 $1,400,000

' 125 Harbor Way - Windows & Decking $0 $0 $0 $90,000 $0 $0 $90,000
| Harbor Restrooms ADA Remodels $30,000 $50,000 $20,000 $20,000 $0 $0 $120,000
Launch Ramp Concrete (Grant) $75,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,075,000
' Marina 1 Replacement $2,500,000 $0 $1,200,000 $650,000 $1,200,000 $0 $5,550,000
' Marina 3 Americans w/ Disabilities Act $50,000 $35,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $85,000
Upgrades
Marina Maintenance Annual Repairs $225,000 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000 $1,475,000
Parking - Point Of Sale System $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $50,000/
Parking Lot Maintenance Program $250,000 $70,000 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000 $105,000 $650,000
Renovate Stearns Wharf Kiosk $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
Repaint Passenger Loading Ramp $0 $0 $30,000 $0 $0 $0 $30,000
Repair Hoists 1,2, 3 & 4 $0 $30,000 $0 $0 $50,000 $50,000 $130,000
Replace Breakwater Lights $25,000 $0 $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $275,000
Replace Lift Station at Stearns Wharf $0 $15,000 $85,000 $0 $85,000 $0 $185,000
Replace Maximo with Cartegraph $0 $70,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $70,000
Replace Sump Pump - Marina 1 West $0 $0 $20,000 $0 $0 $0 $20,000
| Restroom
Replace Video Surveillance System $35,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $35,000
Seawall Handrail and Sidewalk Repairs $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 $80,000 $80,000 $80,000 $300,000
Solar Thermal Panel Installation $30,000 $30,000 $35,000 $0 $0 $0 $95,000
Stearns Wharf Annual Repair Program $300,000 $350,000 $350,000 $350,000 $400,000 $400,000 $2,150,000
Stearns Wharf Waterline Replacement $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000
' Upgrade Accommodation Dock - Extend & $40,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $40,000
| Stabilize
| West Beach Dredging $0 $350,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $350,000
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CITY TOTAL: _ : $73,431,042  $67,866,957 $71,304,603 $124,497,890 $101,318,353 $109,447,004 $547,865,849




Page 33 B. 6-Year CIP Totals By Fund and Department

GENERAL FUND BY DEPT
Administrative Services $ 0.45 0.08% $ 0.40 88.84%
Community Development $ 1.27 0.23% $ 1.27 100.00%
Fire $ 6.92 1.26% $ 6.92 100.00%
Library $ 2.99 0.55% $ 1.85 61.78%
Parks and Recreation $ 7297 13.33% $ 69.59 95.36%
Police $ 55.06 10.06% $ 5450 98.99%
Public Works $ 7.32 1.34% $ 4.52 61.72%
OTHER CITY FUNDS BY DEPT
Administrative Service
Information Systems $ 1.63 0.30% $ 043 26.44%
Airport
Airport $ 17.03 3.11% $ - 0.00%
Parks and Recreation
Golf $ 0.58 0.11% $ - 0.00%
Measure B $ 20.10 3.67% $ 11.13 55.35%
Public Works
$ - 0.00% $ - #Num!
Measure D $ 7.10 1.30% $ - 0.00%
Parking $ 10.01 1.83% $ 4.00 39.96%
Street Grants $ 4351 7.95% $ 4.95 11.38%
Streets Capital $ 187.12 34.18% $ 175.72 93.91%
Wastewater $ 2687 4.91% $ 419 15.57%
Water $ 7353 13.43% $ 1275 17.34%
Waterfront
Waterfront $ 12.93 2.36% $ 1.08 8.32%

>ITYWIDE TOTAL $ 547.38 100.00% $ 353.27 64.54%
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C. Summary of Funding Sources

Page 35
City Source )
Fund Type FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 FY 15 " TOTALS
Airport $ 1,570,500 § 2,086,950 $ 2,500,000 $ 1,895,000 $ 950,000 $ 1,650,000 § 10,652,450
General Fund $ 1,018,170 $ 1,373,130 $ 1,238,770 $ 769,600 $ 1,211,830 § 829,920 $ 6,441,420
Golf Fund $ 450,000 $ - $ - $ 130,000 $ - $ - $ 580,000
Information Systems Fund $ 50,000 $ 425,000 $ 425000 $ 300,000 $ - $ - % 1,200,000
Measure B $ 1,175,000 $ 1,825,000 $ 1,375,000 $ 1,575,000 $ 1,600,000 $ 1,425,000 § 8,975,000
Measure D/A $ 1,394,482 § 1,204,824 § 1,150,000 $ 1,150,000 $ 1,150,000 $ 1,150,000 $ 7,199,306
Parking $ 1,450,000 $ 800,000 $ 300,000 $ 670,000 § 920,000 $ 1,870,000 $ 6,010,000
Streets Capital $ 10,000 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 10,000
TDA Fund $ 55,000 $ 55,000 $ 55,000 $ 55,000 $ 55,000 $ 55,000 $ 330,000
Telephone Reserves $ - $ - $ 350,000 $ - $ - $ - 3 350,000
Utility Users Tax $ 2,289,998 $ 2,063,514 $ 1,700,000 $ 1,700,000 $ 1,600,000 $ 1,600,000 $ 10,953,512
Wastewater $ 3,111,719 § 4,090,206 $ 3219872 $ 4,179,268 $ 4,388,053 $ 3,699,226 §$ 22,688,344
Water $ 9,282,878 $ 7,953,999 § 6,183,118 § 4,853,122 § 7,184,499 $ 5,322,346 $ 40,779,962
Waterfront $ 3,655,000 $§ 1,370,000 $ 2,335,000 $ 1,515,000 § 2,140,000 $ 935,000 § 11,850,000
Non City Source ‘
Fund Tybé FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 FY 15 TOTALS
Airport FAA $ - $ - $ 3,053,000 § 1,626,050 $ - $ 1,697,700 $ 6,376,750
CDBG Funds $ 150,000 $ 50,000 $ 50,000 $ 50,000 $ 50,000 $ 50,000 $ 400,000
Library Fenton Davison Trust $ 90,000 $ 810,000 $ - $ - % - $ - 9% 900,000
Library Rose Karat Trust $ 244500 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 244,500
Streets FTIP $ 85000 §$ 726,000 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 811,000
Streets HBP $ 14,793,363 §$ 1,509,923 §$ 4,871,257 § 5,249,200 $ 6,097,168 $ - 3 32,520,911
Streets LSTP $ 347,000 § 347,000 $ 347,000 $ 347,000 $ 347,000 $ 347,000 §$ 2,082,000
Streets Prop 1B $ - $ 11,470 § 137640 § - $ - $ - $ 149,110
Streets Prop 42 $ 898,037 $ 951,919 §$ - $ - $ - 3 - $ 1,849,956
Streets STIP Grant $ - $ - $ 750,000 $ - $ - $ - $ 750,000
Water Bond $ 2,500,000 $ 17,500,000 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 20,000,000
Unfunded Projects :
Fund Type FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 FY 15 TOTALS

