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NOVEMBER 10, 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 meeting begins 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 City Council 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 City Council meeting, and at the
beginning of each special City Council meeting, any member of the public may address the City Council concerning any
item not on the Council's 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 City Council. Should City Council business
continue into the evening session of a regular City Council meeting at 6:00 p.m., the City Council 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 City Council, 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 City Council
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 City
Council.

CONSENT CALENDAR: The Consent Calendar is comprised of items that will not usually require discussion by the City
Council. A Consent Calendar item is open for discussion by the City Council upon request of a Councilmember, 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 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, notification at least 48 hours prior to
the meeting will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements in most cases.

TELEVISION COVERAGE: Each regular City 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.ci.santa-barbara.ca.us/
http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/

ORDER OF BUSINESS

12:30 p.m. - Finance Committee Meeting, David Gebhard Public Meeting
Room, 630 Garden Street
2:00 p.m. - City Council Meeting Begins

4:00 p.m. - Interviews for City Advisory Groups (Estimated Time)
5:00 p.m. - Recess
6:00 p.m. - City Council Meeting Reconvenes

FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING - 12:30 P.M. IN THE DAVID GEBHARD PUBLIC
MEETING ROOM, 630 GARDEN STREET (120.03)

Subject: Fiscal Year 2010 Balancing And Adjustments

Recommendation: That the Finance Committee recommend that Council:

A. Approve the adjustments to budgeted revenues and expenditures for Fiscal
Year 2010 as detailed in the Summary of Recommended Budget Adjustments to
address the projected revenue shortfall in the General Fund; and

B. Adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of the Council of the City of Santa
Barbara Amending Resolution No. 09-043, Establishing Certain City Fees,
Including Water and Wastewater Rates, to Authorize Adjustments to Parks and
Recreation Fees and Adjust the Fee for Reserving Library Materials.

(See Council Agenda Item No. 15)
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REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING — 2:00 P.M.

AFTERNOON SESSION

CALL TO ORDER

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL

CEREMONIAL ITEMS
1. Subject: Employee Recognition - Service Award Pins (410.01)
Recommendation: That Council authorize the City Administrator to express the

City's appreciation to employees who are eligible to receive service award pins
for their years of service through November 30, 2009.

2. Subject: Proclamation Declaring November 2009 As End Domestic
Violence Month (120.04)

CHANGES TO THE AGENDA

PUBLIC COMMENT

CONSENT CALENDAR
3. Subject: Minutes

Recommendation: That Council waive the reading and approve the minutes of
the adjourned regular meeting of October 5, 2009, and the regular meetings of
October 6, 2009, and October 20, 2009.

11/10/2009 Santa Barbara City Council Agenda Page 2



CONSENT CALENDAR (CONT’'D)

4.

Subject: TEFRA Hearing For Mental Health Association's Purchase Of
Facilities At 617 Garden Street (240.03)

Recommendation: That Council hold a public hearing and adopt, by reading of
title only, A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Santa Barbara Approving
the Issuance of Bonds by the California Municipal Finance Authority in an
Amount not to Exceed $2,000,000 for the Purpose of Financing the Acquisition of
Facilities for the Mental Health Association in Santa Barbara County, and Certain
Other Matters Relating Thereto.

Subject: Approval Of Emergency Purchase Order And Approval Of Sole
Source Vendor For Repairs To Equipment At El Estero Wastewater
Treatment Plan (540.13)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Retroactively approve emergency Purchase Order No. 382921 in the
amount of $64,148 to JWC Environmental for parts and labor needed to
repair existing rag and trash removal equipment at the El Estero
Wastewater Treatment Plant (El Estero); and

B. Approve JWC Environmental as the sole source vendor for future parts
and repair of Wastewater influent screening equipment.

Subject: Contract For Design Services For The Zone 4 Pavement
Maintenance Project And Acceptance Of Grant Funds (530.04)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Approve the selection of Flowers and Associates (Flowers) to provide
professional engineering design and construction management services
for the annual Pavement Maintenance Project scheduled for Fiscal Years
2010 through 2012;

B. Authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract with Flowers in
the amount of $59,280 for design services for the Zone 4 Pavement
Maintenance Project (Project), and approve expenditures of up to $5,928
for extra services of Flowers that may result from necessary changes in
the scope of work; and

C. Accept Local Surface Transportation Program (LSTP) Grant funding in the
amount of $347,000, and increase appropriations and estimated revenues
by $347,000 in the Fiscal Year 2010 Streets Capital Fund for the Project.
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CONSENT CALENDAR (CONT’'D)

7. Subject: Approval Of Purchase Order For Dewatering Equipment At The
William B. Cater Treatment Plant (540.10)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Authorize the purchase of a dewatering belt press from Aspen Rentals in
the amount of $376,000 for use at the William B. Cater Water Treatment
Plant (Cater) pursuant to section 4.52.070 (L) of the Santa Barbara
Municipal Code whereby the City Council finds it in the best interest of the
City to forego normal bidding processes;

B. Approve an increase to the existing Purchase Order in the amount of
$18,000 to allow for one additional month of the rental expenditure with
Gold Coast Stabilization for a dewatering belt press; and

C. Approve an increase to the existing Purchase Order in the amount of
$68,250 to allow the continuation of the rental expenditure for the Rain For
Rent mixing tank for an additional 30 months.

8. Subject: Contract For Annual Wastewater Flow Monitoring (540.13)

Recommendation: That Council award and authorize the Public Works Director
to execute a contract with V&A Engineering (V&A) for $212,000 for a Wastewater
Flow Monitoring Project and for expenditures up to $21,200 to cover any cost
increases that may result from extra services.

9. Subject: Approval Of Map And Execution Of Agreements For 412 And
414 Anacapa Street (640.08)

Recommendation: That Council approve and authorize the City Administrator to
execute and record Parcel Map Number 20,785 for a subdivision at 412 and
414 Anacapa Street (finding the Parcel Map in conformance with the State
Subdivision Map Act, the City's Subdivision Ordinance, and the Tentative
Subdivision Map), and other standard agreements relating to the approved
subdivision.

10. Subject: Approval Of Map And Execution Of Agreements For 1829 State
Street And 11 West Pedregosa Street (640.08)

Recommendation: That Council approve and authorize the City Administrator to
execute and record Final Map Number 20,769 for a subdivision at 1829 State
Street and 11 West Pedregosa Street (finding the Final Map in conformance with
the State Subdivision Map Act, the City's Subdivision Ordinance, and the
Tentative Subdivision Map), and other standard agreements relating to the
approved subdivision, and authorize the City Engineer to record a removal
document for the Land Development Agreement when the public improvements
are complete.
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CONSENT CALENDAR (CONT’'D)

11.