City Totals: 73,431,042 67,866,957 71,304,603 |$ 124497890 |$ 101,318,353 109,447,004 | $§ 547,865,849
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D. Summary of Unfunded Projects by Department

| Data Storage Upgrade and Replacement $0 $62,000 $0 $56,000 $0 $0 $118,000
' Implement Business Continuity for Critical City $0 $50,000 $70,000 $70,000 $0 $0 $190,000
| Applications
| Network Infrastructure Upgrade $57,000 $3,500 $118,000 $119,000 $8,000 $8,000 $313,500
Server Virtualization and Technology $30,000 $4,000 $16,000 $16,000 $16,000 $16,000 $98,000
Replacement

Support Wireless Network Access within City $30,000 $40,000 $40,000 $0 $0 $0 $110,000
Buildings

GENERALFUNDTOTAL:  §1177000  $150,500  $244000  $261000  $24000  $24000  $620,500

| Advantage Permit Plan Upgrade Project $0 $0 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $400,000
Community Development Records Program $0 $235,000 $235,000 $0 $0 $0 $470,000
Project
Electronic Submittal and Plan Review $0 $0 $0 $400,000 $0 $0 $400,000
GENERALFUNDTOTAL: 0  $235000  $635000  $400000 $0 $0  $1,270,000

Bacterial Reduction Program/Water Quality $0 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000 $0 $0 $750,000
Capital
Capital Replacement for Storm Water Facilities $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $150,000
Catch Basin Filters/Debris Screens $100,000 $150,000 $200,000 $200,000 $100,000 $100,000 $850,000
Honda Valley Restoration $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $50,000
Invasive Plant Removal/Revegetation Program $0 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000 $0 $0 $225,000
Laguna Watershed Water Quality Improvement $200,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000
| Las Positas Valley Restoration $0 $0 $450,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $950,000
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Lighthouse Watershed Restoration $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $100,000 $150,000,
Lower Arroyo Burro Restoration Program $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $700,000 $600,000 $1,400,000,
Mid-Arroyo Burro Restoration $0 $0 - $0 $0 $250,000 $500,000 $750,000
Mission Creek Barrier Removal/Watershed $500,000 $1,500,000 $1,250,000 $0 $0 $0 $3,250,000
Restoration
| Mission Creek Restoration at Oak Park $250,000 $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $500,000
| Old Mission Creek at West Figueroa $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $0 $200,000
' Rattlesnake Creek Restoration Program $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $500,000 $600,000
San Pascual Drain at Old Mission Creek $50,000 $150,000 $0 $0 '$0 $0 $200,000
| San Roque Creek Restoration $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $500,000 $600,000
Stormwater Treatment Retrofit Projects (LID) $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000
Sycamore Creek Watershed Restoration $0 $0 $150,000 $250,000 $250,000 $0 $650,000
Watershed Action Plan Implementatlon $0 $0 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000! $200,000
MEASURE B TOTAIlr 551._!- ! ."_1:._-._, Lo S oSl H: |$1 225 000 §_2,7QQ,QQ_0_ E_L@g,‘SSO,Q_Q.O J $15650'000V' ﬂ$1 825 000'-, == r$2 525 000_ = $12’475 000
| Fire Training Facility Classroom Addition $0 $165,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $165,000
' Install High Temperature Lining Inside the Fire $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $0 $0 $120,000
| Training Tower
Renovation of Fire Station 7/US Forest Service $130,000 $0 $500,000 $6,000,000 $0 $0 $6,630,000

Combined Facility

GENERAL1F,UND:T0T

= Shas

S 30, 000

S I30

~L$165 000 5

~ $620,000
o=un Lol

" $6,000,000

$0 e j$6 915000

Central Library Roof Terrace Renovation $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000
Eastside Branch Library Fire Protection $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
Renewal

Library Plaza Renovation $100,000 $700,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $800,000
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Major Recarpeting Project for Central Library

$0

$200,000

$200,000

$0

$0

$0

$400,000

Replacement of Fire Protection system at $0 $300,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $300,000
Central Library
GENERAL FUND TOTAL: ' ~ $350,000  $1,200,000  $300,000 - %0 Y $0  $1,850,000
1,000 Steps Renovation $80,000 $50,000 $0 $1,000,000 $0 $0| $1,130,000
' Alameda Park Gazebo Refurbishment $0 $165,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $165,000
Alice Keck Park Memorial Garden Renovation $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $670,000 $0! $720,000/
Andree Clark Bird Refuge Water Quality and $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000
Habitat Restoration
Cabrillo Bathhouse Renovation $0 $0 $0 $250,000 $350,000 $5,400,000 $6,000,000
Carrillo Gym Wall Spalling $0 $0 $0 $10,000 $490,000 $0 $500,000
Chase Palm Park Expansion Renovation $0 $350,000 $150,000 $370,000 $0 $0 $870,000
Chase Palm Park Historic Carousel Acquisition $0 $650,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $650,000
' Douglas Family Preserve Habitat and Trails $0 $25,000 $75,000 $125,000 $125,000 $0 $350,000
' Restoration
Dwight Murphy Field Rehabilitation $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $705,850! $755,850
East Beach Irrigation Replacement & $10,000 $120,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $130,000|
Landscape Upgrade '
Franceschi House Park-Related Improvements $110,000 $55,000 $880,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,045,000
Franceschi Park Master Pian Implementation $0 $0 $0 $0 $80,000 $407,500 $487,500
Franklin Center Rehabilitation $0 $0 $25,000 $270,000 $0 $0 $295,000
Fremont Army Reserve/MacKenzie Park $8,300,000 $3,200,000 $4,500,000 $0 $0 $0| $16,000,000
Kids World Refurbishment $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000
' Las Positas Tennis Restroom/Locker Room $0 $0 $100,000 $200,000 $0 $800,000 $1,100,000
| Project [
Lower Mesa Lane Steps Renovation $0 $0 $367,000 $0 $0 $0 $367,000
Lower Westside Center Acquisition and $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,500,000 $700,000 $2,200,000
Renovation
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Major Aquatic Center $0 $0 $0 $1,400,000 $3,120,000 $14,000,000 $18,520,000
Mission Creek Lagoon Management Program $55,000 $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $305,000
Municipal Tennis Facility Rehabilitation $0 $0 $100,000 $600,000 $650,000 $0 $1,350,000
National Guard Armory Acquisition $125,000 $175,000 $4,300,000 $6,900,000 $0 $0| $11,500,000
| Oak Park Renovation $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $350,000 $450,000
Ortega Park Renovation $0 $0 $300,000 $950,000 $750,000 $0 $2,000,000
Skofield Park Group Areas & Restroom $0 $0 $0 $0 $215,000 $647,000 $862,000
Renovation
Tennis Lighting Program $50,000 $80,000 $20,000 $0 $0 $0 $150,000
Westside Center Rehabilitation $0 $125,000 $1,400,000 $0 $0 $0  $1,525,000
Wlllowglen Park Refurblshment $0 $0 $0 $198,000 $0 $0 $198,000/
! ~ $5245,000  $12, 217, oo $12,323,000 $8‘1 00,000 $23,010, 350 $7o 075 350
eprro i e a_-g-,g--h——_—u

$0 | $4 500 000 $50 000 000

Concrete Repair Work Parking Structure and $0 $0 $1,000,000
Staircase Lot 10

Concrete Repair Work Parklng Structure Lot 2 $0 $0 $0 $1,000,000

PARKING TOTAL: T 50

$1,000,000 $0 $2,000,000

$1,000,000 | $2,000,000
$2,000000  $2000000  $0  $4,000,000

Access Control System $200,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000
Cabrillo Art Center Window and Door $0 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000
Rehabilitation |
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| Cabrillo Pavilion Concrete Spalling Repair $310,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $310,000
| City Hall Restrooms Upgrade $0 $0 $750,000 $0 $0 $0 $750,000
! Elevator Replacement $0 $0 $1,200,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,200,000
Fiber Optic Interconnect Network $355,000 $46,000 $154,000 $0 $0 $0 $555,000
Public Works Corporate Repave $0 $0 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $400,000
| Replace Sports Lighting at Dwight Murphy $100,000 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $200,000!
Ballfield
Walkways and Building Pathways $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $300,000
GENERAL FUND TOTAL: $1,015,000 $796,000  $2,554,000 $50,000  $50,000 $50,000  $4,515,000
Annual Program: Bicycle Improvement $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000
| Annual Program: Citywide 6.6 Amp Streetlight $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $2,400,000
| Circuit Replacement :
Annual Program: Drainage System $400,000 . $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $2,400,000
Maintenance and Improvement
| Annual Program: Intersection Improvements $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $1,200,000
Annual Program: Neighborhood Traffic - $0 $0 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $2,000,000
Management Program
Annual Program: Pavement Maintenance $0 $1,157,743 $2,053,000 $2,053,000 $2,053,000 $2,053,000 $9,369,743
Annual Program: Pedestrian Refuge Installation $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $900,000
Annual Program: Sidewalk Infill $195,000 $195,000 $195,000 $195,000 $195,000 $195,000 $1,170,000
Annual Program: Street Light Replacement $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000
| Annual Program: Traffic Signal Maintenance $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000
' Annual Program: Traffic Signals $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000
' Communications Upgrades
! Bike Facilities: Alisos Street Bike Boulevard $100,000 $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000|
| Analysis ;
Bike Facilities: Arroyo Burro Bridge/Calle Cita $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $500,000 $2,800,000 $3,500,000

to Hope Avenue
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Bike Facilities: Arroyo Burro Pathway $0 $0 $100,000 $500,000 $2,400,000 $0 $3,000,000
Bike Facilities: Boysel Bike Path Bridge $0 $0 $100,000 $700,000 $0 $0 $800,000
| Bike Facilities: Green Bikes Program $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 . $250,000
| Bike Facilities: Gutierrez and Haley Streets $0 $100,000 $900,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,000,000
Bike Lanes -
Bike Facilities: Ledbetter Beachway Connection $0 $0 $100,000 $500,000 $5,400,000 $0! $6,000,000
Bike Facilities: Olive Street Bike Boulevard $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0. $200,000
Bike Facilities: Pedregosa/Mission Bike Path $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $1,400,000 $1,500,000
Bike Facilities: Pershing Park Muiti Purpose $0 $0 $100,000 $250,000 $1,650,000 $0 $2,000,000!
Path Phase Il i
Bike Facilities: Santa Barbara Street Bike Lane $0 $0 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $200,000
Bridge: Cacique Street Bridge over Sycamore $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $500,000 $3,300,000 $4,000,000
Creek Replacement
| Bridge: Cota Street at Mission Creek $0 $0 $200,000 $200,000 $100,000 $0 $500,000
' Replacement
Bridge: Haley and De La Vina Streets $7,648,815 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $7,648,815
Bridge: Indio Muerto Bridge Replacement $0 $0 $150,000 $400,000 $1,450,000 $0 $2,000,000
Bridge: Mason Street Bridge Replacement $0 $0 $87,354 $565,376 $327,501 $346,710/ $1,326,941
Bridge: Punta Gorda Bridge over Sycamore $0 $0 $0 $200,000 $0 $1,800,000 $2,000,000
Creek
Corridor Improvements: Chapala Street $500,000 $2,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,500,000
Corridor Improvements: Cliff Drive Street $0 $0 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000 $9,250,000,  $10,000,000
Enhancement _
Corridor Improvements: Micheltorena Bridge $0 $0 $0 $150,000 $850,000 $0 $1,000,000
Corridor Improvements
| Corridor Improvements: Mission Street $0 $0 $200,000 $800,000 $0 $0 $1,000,000
Corridor Improvements: Upper De La Vina $0 $0 $250,000 $250,000 $1,000,000 $0 $1,500,000|
Corridor Improvements |
Corridor Improvements: Upper State Street $0 $0 $250,000 $3,750,000  $11,000,000 $0  $15,000,000
Drainage: Citywide Corrugated Metal Pipe $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $400,000
CMP Replacement Program !
Drainage: Gutierrez Storm Drain Improvements $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $1,000,000 $0| $1,100,000
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Drainage: Laguna Pump Station Improvements $0 $0 $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $500,000
Drainage: Lower Mission Creek Improvements $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $400,000
Drainage: Pedregosa Area Storm Drain - $0 $0 $900,000 $0 $0 $0 $900,000
Phase 1A
Drainage: Salsipuedes Storm Drain $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $150,000 $200,000
Improvements
Drainage: Sycamore Creek Channel $0 $0 $0 $750,000 $0 $0 $750,000
Improvements near US 101
Intersection Improvement: Alamar at State $0 $0 $150,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $1,150,000
' Street
' Intersection Improvement: Cabrillo Boulevard $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
at Anacapa Street ' ;
{ Intersection Improvement: Cabrillo Boulevard $100,000 $100,000 $828,850 $0 $0 $0 $1,028,850|
' at Los Patos Way :
' Intersection Improvement: Cota Street at $0 $0 $100,000 $250,000 $0 $0 $350,000
Garden Street
Intersection Improvement: De La Vina at $0 $1,044,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,044,000
Figueroa
Intersection Improvement: De La Vina Street at $0 $0 $100,000 $400,000 $0 $0 $500,000
| Calle Laureles :
Intersection Improvement: De La Vina Street at $0 $0 $100,000 $250,000 $0 $0 $350,000!
' Canon Perdido '
Intersection Improvement: McCaw Avenue and $0 $0 $100,000 $250,000 $0 $0 $350,000
Las Positas Road
Intersection Improvement: Mission Street at De $100,000 $650,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $750,000
La Vina Street
Intersection Improvement: State and De La $670,125 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $670,125
Vina
Intersection Improvements: Haley Street at $0 $0 $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $150,000
| Anacapa Street :
| Intersection Improvements: Upper State Street $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $300,000 $400,000|