12.

Subject: Approval Of Map And Execution Of Agreements For 618 San
Pascual Street (640.08)

Recommendation: That Council approve and authorize the City Administrator to
execute and record Parcel Map Number 20,782 for a subdivision at 618 San
Pascual Street (finding the Parcel Map in conformance with the State Subdivision
Map Act, the City's Subdivision Ordinance, and the Tentative Subdivision Map),
and other standard agreements relating to the approved subdivision.

Subject: Set A Date For Public Hearing Regarding Appeal Of Single Family
Design Board Approval For 803 Rametto Lane (640.07)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Set the date of December 15, 2009, at 2:00 p.m. for hearing the appeal
filed by Raye Haskell of the Single Family Design Board final approval of
an application for property owned by Jane Barrett and located at
803 Rametto Lane, Assessor's Parcel No. 015-120-010, A-2 One-Family
Residence Zone, General Plan Designation: Residential, Two Units per
Acre. The project consists of construction of additions to the first floor and
a new second story to an existing 1,837 square-foot, one-story single-
family residence located in the Hillside Design District; the proposed total
of 3,832 square feet is 77% of the maximum floor-to-lot area ratio
guideline; and

B. Set the date of December 14, 2009, at 1:30 p.m. for a site visit to the
property located at 803 Rametto Lane.

NOTICES

13.

14.

The City Clerk has on Thursday, November 5, 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.

A City Council site visit is scheduled for Monday, November 16, 2009, at
1:30 p.m. to the property located at 226 and 232 Eucalyptus Hill Drive, which is
the subject of an appeal hearing set for November 17, 2009, at 2:00 p.m.

This concludes the Consent Calendar.

REPORT FROM THE FINANCE COMMITTEE
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CITY COUNCIL ADMINISTRATIVE AND ATTORNEY REPORTS

FINANCE DEPARTMENT

15.

Subject: Fiscal Year 2010 Balancing And Adjustments (230.05)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Approve the adjustments to budgeted revenues and expenditures for
Fiscal Year 2010 as detailed in the Summary of Recommended Budget
Adjustments to address the projected revenue shortfall in the General
Fund; and

B. Adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of the Council of the City of
Santa Barbara Amending Resolution No. 09-043, Establishing Certain City
Fees Including Water and Wastewater Rates, to Authorize Adjustments to
Parks and Recreation Fees and Adjust the Fee for Reserving Library
Materials.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

16.

Subject: Appeal Of Planning Commission Decision For 415 Alan Road
(640.07)

Recommendation: That Council deny the appeal of Steven Amerikaner, agent
for Mr. and Mrs. Andrew Seybold, and uphold the Planning Commission decision
to deny the initiation of the Zone Change, General Plan Amendment and Local
Coastal Program Amendment at 415 Alan Road.

MAYOR AND COUNCIL REPORTS

17.

Subject: Interviews For City Advisory Groups (140.05)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Hold interviews of applicants to various City Advisory Groups; and

B. Continue interviews of applicants to November 17, 2009, at 6:00 p.m.
(Estimated Time: 4:00 p.m.)

COUNCIL AND STAFF COMMUNICATIONS

COUNCILMEMBER COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENT REPORTS

RECESS
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EVENING SESSION

RECONVENE

ROLL CALL

PUBLIC COMMENT

PUBLIC HEARINGS

18.  Subject: Appeal Of Planning Commission Decision For 1900 Lasuen Road,
El Encanto Hotel (640.07)

Recommendation: That Council deny the appeal filed by Trevor Martinson and
uphold the Planning Commission approval of the Modifications and Transfer of
Existing Development Rights for the project revisions proposed at the El Encanto
Hotel.

ADJOURNMENT

To Monday, November 16, 2009, at 1:30 p.m. at 226 and 232 Eucalyptus Hill Drive.
(See Agenda Item No. 14)
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File Code No. 120.03

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
FINANCE COMMITTEE
MEETING AGENDA

DATE: November 10, 2009 Roger L. Horton, Chair
TIME: 12:30 p.m. Helene Schneider
PLACE: David Gebhard Public Meeting Room lya Falcone

630 Garden Street

James L. Armstrong Robert Samario
City Administrator Interim Finance Director

ITEM TO BE CONSIDERED:

Subject: Fiscal Year 2010 Balancing And Adjustments

Recommendation: That the Finance Committee recommend that Council:

A. Approve the adjustments to budgeted revenues and expenditures for Fiscal
Year 2010 as detailed in the Summary of Recommended Budget Adjustments to
address the projected revenue shortfall in the General Fund; and

B. Adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of the Council of the City of Santa
Barbara Amending Resolution No. 09-043, Establishing Certain City Fees,
Including Water and Wastewater Rates, to Authorize Adjustments to Parks and
Recreation Fees and Adjust the Fee for Reserving Library Materials.

(See Council Agenda Item No. 15)



Agenda Item No.

File Code No. 41001

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers

FROM: City Administrator’s Office

SUBJECT: Employee Recognition — Service Award Pins
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council authorize the City Administrator to express the City’s appreciation to
employees who are eligible to receive service award pins for their years of service
through November 30, 2009.

DISCUSSION:

Since 1980, the City Employees’ Recognition Program has recognized length of City
Service. Service award pins are presented to employees for every five years of service.
Those employees achieving 25 years of service or more are eligible to receive their pins
in front of the City Council.

Attached is a list of those employees who will be awarded pins for their service through
November 30, 2009.