| Signals Phasing
' Marketing: Safer Streets Campaign $0 $0 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000  $2,000,000
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Mountain Drive Retaining Wall $0 $0 $100,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $600,000
Pedestrian Enhancement: Calle Canon $0 $0 $100,000 $250,000 $0 $0 $350,000
Sidewalk Link
Pedestrian Enhancement: Hope Schooi/La $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
Colina Sidewalk
Pedestrian Enhancement: Los Olivos $0 $0 $100,000 $500,000  $1,900,000 $0]  $2,500,000
' Pedestrian Connection
Pedestrian Enhancement: Lower Milpas Street $0 $0 $0 $0 $150,000 $750,000 $900,000
| Pedestrian Enhancement: Ortega/De La $0 $0 $100,000 $200,000 $550,000 $0! $850,000
Guerra Overcrossing '
Pedestrian Enhancement: Relocate State $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $175,000 $275,000
Street/Calle Palo Colorado ; -
Pedestrian Enhancement: Shoreline Drive at $0 $0 $0 $125,000 $375,000 $1,000,000 $1,500,000
Washington School
Pedestrian Facilities: Grand Avenue Pedestrian $0 $0 $125,000 $375,000 $0 $0 $500,000
Bridge
| Pedestrian Facility: La Mesa Footbridge $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $250,000 $1,150,000 $1,500,000
' Planning: Citywide Corridor Improvements $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $100,000
Planning: Multipurpose Path Next to Rails Study $0 $0 $0 $150,000 $0 $0 $150,000
| Planning: Westside Bikeway Plan $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $100,000
Public Outreach: Individualized Marketing $0 $0 $200,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $400,000
Campaign
Public Outreach: Siow Down Santa Barbara $150,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $650,000
State Route 225 Relinquishment Improvements $2,750,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,950,000
| Study: Alameda Padre Serra Sidewalk $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000
' Feasibility Plan
| Study: Arrellaga Street Traffic Signal Study $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $100,000
(State to Castillo)
Study: Bicycle Master Plan Update $0 $0 $125,000 $125,000 $0 $0 $250,000
Study: Coastal Zone Parking Master Plan $0 $0 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $200,000
Study: Downtown Parking Master Plan and $0 $0 $350,000 $0 $0 $0 $350,000
Policy
Study: Residential Parking Master Plan $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $350,000 $350,000
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 Traffic Signal Improvements: Battery Backup $0 $100,000 $150,000 $100,000 $150,000 $0 $500,000
Traffic Signal Improvements: Citywide Data $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0° $0 $100,000
Collection
Traffic Signal Improvements: LED $0 $0 $100,000 ., $100,000 $100,000 $0 $300,000
Replacements
Traffic Signal Improvements: Opticon/GPS $250,000 $240,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $490,000
Conversion
Traffic Signal Improvements: Video Detection $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $0 $0 $400,000
and Remote Monitor
Transit: Next Bus Technology $0 $0 $125,000 $125,000 $1,000,000 $750,000 $2,000,000
Transit: South Coast Light Rail System $0 $0 $500,000 $2,500,000 $12,000,000 $10,000,000 $25,000,000
Transit: Upper State Street Dedicated Transit $0 $0 $200,000 $1,000,000 $10,800,000 $23,000,000 $35,000,000
Lane
STREETS CAPITAL TOTAL: . ~ $14,663,940 $7,686,743 $13,889,204 $23,463,376  $59,250,501 $61,71 9 71 0 $180,673,474

El Estero Strategic Plan Implementation $0 $550,000 $910,000 $725,000 $900,000 $0 $3,085,000
El Estero Wetlands Restoration Project $0 $0 $1,100,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,100,000
WASTEWATERTOTAL: 0 §$550,000 $2010,000  $§725000  $900,000 $O  $4,185000
Annual Water Main Replacement Program $2,129,455 $2,050,779 $1,969,742 $1,886,274 $1,800,302 $1,711,752  $11,548,304
Desalination Plant Rehabilitation (Future) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
V|c Trace Reservonr Roof Replacement $150,000 $1, 050,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,200,000

ATER»,TGTAL —_-!i= i L“""--ﬁf L. |-_"- j n‘:'; $2 279 455 r$3 100 779;:—* $1, 969~742 - $1,886,274  $1,800,302 ,:-$1 1711 752 7$12 748, 304
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Launch Ramp Concrete (Grant)

WATERFRONT TOTAL: : =

L — 0 Ll

$75,000

$1 000 000

TOTAL UNFUNDED:

$29,035,395

$22,838,022

$41,488,946

$98,758,650

$73,949,803

$89,040,812 $355,111,628
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Administrative Services