ATTACHMENT: November 2009 Service Awards
SUBMITTED BY: Marcelo A. Lopez, Administrative Services Director

APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office



ATTACHMENT

NOVEMBER 2009 SERVICE AWARDS

November 10, 2009 Council Meeting

5 YEARS
Christie Lanning, Human Resources Analyst, Administrative Services

10 YEARS

Samuel Blackwell, Building Inspector, Community Development

Brian Gronnebeck, Senior Building Inspector, Community Development
Darrell Shon, Laboratory Analyst II, Public Works

15 YEARS
John Gordon, Senior Streets Maintenance Worker, Public Works

20 YEARS

Karen Flores, Business Officer Supervisor, Police
David Whitham, Police Lieutenant, Police

David Hedges, Police Officer, Police

Nancy Stecki, Administrative Specialist, Public Works

25 YEARS
Charles Brown, Survey Party Chief, Public Works
John Krohta, Airport Patrol Officer Il, Airport



ProcLAMATION

End Domestic Violence Month
November 2000

WHEREAS, National End Domestic Violence month was established in
October [987 lo create a communily dialogue about violence, fo advocate
Jor legislation and law enforcement to protect victims, and lo encowrage
public awareness and action againy abuse; and

WHEREAS, domestic violence affects more than one out of jour women,
and this seriously impacts their lives; and

WHEREAS, Domestic Vielence is a serious and violent social problem that
exisis in oll economic segments of society, in all cultures, and in all
countries of the world; and

WHEREAS, during Domestic Violence Awareness Month, we recommi
ourselves to ending violence within our homes, owr communities and our
coumiry,; and

WHEREAS, the Sorapiimist Workplace Campaign to Fnd Domestic
Violence are ongoing Soroplimist efforts to promote awareness, advocacy
and action; and thal Soropiimists are in a position worldwide to educate
everyone, especially women, that they have the right to feel safe and to live
Jree from violence; and

WHEREAS, Soroptimisis in Caming Real Region, launched a region-wide
campaign called “COLOR ME PURPLE" or (domestic violence) — to
provide information abowt services available for prevention of domestic
viclence.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, MARTY BLUM, by virtue of the authority vesied
in me as Mayer of the City of Santa Barbara, do heveby prociaim November
2002 as END DOMESTIC VIOLENCE MONTH with special recognition to
Soroptimists of Caming Real Region for their various confributions to many
communitics  for advancement of human  righty  gnd  dissemination aff
infarmation,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand
and caused the (Hficial Seal of the City of Santa Barbara,
California to be affixed this 10" day of November 2009,

EMA %r BLUM, MAYOR



CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
CITY COUNCIL MINUTES

ADJOURNED REGULAR MEETING
October 5, 2009
2105 ANACAPA STREET

CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Marty Blum called the meeting to order at 1:40 p.m.
ROLL CALL

Councilmembers present: lya G. Falcone, Dale Francisco (1:50 p.m.), Roger L. Horton,
Grant House, Helene Schneider, Mayor Blum.

Councilmembers absent: Das Williams.

Staff present: City Administrator James L. Armstrong.

PUBLIC COMMENT
No one wished to speak.

NOTICES

The City Clerk has on Thursday, October 1, 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.

SITE VISIT
Subject: 2105 Anacapa Street

Recommendation: That Council make a site visit to the property located at 2105
Anacapa Street, which is the subject of an appeal hearing scheduled for October 6,
2009, at 2:00 p.m.

Speakers:
Staff: Planning Technician Anthony Boughman.

Discussion:
Mr. Boughman reviewed the proposed project, including its building heights and
floor area ratios.
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ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Blum adjourned the meeting at 2:01 p.m.

SANTA BARBARA CITY COUNCIL SANTA BARBARA
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

ATTEST:

MARTY BLUM SUSAN TSCHECH, CMC
MAYOR DEPUTY CITY CLERK
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CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
CITY COUNCIL MINUTES

REGULAR MEETING
October 6, 2009
COUNCIL CHAMBER, 735 ANACAPA STREET

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Marty Blum called the meeting to order at 2:02 p.m. (The Ordinance Committee
met at 12:00 noon. The Finance Committee, which ordinarily meets at 12:30 p.m., did
not meet on this date.)

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Mayor Blum.

ROLL CALL

Councilmembers present: lya G. Falcone, Dale Francisco, Grant House, Helene
Schneider, Das Williams, Mayor Blum.

Councilmembers absent: Roger L. Horton.

Staff present. City Administrator James L. Armstrong, City Attorney Stephen P. Wiley,
Deputy City Clerk Susan Tschech.

CEREMONIAL ITEMS

1. Subject: 2009 Annual Charitable Giving Campaign (170.01)

Recommendation: That Council receive a report from the Chairperson on the
City’s 2009 Annual Charitable Giving Campaign.

Documents:
October 6, 2009, report from the Public Works Director.

Speakers:
- Staff: Public Works Director Christine Andersen.
- Santa Barbara United Way: President Paul Didier.

By consensus, the Council received the report.
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2. Subject: Employee Recognition - Service Award Pins (410.01)

Recommendation: That Council authorize the City Administrator to express the
City’s appreciation to employees who are eligible to receive service award pins

for their years of service through October 31, 2009.

Documents:

October 6, 2009, report from the Administrative Services Director.

Speakers:

Staff: City Administrator James Armstrong, Award Recipients Steven

Faulstich and Michael Moses.

By consensus, the Council approved the recommendation. The following

employees were recognized:

5-Year Pin
Brenda Beltz, Community Development
Jose Latorre, Police
10-Year Pin
Traci Alvarez, Public Works
Calli Marquez, Public Works
Barbara Carey, Library
Sharon Staufenberg, Parks and Recreation
Nancy Rapp, Parks and Recreation
Elizabeth Williamson, Waterfront
15-Year Pin
John Williams, Police
Tara O'Reilly, Library
Matthew Donahue, Airport
20-Year Pin
Janette Carr, Community Development
Freda Markowitz, Parks and Recreation
25-Year Pin
Ida Morozowsky, Finance
Steven Faulstich, Community Development
Michael Moses, Fire
Fernando Rodriguez, Police
30-Year Pin
John Kattai, Police
Myra Nicholas, Library
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PUBLIC COMMENT

Speakers: Mayor Blum made comments regarding the upcoming City election. Other
speakers were Darlena Moore; Wayne Scoles; Philip Wyatt; David Daniel Diaz; Ruth
Wilson; Jack Wilson; Ralph Fertig, Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition; Tony Vassallo; AIE
(Kate Smith).

CONSENT CALENDAR (Item Nos. 3 —12)

The titles of the resolution and ordinances related to Consent Calendar items were

read.

Motion:

Vote:

Councilmembers House/Falcone to approve the Consent Calendar as
recommended.

Unanimous roll call vote (Absent: Councilmember Horton).
Subject: Agreement For Surface Water And Groundwater Monitoring (540.10)

Recommendation: That Council authorize the Public Works Director to execute a
joint funding agreement with United States Geological Survey (USGS) for water
resources investigations related to surface water and groundwater
measurements for the period of November 1, 2009, through October 31, 2010,
with a City cost share not to exceed $109,100.

Action: Approved the recommendation; Agreement No. 23,214 (October 6, 2009,
report from the Public Works Director).

Subject: Resolution To Establish An Easement For Cacique Street On City
Property Between Highway 101 And Milpas Street (330.03)

Recommendation: That Council adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of
the Council of the City of Santa Barbara Dedicating an Easement for Public
Street and All Related Purposes on the Portion of Cacique Street Previously
Vacated by Resolution No. 89-114, Owned by the City of Santa Barbara, Santa
Barbara County Assessor's Parcel No. 017-251-018, for the Undercrossing of
Cacique Street at State Highway 101 Between Milpas Street and Alisos Street.

Action: Approved the recommendation; Resolution No. 09-082 (October 6, 2009,
report from the Public Works Director; proposed resolution).
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5. Subject: Adoption Of Ordinance For 2030 Las Canoas Road Annexation
(680.04)

Recommendation: That Council 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 Zoning of Certain Real Property
Upon Annexation to Assessor's Parcel Number 021-030-039 located at 730 Las
Canoas Place.

Action: Approved the recommendation; Ordinance No. 5502.

6. Subject: Adoption Of Ordinance Concerning Undergrounding Utilities And Time
Limits To Rebuild Nonconforming Properties Damaged Or Destroyed In Natural
Disasters (530.07)

Recommendation: That Council adopt, by reading of title only, An Ordinance of
the Council of the City of Santa Barbara Amending Section 22.38.050 of the
Santa Barbara Municipal Code Regarding Utility Undergrounding Requirements
in Connection with Construction Projects, and Amending Section 28.87.038 of
the Municipal Code Regarding the Reconstruction of Nonconforming Buildings
Damaged or Destroyed by Natural Disasters.

Action: Approved the recommendation; Ordinance No. 5503.
7. Subject: Receipt Of Energy Efficiency And Conservation Block Grants (630.06)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Authorize the receipt of American Reinvestment and Reinvestment Act
(ARRA) grant funds totaling $868,200 through the Energy Efficiency and
Conservation Block Grants (EECBG) program;

B. Increase appropriations and estimated revenues by $818,200 in the Intra-
City Services Fund for the portion of the grant to be used for energy
efficiency and conservation projects;

C. Increase appropriations and estimated revenues by $50,000 in the
General Fund, Community Development Department, budget for the
portion of the grant to be used for a Climate Action Plan;

D. Authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract with AG
Mechanical Engineers for an amount not to exceed $75,230 for the design
of standard Heating, Ventilation and Air Conditioning (HVAC) systems and
control systems to be used for all City facilities; and

E. Authorize the Public Works Director to have Change Order authority of up
to $20,000 for extra services of AG Mechanical Engineers that may result
from necessary changes in the scope of work.

Action: Approved the recommendations; Contract No. 23,215 (October 6, 2009,
report from the Public Works Director).
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Subject: Golf Course Safety Improvement Master Plan (570.02)

Recommendation: That Council approve a change order of $10,000 for the Golf
Course Safety Improvement Master Plan agreement with Cupp Design, contract
number 21,631, negotiated in March 2005 in the amount of $150,000, to cover
any cost increases that may result from extra work.

Action: Approved the recommendation (October 6, 2009, report from the Parks
and Recreation Director).

Subject: Set A Date For Public Hearing Regarding Appeal Of Planning
Commission Approval For 1900 Lasuen Road (640.07)

Recommendation: That Council set the date of November 10, 2009, at 6:00 p.m.
for hearing the appeal filed by Trevor Martinson of the Planning Commission
approval of an application for the El Encanto Hotel and Garden Villas property
owned by Orient Express Hotels, Trains & Cruises and located at 1900 Lasuen
Road, Assessor's Parcel No. 019-170-022, R-2/4.0/R-H Two-Family
Residential/4 Units per Acre/Resort-Residential Hotel Zones, General Plan
Designation: Residential, 3 Units per Acre. The project is a revision to the
approved El Encanto Hotel Revised Master Plan and consists primarily of
revisions to the design of the northwest corner of the project site. The proposal
includes three one-story cottages above an underground valet parking garage.
The discretionary applications required for the project are Modifications and a
Transfer of Existing Development Rights.

Action: Approved the recommendation (September 21, 2009, letter of appeal).

NOTICES

10.

11.

12.

The City Clerk has on Thursday, October 1, 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.

Cancellation of the regular Redevelopment Agency meeting of October 6, 2009,
due to a lack of business.

A City Council site visit is scheduled for Monday, October 12, 2009, at 1:30 p.m.
to the property located at 1642 and 1654 Calle Canon and 2418 Calle Montilla,
which is the subject of an appeal hearing set for October 13, 2009, at 2:00 p.m.

This concluded the Consent Calendar.
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REPORT FROM THE ORDINANCE COMMITTEE

Ordinance Committee Chair Das Williams reported that the Committee resumed its
discussion of possible amendments to the Medical Cannabis Dispensary Ordinance.
The Committee has finalized certain recommendations for the ordinance'’s revision but
will continue to discuss other aspects before submitting the issue to Council.

CITY COUNCIL ADMINISTRATIVE AND ATTORNEY REPORTS

CITY ADMINISTRATOR

13.  Subject: Annual Performance Management Program Report For Fiscal Year
2009 And Comparative Indicators Report (170.01)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Receive a status report on the City’s performance management program
and a summary of department performance highlights for Fiscal Year
2009; and

B. Receive a report on how the City of Santa Barbara compares with other

California communities on key indicators.

Documents:
- October 6, 2009, report from the City Administrator.
- PowerPoint presentation prepared and made by Staff.