' Project Description 2009-2010 201 0-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Data Storage Upgrade and Replacement $0 $62,000 $0 $56,000 $0 $0 $118,000
Enterprise Geographic Information System (GIS) $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000
Implementation
Financial Management System Replacement $0 $425,000 $425,000 $300,000 $0 $0 $1,150,000
Implement Business Continuity for Critical City $0 $50,000 $70,000 $70,000 $0 $0 $190,000
Applications
Network Infrastructure Upgrade $57,000 $3,500 $118,000 $119,000 $8,000 $8,000 $313,500
Server Virtualization and Technology Replacement $30,000 $4,000 $16,000 $16,000 $16,000 $16,000 $98,000
Support Wireless Network Access within City Buildings $30,000 $40,000 $40,000 $0 $0 $0 $110,000

Source of Funds 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total

General Fund $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000
Information Systems Fund $50,000 $425,000 $425,000 $300,000 $0 $0 $1,200,000
Unfunded $117,000 $159,500 $244,000 $261,000 $24,000 $24,000 $829,500
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Administrative Services

Data Storage Upgrade and Replacement

Description: Upgrade and expand the City's centralized server storage capacity

begun in FY 2009 by expanding the Storage Area Network (SAN) device
to provide future storage capacity and growth potential.

Expand the storage array to support the City's 9 Terabytes (9TB) of
active storage from existing distributed storage arrays to a centrally
administered SAN. SAN storage allows for scalable growth, significant
decrease in electrical and cooling requirements, simplified administration
and storage control. It provides different storage types based on usage,
and allows replication of data between devices for redundant storage
options. The result of this two to three year project will be to consolidate
all data storage into one redundant device which will reduce staff costs
to administer and provide faster response to applications and fully
redundant data availability. This project will have a lifecycle minimum of
7 years and may be able to be leveraged to 10 years of storage
capacity. Total cost of this project is $173,000.

Year 2 costs of approximately $62,000 will expand the City Hall SAN to
provide for expected storage requirements. Year 4 costs of
approximately $56,000 will migrate Garden Street storage needs to a
new SAN and prepare for replication of data between the two sites.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total

Information Systems Fund 0 31,000 0 28,000 0 0 $59,000

Unfunded 0 31,000 0 28,000 0 0 $59,000
Total 0 62,000 0 56,000 0 0 $118,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Enterprise Geographic Information System (GIS) Implementation

Description: This three year project will create the infrastructure for a City-wide
Geographic Information System (GIS), which includes the design and
implementation of a central database of enterprise data, access to all
City staff, structure for departments to share common information, and
the ability for departments to implement specific departmental GIS
application within a standard, controlled interface.

The selection of a consultant to design the infrastructure and perform
data conversion to the new GIS database, acquisition of hardware to
support the project, installation of software, staff training, and creation of
standards is well underway and is expected to be completed in October
2008.

Year two (FY2008-9) is scheduled to complete additional data layer
conversion, implement a web based interface, analyze and
recommend/implement application interfaces, and define follow-on
projects. Year three (FY2009-10) will complete the prOJect and transfer
to an operational support mode.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total

General Fund 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 $50,000

Information Systems Fund 50,000 0 0 0 0 0 $50,000
Total 100,000 0 0 0 0 0 $100,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Financial Management System Replacement

Description: This four year project will replace the City's in-house designed, built, and
maintained Financial Management System (FMS) with vendor provided
and supported software, including new technology database structure,
user interface, and reporting capabilities. This new FMS will provide
integrated financial system applications, intelligent reporting, and
interfaces to other financial applications. The first two years of planning

for this project are complete. The project was delayed 1 year and will
begin in FY 11.

FY 2010-11 will include software installation, testing, training, and Phase
1 implementation. A detailed schedule has not been created. FY 2011-
12 is expected to complete phase 2 implementation, create the reporting
structure and move to an operational support mode. FY 2012-2013 will
complete the project.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Information Systems Fund v 0 425,000 425,000 300,000 0 0 $1,150,000
Total 0 425,000 425,000 300,000 0 0 $1,150,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Administrative Services

Implement Business Continuity for Critical City Applications

Description: Provide the ability to ensure full business continuity of the core Financial Management System (FMS) and designated
enterprise and critical departmental applications. No such capability exists at this time. This multi-year project will analyze
the requirements and scope of providing business continuity and disaster recovery services, will recommend solutions and
alternative options, and implement as a minimum, the ability to provide core FMS functions. Total cost is estimated to be
$190,000. This project is dependent on the report of the FY 2009 City Leadership Academy project that will analyze and

recommend continuity solutions.

FY 2011 will contract with a consultant to identify FMS and core enterprise applications that require continuous
availability. Cost is estimated to be $50,000. This phase may be accomplished by creating an in-City disaster recovery
center with virtualization software to replicate existing City servers.

FY 2012 will consist of designing, installing, testing, and bringing the initial scope of FMS continuity services into
production. This phase is closely aligned with other FY 12 CIP requests in the areas of server virtualization, storage
upgrade and expansion, and the Network Infrastructure Upgrade, which will provide basic infrastructure that will be
expanded and leveraged to also provide continuity services. Cost is estimated to be $70,000.

FY 2013 consists of designing, installing, testing, and bringing the final scope of enterprise applications and essential
departmental applications into production. This phase further expands and leverages server and storage infrastructure to
create a reliable redundant network and support capability, thus completing the project. Cost is estimated to be $70,000.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total

Information Systems Fund 0 25,000 35,000 35,000 0 0 $95,000

Unfunded 0 25,000 35,000 35,000 0 0 $95,000
70,000 70,000 0 0 $190,000

Total 0 50,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Network Infrastructure Upgrade

Description: Upgrade and expand the City's network infrastructure to support new
high bandwidth applications, new technology, and replace end of life
equipment. The City's core network was upgraded in FY 2004 with
installation of core routers and edge switches in each facility. The
Routers are now more than 5 years old, are not supported for parts
replacement, are not able to support new technology, and are at the end
of their lifecycle. They are not capable of supporting the expanded
bandwidth required for streaming video, high speed applications,
backups, and new technologies such as Voice Over Internet Protocol.
This two year project will provide equipment with a lifecycle minimum of
6 years and may be able to be leveraged to 8 years. Total cost of this
project is $313,500

Year 1 costs of approximately $57,000 will replace the two City Hall
routers and Garden Street router with high speed routers capable of
supporting current and future data network requirements. Year 3 and 4
costs of approximately $118,000 will replace the 40 City facilities with
new technology switches that offer high bandwidth capability, class of
service to provide voice and data on the same network, and 1 gigabit
network access to the desktop.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Jotal

Information Systems Fund 28,500 1,750 59,000 59,500 4,000 4,000 $156,750

Unfunded 28,500 1,750 59,000 59,500 4,000 4,000 $156,750
Total 57,000 3,500 118,000 119,000 8,000 8,000 $313,500

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Server Virtualization and Technology Replacement

Description: Provide the hardware/software and professional services to implement
Vmware Enterprise software on new "blade” server technology that will
allow for the consolidation of multiple physical server platforms onto
single "virtual" servers. The result of this project will be to consolidate a
number of the current 50 servers into less physical servers, which will
reduce electrical use, cooling requirements, software licensing costs,
and provide for the ability to immediately and automatically migrate a
server from one environment to another if required. This provides built in
redundancy for critical servers.