Speakers:
Staff: City Administrator James Armstrong, Administrative Analyst Lori
Pedersen.
Councilmember Falcone left the meeting at 3:01 p.m. and returned at 3:17 p.m.
Councilmember Williams left the meeting at 3:06 p.m. and returned at 3:13 p.m.; he left
again at 3:26 p.m. and returned at 3:32 p.m.
By consensus, the Council received the reports.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

14.  Subject: Authorization To Terminate The Green Mobile Home Park
Encroachment Permit (330.10)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Authorize and direct the Public Works Director to terminate a portion of the
Encroachment Permit, Agreement No. 16,786, Ordinance No. 4788, for
the Green Mobile Home Park (Park), from 120 feet south of Punta Gorda
Street to Highway 101, effective September 1, 2010, in accordance with
the terms of the Agreement; and

(Cont'd)
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14. (Cont'd)
B. Authorize the Public Works Director to terminate the remainder of the
Encroachment Permit effective September 1, 2011.
Documents:
- October 6, 2009, report from the Public Works Director.
- PowerPoint presentation prepared and made by Staff.
Speakers:
- Staff: Assistant Public Works Director/City Engineer Pat Kelly, City
Attorney Stephen Wiley, Housing Programs Supervisor Steven Faulstich.
- Members of the Public: Dennis Merenbach, Attorney representing the
Green Mobile Home Park; Mario Hernandez.
Motion:
Councilmember Francisco/Mayor Blum to approve the recommendations
and request that the City Housing Authority put the displaced residents at
the top of all housing waiting lists for which they meet the qualifications.
Vote:
Unanimous voice vote (Absent: Councilmember Horton).
RECESS

4:47 p.m. to 5:05 p.m. Councilmember Williams was absent when the Council
reconvened.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

15.

Subject: Appeal Of The Single Family Design Board Approval For 2105 Anacapa
Street (640.07)

Recommendation: That Council deny the appeal of Tony Fischer on behalf of
the Friends of Upper-Anacapa Street, and uphold the Single Family Design
Board (SFDB) Preliminary Approval of the application of Barbara E. Matthews for
the proposed demolition of an existing single-family residence and detached
garage and construction of a two-story single-family residence and attached
garage.

Documents:
- October 6, 2009, report from the Community Development Director.
- PowerPoint presentation prepared and made by Staff.
- September 23, 2009, letter from Richard Monk, Attorney representing the
Applicant.

(Cont'd)

10/6/2009 Santa Barbara City Council Minutes Page 7



15. (Cont'd)

Documents (Cont'd):
- October 3, 2009, letter from Donna Blakemore.
- October 5, 2009, letter from Jean Hall.

Public Comment Opened:
5:06 p.m.

Speakers:

- Staff: Planning Technician Tony Boughman.

- Single Family Design Board: Chair Bill Mahan.

- Appellant: Tony Fischer.

- Applicant: Architect Britt Jewett, Attorney Richard Monk.

- Members of the Public: Frank Kelly, Dorothy Ludington, Mina Goena-
Welch, Sarah Dobbs, Billie Maunz, Kathy Morales, Martin Morales, Oscar
Hensgen, Sarada Lewis, Christine Boesch, Chuck Maunz.

Public Comment Closed:
6:19 p.m.

Motion:
Councilmembers Falcone/Schneider to approve the recommendation.
Vote:
Majority voice vote (Noes: Councilmembers Francisco, House; Absent:
Councilmembers Horton, Williams).

ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Blum adjourned the meeting at 6:41 p.m. to Monday, October 12, 2009, at 1:30
p.m. at 1642 and 1654 Calle Canon and 2418 Calle Montilla.

SANTA BARBARA CITY COUNCIL SANTA BARBARA
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

ATTEST:
MARTY BLUM SUSAN TSCHECH, CMC
MAYOR DEPUTY CITY CLERK
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CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
CITY COUNCIL MINUTES

REGULAR MEETING
October 20, 2009
COUNCIL CHAMBER, 735 ANACAPA STREET

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Marty Blum called the joint meeting of the Council and the Redevelopment
Agency to order at 2:09 p.m. (The Ordinance Committee met at 12:00 p.m. The
Finance Committee met at 1:00 p.m.)

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Mayor Blum.
ROLL CALL

Councilmembers present: lya G. Falcone, Dale Francisco (2:10 p.m.), Roger L. Horton,
Grant House, Helene Schneider, Das Williams, Mayor Blum.

Councilmembers absent: None.

Staff present. City Administrator James L. Armstrong, City Attorney Stephen P. Wiley,
Deputy City Clerk Brenda Alcazar.

CEREMONIAL ITEMS
1. Subject: 2009 Solar Design Recognition Awards (630.06)

Recommendation: That Council grant the 2009 Solar Design Recognition
Awards.

Documents:
- October 20, 2009, report from the Community Development Director.
- October 20, 2009, PowerPoint presentation prepared and made by staff.

Speakers:
- Staff: Project Planner Heather Baker.
- Members of the Public: Connie Hannah, Santa Barbara League of
Women Voters; Megan Birney, Community Environmental Council.

By consensus, Mayor Blum presented certificates and plaques to recipients of
the 2009 Solar Design Recognition Awards.
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PUBLIC COMMENT

Speakers: David Daniel Diaz; Daniel Knapp; Gert Walter; AIE, the person (Kate Smith);
Tony Vassallo.

CONSENT CALENDAR (Iltem Nos. 2 — 8 and 12)

Motion:

Vote:

Councilmembers Horton/Schneider to approve the Consent Calendar as
recommended.

Unanimous roll call vote.

Subject: Fiscal Year 2010 Interim Financial Statements For The Two Months
Ended August 31, 2009 (250.02)

Recommendation: That Council accept the Fiscal Year 2010 Interim Financial
Statements for the Two Months Ended August 31, 2009.

Action: Approved the recommendation (October 20, 2009, report from the
Interim Finance Director).

Subject: Donation From The Insurance Professionals Of Santa Barbara (520.03)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Accept a donation of $1,500 from the Insurance Professionals of Santa
Barbara; and
B. Increase estimated revenues and appropriations by $1,500 in the Fiscal

Year 2010 General Fund Fire Department, Office of Emergency Services
budget for the Car Seat and Safety Program.

Action: Approved the recommendations (October 20, 2009, report from the
Interim Fire Chief).

Subject: Contract For Construction Of The Haley At De La Vina Street Bridge
Replacement Project (530.04)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Award a contract with Lash Construction, Inc. (Lash), waiving minor
irregularities, in their low bid amount of $4,721,406, for construction of the
Haley at De La Vina Street Bridge Replacement Project (Project), Bid
No. 3396;

B. Authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract and approve
expenditures up to $472,140 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;

(Cont'd)
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4. (Cont'd)

C. Authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract with Mimiaga
Engineering Group (MEG), in the amount of $886,828 for construction
management services, and authorize the Public Works Director to approve
expenditures of up to $88,682 for extra services of MEG that may result
from necessary changes in the scope of work;

D. Authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract with Bengal
Engineering (Bengal), in the amount of $45,000 for design support
services during construction, and authorize the Public Works Director to
approve expenditures of up to $4,500 for extra services of Bengal that
may result from necessary changes in the scope of work; and

E. Authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract with Ayers &
Associates (Ayers), in the amount of $55,080 for community outreach
services.

Action: Approved the recommendations; Contract Nos. 23,221 - 23,224
(October 20, 2009, report from the Public Works Director).

5. Subject: Acceptance And Appropriation Of American Recovery And
Reinvestment Act Funding (530.04)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Accept the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding in
the total amount of $3,774,796; and

B. Increase estimated revenues by $3,774,796 in the Fiscal Year 2010
Streets Capital Fund, and appropriate $2,674,796 for the Road Overlay
and Maintenance Project, $800,000 for the Access Ramp and Sidewalk
Maintenance Project, and $300,000 for the Pedestrian Countdown Timers
and Battery Backup Upgrades Project.

Action: Approved the recommendations (October 20, 2009, report from the
Public Works Director).

6. Subject: Self Insured Workers’ Compensation Program Annual Report (350.08)

Recommendation: That Council receive the Annual Self Insured Workers’
Compensation Program Annual Report for the year ended June 30, 2009.

Action: Approved the recommendation (October 20, 2009, report from the
Interim Finance Director).
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7. Subject: Appropriation Of Federal Funds For The Boysel Multipurpose Pathway
(530.04)

Recommendation: That Council increase estimated revenues and appropriations
by $7,000 in the Streets Capital Fund for the Right-of-Way Phase of the Jake
Boysel Multipurpose Pathway Project (Project) funded by the Federal Safe
Routes to School grant program.

Action: Approved the recommendation (October 20, 2009, report from the Public
Works Director).

8. Subject: Set A Date For Public Hearing Regarding Appeal Of Planning
Commission Denial For 617 Bradbury Avenue (640.07)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Set the date of December 8, 2009, at 2:00 p.m. for hearing the appeal filed
by LEED Santa Barbara, LLC, property owner, of the Planning
Commission denial of an application for property located at 617 Bradbury
Avenue, Assessor’s Parcel No. 037-122-006, C-2 Commercial Zone,
General Plan Designation: Commercial/Residential, 12 Units per Acre.
The project proposes the demolition of an existing duplex and the
construction of a 5,488 square-foot, three-story, mixed-use building
consisting of two residential condominiums, two commercial
condominiums, and an on-grade parking structure. The discretionary
applications required for this project are a Modification and a Tentative
Subdivision Map; and

B. Set the date of December 7, 2009, at 1:30 p.m. for a site visit to the
property located at 617 Bradbury Avenue.

Action: Approved the recommendations (September 25, 2009, letter of appeal).
Item Nos. 9 — 11 appear in the Redevelopment Agency minutes.
NOTICES
12.  The City Clerk has on Thursday, October 15, 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 concluded the Consent Calendar.
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REPORT FROM THE ORDINANCE COMMITTEE

Ordinance Committee Chair Das Williams reported that the Committee met to continue
discussion on the Medical Cannabis Dispensary Ordinance revision. The Committee
came up with 10 recommendations which will be included in a draft ordinance to be
reviewed by the Committee in approximately 2 to 3 weeks.

REPORT FROM THE FINANCE COMMITTEE

Finance Committee Chair Roger L. Horton reported that the Committee met to review
and discuss the City’s and Redevelopment Agency’s Interim Financial Statements for
the two months ended August 31, 2009; both items were approved by the Council and
Redevelopment Agency Board as part of this agenda’s Consent Calendar, Item Nos. 2
and 10, respectively.

CITY COUNCIL ADMINISTRATIVE AND ATTORNEY REPORTS

FINANCE DEPARTMENT

13.  Subject: Resolution Approving The City’s Participation In The Property Tax
Securitization Program (270.06)

Recommendation: That Council adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution
Approving the Form of and Authorizing the Execution and Delivery of a Purchase
and Sale Agreement and Related Documents with Respect to the Sale of the
Seller’'s Proposition 1A Receivable from the State; and Directing and Authorizing
Certain Other Actions in Connection Therewith.

Documents:
- October 20, 2009, report from the Interim Finance Director.
- Proposed Resolution.
- October 20, 2009, PowerPoint presentation prepared and made by staff.

The title of the resolution was read.

Speakers:
Staff: Interim Finance Director Robert Samario.

Motion:
Councilmembers Horton/Williams to approve the recommendation;
Resolution No. 09-085; Agreement No. 23,225.

Vote:
Unanimous roll call vote.
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14.  Subject: Release Of Conversion Technology RFP And Project Cost-Sharing
With The County Of Santa Barbara (630.01)

Recommendation: That Council:

A. Receive a report on the release and subsequent schedule of events
related to the Request for Proposals (RFP) for the Conversion Technology
(CT) project at the Tajiguas Landfill;

B. Authorize the Finance Director to enter into a cost-sharing agreement with
the County of Santa Barbara in an amount not to exceed $66,650, for a
new contract with Alternative Resources, Incorporated (ARI), for the
evaluation of proposals and the selection of a CT vendor; and

C. Increase Fiscal Year 2010 Solid Waste Fund appropriations by $46,650
for the unbudgeted amount needed to fully reimburse the County for the
City’s portion of costs related to the new contract with ARI.

Documents:
- October 20, 2009, report from the Interim Finance Director.
- October 20, 2009, PowerPoint presentation prepared and made by staff.

Speakers:
- Staff: Interim Finance Director Robert Samario, Environmental Services
Supervisor Stephen Maclintosh.
- County of Santa Barbara: Mark Schleich, Resource Recovery & Waste
Management Deputy Director.

Motion:
Councilmembers Falcone/Williams to approve recommendations B and C;
Agreement No. 23,226.

Vote:
Unanimous voice vote.

MAYOR AND COUNCIL REPORTS

15.  Subject: Request From Councilmembers Schneider And Williams Regarding
Amending The Dance Permit Ordinance (520.04)

Recommendation: That Council consider the request from Councilmembers
Schneider and Williams to refer amending the Dance Permit Ordinance to the
Ordinance Committee.

Documents:
October 20, 2009, report from the Assistant City Administrator.

(Cont'd)
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15.

(Cont'd)

Speakers:
-  Members of the Public: Dana Walters, Reds; Ron Glover.
- Staff: Police Chief Camerino Sanchez, City Attorney Stephen Wiley.