The computer industry has been using virtualization technology for
several years now and most companies have begun to implement it.
Actual cost reduction in environmental and licensing costs approach
15% and actual server hardware cost reductions approach 40%. This
will save an estimated $15,000 per year in expenses and provide for
server redundancy that has not existed in the past. Implementation costs
are estimated to be approximately $80,000 to implement but will have
return on investment to recoup that cost in 5 years.

Required for virtualization is the server technology replacement and
migration to "blade” technology. Blade servers consume up to 15% less
energy and cooling requirements, use less than 50% rack space of
current technology, and provide spare unit use for redundancy and test
platforms.

Total cost of this project is approximately $ 198,000 since inception in
FY 2009. $ 98,000 of additional funds are required to complete.

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total

Information Systems Fund L 20,100 2,680 10,720 10,720 10,720 10,720 $65,660

Unfunded U 9,900 1,320 5,280 5,280 5,280 5,280 $32,340
Total 30,000 4,000 16,000 16,000 16,000 16,000 $98,000

Support Wireless Network Access within City Buildings

Description: Provide secure wireless network access within all larger City facilities.
Design, install, test, and document procedures for City laptops to have
secure network connectivity from within selected City facilities. This will
enable City staff with laptops to connect anywhere within the building for
network access and work productivity. Total project costs are estimated
to be $110,000.

FY 10 cost estimates are $30,000 to install a new Terminal Services
server and selected wireless equipment in City Hall and Garden Street
buildings. FY 11 cost estimates are $40,000 to install wireless
equipment in the remaining designated City facilities.

FY 12, the final year, cost estimates are $40,000 to complete service to
all networked facilities and to finalize cellular broadband access with
Virtual Private Network and Terminal Services for all remaining users.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total

Information Systems Fund [ 15,000 20,000 20,000 0 0 0 $55,000

Unfunded L] 15,000 20,000 20,000 0 0 0 $55,000
Total 30,000 40,000 40,000 0 0 0 $110,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Project Descri_ption

Airport Infrastructure

Airport Self Service Fuel Facility

Airport Sewer System

Airport Water System Improvement Project
AOA Pavement Maintenance

Building 225 Remodel

Expansion of West GA Ramp

Firestone Drainage (Cass to Burns)
Hazardous Materials Program

Hollister Avenue Drainage improvement
Leased Building Maintenance

Street Resurfacing Program

Taxiway C Rehabilitation

Taxiway H, J, Rehabilitation

Source of Funds
Airport
Airport FAA

2009-2010

$50,000
$190,000
$0
$680,000
$150,000
$0

$0
$150,500
$50,000
$0
$150,000
$150,000
$0

$0

2009-2010
$1,570,500
$0

Airport

2010-2011

$50,000
$505,000
$491,950
$0
$150,000
$0

$0
$540,000
$50,000
$0
$150,000
$150,000
$0

$0

2010-2011

$2,086,950
$0

2011-2012
$50,000
$0
$1,820,000
$0
$150,000
$130,000
$0
$0
$50,000
$0
$150,000
$150,000
$1,560,000
$1,493,000

2011-2012
$2,500,000
$3,053,000

2012-2013
$50,000
$0
$1,000,000
$0
$150,000
$345,000
$0
$0
$50,000
$0
$150,000
$150,000
$0
$1,626,050

2012-2013
$1,895,000
$1,626,050

2013-2014

$50,000
$0

$0

$0
$150,000
$0

$0

$0
$50,000
$400,000
$150,000
$150,000
$0

$0

2013-2014
$950,000
$0

2014-2015
$50,000
$0
$0
$o0
$150,000
$0
$1,697,700
$0
$50,000
$1,100,000
$150,000
$150,000
$0
$0

2014-2015
$1,650,000
$1,697,700

Total

$300,000
$695,000
$3,311,950
$680,000
$900,000
$475,000
$1,697,700
$690,500
$300,000
$1,500,000
$900,000
$900,000
$1,560,000
$3,119,050

Total

$10,652,450
$6,376,750
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Airport

Airport Infrastructure

Description: Annual maintenance program for Airport infrastructure to include sewer and wastewater facilities repair and replacement

based upon the video inspection of the system conducted in September 2006. Water line, valves, meter and fire hydrant
repair/replacement as needed.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Airport v 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 $300,000
Total 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 $300,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015



Page 87 Airport

Airport Self Service Fuel Facility

Description: Construct a self service fuel station on the airfield in the old Forest
Service lease area. Work would include site work, fence relocation,
installation of a 12,000 gallon above ground tank, and a self service
aviation gasoline dispensing system.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total

Airport v 190,000 505,000 0 -0 0 0 $695,000
Total 190,000 505,000 0 0 0 0 $695,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Airport

Airport Sewer System

Description:
Construct lift station and force main from new lift station to Goleta
Sanitary District trunk line in Fairview Avenue and new sewer laterals in
accordance with the Airport Sewer Master Plan by Flowers & Associates.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Airport v 0 491,950 1,820,000 1,000,000 0 0 $3,311,950
Total 0 491,950 1,820,000 1,000,000 0 0 $3,311,950

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Airport Water System Improvement Project

Description: The Water System Improvement project involves construction of a 7,000
foot long 12-inch diameter pipeline to improve fire flows in the Airline
Terminal area.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Airport 4 680,000 0 0 0 0 0 $680,000
Total 680,000 0 0 0 0 $680,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Airport

AOA Pavement Maintenance

Description: This is an annual maintenance program for airfield operations area
pavement. Typical items of work include crack/joint sealing of Portland
cement concrete and asphalt concrete, slurry seal of asphalt concrete
runways, taxiways, and general aviation ramp, and reconstruction of
Portland cement and asphalt cement pavement at various locations
throughout the airfield operations area.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Airport 4 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 $900,000
Total 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 $900,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Airport

Building 225 Remodel

Description: The project involves a minor remodel of Building 225 to update its
exterior aesthetic appeal, increase the usability of the space for tenants,
and make ADA related modifications to the bathrooms. The work
includes renovating three bathrooms, replacing rollup doors with
storefront doors, a new entry, exterior paint and decorative trim.