Motion:
Councilmembers House/Horton to forward this request to the Ordinance
Committee and the Fire and Police Commission for discussion.

Vote:
Majority voice vote (Noes: Councilmembers Francisco, Falcone).

RECESS

Mayor Blum recessed the meeting at 3:53 p.m. in order for the Council to reconvene in
closed session for Item No. 16. No reportable action is anticipated.

CLOSED SESSIONS

16.

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

Recommendation: That Council hold a closed session to consider significant
exposure to litigation (one potential case) pursuant to subsection (b) of section
54956.9 of the Government Code and take appropriate action as needed.
Scheduling: Duration, 15 minutes; anytime
Report: None anticipated

Documents:
October 20, 2009, report from the City Attorney.

Time:
3:58 p.m. - 4:12 p.m.

No report made.

ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Blum adjourned the meeting at 4:12 p.m.

SANTA BARBARA CITY COUNCIL SANTA BARBARA

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

ATTEST:

MARTY BLUM BRENDA ALCAZAR, CMC
MAYOR DEPUTY CITY CLERK
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Agenda Item No.

File Code No. 24003

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers

FROM: Housing and Redevelopment Division, Community Development
Department

SUBJECT: TEFRA Hearing For Mental Health Association’s Purchase Of

Facilities At 617 Garden Street

RECOMMENDATION:

That Council hold a public hearing and adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of the
City Council of the City of Santa Barbara Approving the Issuance of Bonds by the
California Municipal Finance Authority in an Amount not to Exceed $2,000,000 for the
Purpose of Financing the Acquisition of Facilities for the Mental Health Association in
Santa Barbara County, and Certain Other Matters Relating Thereto.

DISCUSSION:

The Mental Health Association in Santa Barbara County (MHA) is nearing completion of
its new mixed-use building at 617 Garden Street. The building is a complex structure that
includes three separate condominiums:

e Condominium No. 1: 51 rental housing units, including 12 units for low income
downtown workers, 38 units for very-low income MHA clients, and one manager’'s
unit;

e Condominium No. 2: Office space of about 5,000 square feet for MHA and other
nonprofits, plus Fellowship Club space of about 5,200 square feet for MHA clients;
and

e Condominium No. 3: Office space of approximately 3,000 square feet under
option to purchase by the City of Santa Barbara.

The building is substantially complete and operating under a temporary certificate of
occupancy. Condominium No. 1 and Condominium No. 2 are occupied. Issuance of the
final certification of occupancy is pending completion of waterproofing repair work in the
subterranean parking garage caused by water intrusion. It is anticipated that the work will
be complete and final certificate of occupancy issued in November 2009. As part of the
permanent financing for MHA’'s commercial office space, MHA will be converting a loan
with Santa Barbara Bank & Trust from taxable to tax-exempt (thereby enabling MHA
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TEFRA Hearing For Mental Health Association’s Purchase Of Facilities At 617 Garden
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Page 2

to borrow additional principal). Whenever tax-exempt debt is to be issued, the federal Tax
Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 1982 (TEFRA) requires that, after holding a
noticed public hearing, the bond issue be approved by the legislative body for the
jurisdiction within which the facilities are located. Council has held numerous such
TEFRA hearings, and no financial obligation on the part of the City or the Agency is
implied or created.

Council held a TEFRA hearing for the MHA commercial financing on October 28, 2008.
However, federal tax regulations require that the public hearing occur no earlier than one
year before the issuance of the bonds. Given the unforeseen delays in completing the
project, a new public hearing is required.

The California Municipal Finance Authority would be the issuer of the tax-exempt bonds,
and its attorney has prepared a resolution for Council adoption, which has been reviewed
by the City Attorney. Public notice of the TEFRA hearing has been published as required
by law. Other than holding the TEFRA hearing and granting approval, the City would play
no role in the issuance of the bonds.

The City and its Redevelopment Agency have provided strong support to the project over
the years — including $5.46 million in loan and grant funds, community priority designation
and transfer of an Agency surface parking lot. Staff recommends that Council hold the
TEFRA hearing and approve the bond issuance by adopting the resolution.

PREPARED BY: Brian Bosse, Housing and Redevelopment Manager/ SK
SUBMITTED BY: Paul Casey, Community Development Director

APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SANTA BARBARA APPROVING THE ISSUANCE OF
BONDS BY THE CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL FINANCE
AUTHORITY IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED
$2,000,000 FOR THE PURPOSE OF FINANCING THE
ACQUISITION OF FACILITIES FOR THE MENTAL
HEALTH ASSOCIATION IN SANTA BARBARA COUNTY,
AND CERTAIN OTHER MATTERS RELATING THERETO

WHEREAS, the Mental Health Association in Santa Barbara County (“MHA”) has
requested that the California Municipal Finance Authority (the “Authority”) issue one or
more series of revenue bonds, or otherwise borrow funds, in an aggregate principal
amount not to exceed $2,000,000 (the “Bonds”), and to lend the proceeds of the Bonds
to Building Hope Il, LLC, a California limited liability company of which MHA is the sole
member (the “Borrower”) for the purpose of financing or refinancing costs of the
acquisition by the Borrower of a condominium interest in a facility being constructed at
617 Garden Street in the City of Santa Barbara (the “City”) to be used as administrative
office and programmatic space by MHA (the “Facilities”);

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (the
“Code”), in order for the interest on the Bonds to be tax-exempt, the issuance of the
Bonds by the Authority must be approved by the City Council following a public hearing
regarding the proposed financing because the Facilities are located within the City;

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City (the “City Council”) is the elected legislative
body of the City and is one of the applicable elected representatives required to approve
the issuance of the Bonds under Section 147(f) of the Code;

WHEREAS, on October 28, 2008, the City Council held a public hearing regarding the
proposed issuance of the Bonds by the Authority to finance the Facilities and, following
the public hearing, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 08-099 approving the
issuance of the Bonds by the Authority;

WHEREAS, applicable federal tax regulations require that the public hearing and
elected representative approval of the Bonds occur not earlier than one year prior to the
date of issuance of the Bonds, and it now appears that, due to unforeseen delays, the
Bonds may not be issued until after October 27, 2009;

WHEREAS, MHA has requested that the City Council hold a new public hearing
regarding the proposed financing and once again approve the issuance of the Bonds by
the Authority so that the interest on the Bonds can be tax-exempt;

WHEREAS, the Bonds proposed to be issued, the proceeds of which will be used to
finance or refinance the costs of the acquisition of the Facilities, will be an indebtedness
of the Authority payable from certain revenues pledged therefore and generally
representing amounts paid by the Borrower or MHA, and the City will not be asked to



approve or execute any of the documents related to the Bonds or the financing
program; and, in addition, any disclosure materials prepared for the financing program
which may be used to market the Bonds will not contain any information regarding the
City and will not include the City’s name other than possibly with respect to the location
of the Facilities; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 147(f) of the Code, the City Council has, following
notice duly given, held a new public hearing regarding the issuance of the Bonds, and
now desires to again approve the issuance of the Bonds by the Authority.