Level 3 improvements

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Airport v 0 0 130,000 345,000 0 0 $475,000
Total 0 0 130,000 345,000 0 0 $475,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015



Page 62

Airport

Expansion of West GA Ramp

Description: The project involves the construction of new hot mix asphalt concrete
aircraft parking ramp. The scope of work includes clearing and

grubbing, demolition of existing paving, new fencing, drainage, grading,
paving, and landscaping.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014  2014-2015 Total
Airport FAA v 0 0 0 0 0 1,697,700 $1,697,700
Total 0 0 0 0 0 1,697,700 $1,697,700

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Firestone Drainage (Cass to Burns)

Description: This project would alleviate flooding of several buildings on the south side of Firestone Road from Cass Place to Burns
Road. The project involves regrading the parking areas, installing new catch basins and storm drains, and repaving the

area.
Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Airport v 150,500 540,000 0 0 0 0 $690,500
Total 150,500 540,000 0 0 0 0 $690,500

Hazardous Materials Program

Description: Inspect and remove or abate asbestos and lead base paint from Airport buildings prior to painting and remodeling and/or
demolition. Remove abandoned underground fuel tank at the Airline Terminal, and ensure sites are clean and in
compliance with County and State regulations.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Airport 4 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 $300,000
Total 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 $300,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Hollister Avenue Drainage Improvement

Description: Eliminate flooding of Hollister Avenue west of La Patera Avenue by re-
establishing and enhancing an existing drainage swale through the
Reynolds Wetlands. The Reynolds Wetlands are part of the Goleta
Slough State Marine Park. The project involves construction of
approximately 1650 lineal feet of twin 24” reinforced concrete pipes
from Hollister Avenue to Carneros Creek. Work would also include
clearing out the existing channels, planting of wetland species to mitigate
construction, grading to re-establish proper drainage, and construction of
overflow and low flow diversions to continue to feed rain and runoff water
into the existing wetlands.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Airport v 0 0 0 0 400,000 1,100,000 $1,500,000
Total 0 0 0 0 400,000 1,100,000 $1,500,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Leased Building Maintenance

Description: Annual maintenance and improvements for leased facilities. Projects in the next two years include exterior painting of
buildings, tenant HVAC systems and roof replacement on Buildings 345 and 312.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Airport v 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 $900,000
Total 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 $900,000

Street Resurfacing Program

Description: This is an annual maintenance program for Airport streets and parking lots. Typical items of work include crack/joint
sealing of Portland cement concrete and asphalt concrete, repairing areas with poor drainage that have resulted in failed
pavement, slurry seal of asphalt concrete pavement, reconstruction of Portland cement and asphalt concrete pavement at
various Airport streets and parking lots. Airport streets include Cecil Cook Place, Dean Arnold Place, Edward Burns Place,
Gerald Cass Place, Norman Firestone Road, Cyril Hartley Place, John Donaldson Place, Robert Marxmiller Road, and
Clyde Adams Road.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Airport v 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 $900,000
Total 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 $900,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Airport

Taxiway C Rehabilitation

Description: The project involves crack sealing, grinding and asphalt concrete overlay
of Taxiway C. This is routine maintenance for airfield pavements that
have not had any major maintenance performed on them in 10-15 years.
The project also includes construction of a new 20' wide shoulder on the
same side of the taxiway.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Airport FAA v 0 0 1,560,000 0 0 0 $1,560,000
Total 0 0 1,560,000 0 0 0 $1,560,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Airport

Taxiway H, J, Rehabilitation

Description: The project involves crack sealing, grinding and asphalt concrete overlay
of two existing taxiways. This is routine maintenance for airfield
pavements that have not had any major maintenance performed on
them in 10-15 years. The project also includes construction of new 20’
wide shoulders along the full length of both taxiways.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014  2014-2015 Total
Airport FAA 4 0 0 1,493,000 1,626,050 0 0 $3,119,050
Total 0 0 1,493,000 1,626,050 0 0 $3,119,050

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Community Development

Project Description © 2009-2010  2010-2011 20112012 2012-2013 20132014  2014-2015  Total
Advantage Permit Plan Upgrade Project $0 $0 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $400,000

Community Development Records Program Project $0 $235,000 $235,000 $0 $0 $0 $470,000
Electronic Submittal and Plan Review $0 $0 $0 $400,000 $0 $400,000

Unfunded $0  $235000  $635000  $400,000 $0 $0  $1,270,000
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Advantage Permit Plan Upgrade Project

Description: Upgrade the current permit tracking system used primarily by the Public Works, Community Development and Fire
Departments to better track building permits, land development projects, enforcement cases, Public Works permits, and
other Land Development Team projects.

Currently a technology fee collected with building permit has collected $300,000 as of September 2008. Estimated to
receive $50,000 per year for the next two years, for a total of $400,000. Project estimate is $800,000 so $400,000 in
additional funding is required.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Unfunded L] 0 0 400,000 0 0 0 $400,000
Total 0 0 400,000 0 0 0 $400,000

Community Development Records Program Project

Description: Scan all archive plans (approximately 350,000 large format sheets), create and make available the data via Local Area
Networks using Questys. This protects all the archive plans from damage and disaster. Costs include: - large format
scanner; image server; electronic documents produced in CD-ROMs; files and images imported to Questys and pick up,
delivery, prepping, etc. to scan plans.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014  2014-2015 Total
Unfunded | 0 235,000 235,000 0 0 0 $470,000
Total 0 235,000 235,000 0 0 0 $470,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Electronic Submittal and Plan Review

Description: Computer program that allows for on-line, web-based submittal of architectural plans and documents for routing and
review. This project will include all members of the Land Development Team who review, approve, and monitor plans and
approved projects. Energy Savings is an estimate. It would be what is saved by the applicants more than what is saved by
the City (i.e., road trips and paper reduction).

Costs are based on a 5 year purchase. They include Hardware costs: Servers (2) $30,000 plus 30" monitors $1,500 x 45;
and Software costs (including training)

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Unfunded L] 0 0 0 400,000 0 0 $400,000
Total 0 0 0 400,000 0 0 $400,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Project Description

Bacterial Reduction Program/Water Quality Capital
Capital Replacement for Storm Water Facilities
Catch Basin Filters/Debris Screens

Honda Valley Restoration

Invasive Plant Removal/Revegetation Program
Laguna Watershed Water Quality Improvement
Las Positas Valley Restoration

Lighthouse Watershed Restoration

Lower Arroyo Burro Restoration Program
Mid-Arroyo Burro Restoration

Mission Creek Barrier Removal/Watershed Restoration
Mission Creek Restoration at Oak Park

Old Mission Creek at West Figueroa

Rattlesnake Creek Restoration Program

San Pascual Drain at Old Mission Creek

San Roque Creek Restoration

Stormwater Treatment Retrofit Projects (LID)
Sycamore Creek Watershed Restoration
Watershed Action Plan Implementation

2009-2010

$100,000
$25,000
$100,000
$0
$75,000
$250,000
$0

$0

$0

$0
$600,000
$650,000
$0

$0
$100,000
$0
$250,000
$0
$0

2010-2011

$350,000
$25,000
$150,000
$0
$150,000
$450,000
$100,000
$0

$0

$0
$1,750,000
$650,000
$0

$0
$300,000
$0
$250,000
$50,000

$0

2011-2012

$350,000
$25,000
$200,000
$0
$125,000
$0
$650,000
$0

$0

$0
$1,500,000
$0

$0

$0

$0

$0
$300,000
$250,000
$150,000

2012-2013

$350,000
$25,000
$200,000
$0
$125,000
$0
$700,000
$0
$100,000
$100,000
$0

$0
$300,000
$0

$0

$0
$300,000
$400,000
$150,000

2013-2014

$100,000
$25,000
$100,000
$75,000
$0

$0

$0
$50,000
$700,000
$400,000
$0

$0
$300,000
$250,000
$0
$250,000
$300,000
$400,000
$150,000

2014-2015

$100,000
$25,000
$100,000
$150,000
$0

$0

$0
$100,000
$600,000
$700,000
$0

$0

$0
$750,000
$0
$750,000
$300,000
$0
$150,000

Total
$1,350,000
$150,000
$850,000
$225,000
$475,000
$700,000
$1,450,000
$150,000
$1,400,000
$1,200,000
$3,850,000
$1,300,000
$600,000
$1,000,000
$400,000
$1,000,000
$1,700,000
$1,100,000
$600,000
519,500,000

"Source of Funds

Measure B
Unfunded

2009-2010
$1,050,000
$1,100,000

© 2010-2011

$1,650,000
$2,575,000

2011-2012

$1,225,000
$2,325,000

2012-2013
$1,425,000
$1,325,000

2013-2014
$1,600,000
$1,500,000

2014-2015
$1,425,000
$2,300,000

Total d
$8,375,000
$11,125,000
$19,500,000
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Bacterial Reduction Program/Water Quality Capital

Description: The purpose of this project is to design and install targeted water quality
treatment projects (such as dry weather diversions and active treatment)
to reduce the discharge of polluted water to creeks in Santa Barbara.
Funding for the next 6-year capital program will allow for the
development of three to four new projects (design, permitting, and
construction). It is anticipated that grant funds will assist with project
construction costs.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Jotal

Measure B ‘ 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 $600,000

Grant Funding 0 0 250,000 250,000 250,000 0 0 $750,000
Total 100,000 350,000 350,000 350,000 100,000 100,000 $1,350,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Capital Replacement for Storm Water Facilities

Description: The purpose of this project is to set aside funds for the replacement of
pumps, filters, and other hardware installed in water quality treatment
capital projects. '

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014  2014-2015 Total
Measure B v 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 $150,000
Total 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 $150,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Catch Basin Filters/Debris Screens

Descrlptlon The purpose of this project is to install catch basin filters and/or debris
screens in various areas of the City to prevent pollutants from entering
the storm drain system. Funds in FY 2010 & 2011, as well as existing
funds, will be used to design and install debris screens in the Eastside
neighborhood and upper State Street areas. Funds in FY 2012 through
FY 2015 will be used for additional areas and/or to replace existing
screens.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total
Measure B v 100,000 150,000 200,000 200,000 100,000 100,000 $850,000
Total 100,000 150,000 200,000 200,000 100,000 100,000 $850,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Honda Valley Restoration

Description: The purpose of this project is to restore the riparian corridor in Honda
Valley Park. Restoration could include non-native weed removal and
revegetation with native plants, biotechnical stabilization of eroding
banks, removal of asphalt from the creek channel bottom, and
improvement of trails and interpretive information. This project is
consistent with the Creek Inventory and Assessment Study (2000) and
Wildland Fire Management Plan.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014  2014-2015 Total

Measure B 0 0 0 0 75,000 100,000 $175,000

Grant Funding O 0 0 0 0 0 50,000 $50,000
Total 0 0 0 0 75,000 150,000 $225,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Invasive Plant Removal/Revegetation Program

Description: The purpose of this project is to develop and implement a program to
remove invasive non-native plants and re-vegetate with native trees and
shrubs in each watershed within the City. The first phase of the program
plan was developed in FY 2008, with environmental review and
permitting in FY 2008 and FY2009. Implementation will begin in FY2009
and continue through FY2013. It is anticipated that grants or
partnerships with other agencies (such as the County Flood Control
District) could fund some portions of this program.

Funding Sources Funded 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 Total

Measure B 75,000 75,000 50,000 50,000 0 0 $250,000

Grant Funding U 0 75,000 75,000 75,000 0 0 $225,000
Total 75,000 150,000 125,000 125,000 0 0 $475,000

Capital Program FY 2009-2010...FY 2014-2015
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Laguna Watershed Water Quality Improvement

Description: With funding from a grant through the State Water Resources Control
Board, the Creeks Division is currently conducting the Laguna
Watershed Study. The purpose of the study is to identify water pollution
sources in the Laguna Watershed and to conduct a feasibility analysis
and conceptual design for water quality improvement projects in the
watershed. The purpose of this project is to provide funds for planning,
design, environmental review, permitting, and construction of the
projects identified in the Laguna Watershed Study. The study will b