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

SECTION 1. The Council hereby approves the issuance and sale of the Bonds by the
Authority. It is the purpose and intent of the Council that this Resolution constitute
approval of the issuance of the Bonds by the Authority, for the purposes of Section
147(f) of the Code, by the applicable elected representative of the governmental unit
having jurisdiction over the area in which the Facilities are to be located, in accordance
with said Section 147(f).

SECTION 2. The adoption of this Resolution shall not obligate the City or any
department thereof to (a) provide any financing for the Facilities; (b) approve any
application or request for or take any other action in connection with any planning
approval, permit or other action necessary for the construction or operation of the
Facilities; (c) make any contribution or advance any funds whatsoever to the Authority;
or (d) take any further action with respect to the Authority or its membership therein.

SECTION 3. The officers of the City are hereby authorized and directed, jointly and
severally, to do any and all things and to execute and deliver any and all documents
which they deem necessary or advisable in order to carry out, give effect to and comply
with the terms and intent of this Resolution and the financing transaction approved
hereby.

SECTION 4. The City Clerk shall forward a certified copy of this Resolution to the bond
counsel for the Bonds, addressed as follows:

Paul J. Thimmig, Esq.

Quint & Thimmig LLP

575 Market Street, Suite 3600

San Francisco, CA 94105-2874

SECTION 5. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its passage.



Agenda Item No.

File Code No. 54013

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Water Resources Division, Public Works
SUBJECT: Approval Of Emergency Purchase Order And Approval Of Sole

Source Vendor For Repairs To Equipment At El Estero Wastewater
Treatment Plan

RECOMMENDATION: That Council:

A. Retroactively approve emergency Purchase Order No. 382921 in the amount of
$64,148 to JWC Environmental for parts and labor needed to repair existing rag
and trash removal equipment at the ElI Estero Wastewater Treatment Plant
(El Estero); and

B. Approve JWC Environmental as the sole source vendor for future parts and repair
of Wastewater influent screening equipment.

DISCUSSION:

The rag and trash removal equipment that is currently in place at El Estero has
deteriorated to a point where one of the two units is no longer operational, and the other
is showing severe wear and is at risk of failure. Failure to remove rags at the
headworks will result in problems throughout the entire plant, including in the digesters.

The failed equipment on one of the influent channels prohibits the use of that channel.
Consequently, during high flows when we would normally be operating both units, some
of the flow must be sent through the center bypass channel. If both channels fail, we
will be forced to use the center bypass channel at all times - reducing the influent
capacity to the plant. This could cause backups in the collection system during periods
of rainfall. As a result, staff issued an emergency purchase order to JWC Environmental
to repair the existing rag and trash removal equipment.

The equipment used for removing rags and trash at the headworks of El Estero is
manufactured by JWC Environmental and they are the only supplier of the parts for
repair. We are currently in design to install a completely new system for rag removal at
El Estero, but the earliest the new installation could occur is in 2011, and the estimated
cost for the project is $4 million. Staff anticipates that other repairs may be necessary
to keep this equipment in service until it can be replaced. Because JWC is the only
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supplier able to provide the appropriate parts, we are seeking to have them designated
as a sole source vendor for this equipment should additional equipment or repairs be
required.

BUDGET/FINANCIAL INFORMATION:

The cost of repair for the two units is $64,148. It is anticipated that these repairs will
allow continued operation of the equipment through the winter; however, additional

repairs may be required prior to the replacement of the equipment. There are sufficient
funds in the Wastewater Fund budget to cover this cost.

PREPARED BY: Rebecca Bjork, Water Resources Manager/LC/mh
SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director

APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office



Agenda Item No.

File Code No. 53004

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Engineering Division, Public Works Department
SUBJECT: Contract For Design Services For The Zone 4 Pavement

Maintenance Project And Acceptance Of Grant Funds
RECOMMENDATION: That Council:

A. Approve the selection of Flowers and Associates (Flowers) to provide professional
engineering design and construction management services for the annual
Pavement Maintenance Project scheduled for Fiscal Years 2010 through 2012;

B. Authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract with Flowers in the
amount of $59,280 for design services for the Zone 4 Pavement Maintenance
Project (Project), and approve expenditures of up to $5,928 for extra services of
Flowers that may result from necessary changes in the scope of work; and

C. Accept Local Surface Transportation Program (LSTP) Grant funding in the
amount of $347,000, and increase appropriations and estimated revenues by
$347,000 in the Fiscal Year 2010 Streets Capital Fund for the Project.

DISCUSSION:

The Engineering Division hires design and construction consultant services for delivery
of its annual Pavement Maintenance Project. Each year, staff sends a Request For
Proposal (RFP) to consultants for their services. This year, staff sought proposals from
local engineering firms for three year’s worth of pavement maintenance design and
contract administration services. This approach has been successfully implemented by
neighboring agencies, as it makes more efficient use of staff time and increases the
ratio of funds expended on construction. Flowers has been selected to provide design
and construction management services for the next three annual Pavement
Maintenance Projects.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The City is divided into seven pavement maintenance zones (see Attachment). Staff
has negotiated a contract with Flowers for design phase services for Zone 4. This
design phase includes the evaluation of over 6.1 million square feet of asphalt and
concrete streets within this zone, as well as other specific streets requiring repair
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outside the zone. The design will specify repair and maintenance procedures to apply
to streets and include the preparation of construction contract documents so the work
can be bid, awarded, and then constructed.

The scope of services from Flowers includes the following:

Surveying existing pavement condition

Marking streets for pavement repair work

Preparing specifications for pavement repairs

Preparing construction cost estimates for all components of the construction phase,
including pavement preparation, slurry seal, crack seal, and other alternative repair
options.

The design for the Project is scheduled to be completed by February 2010, with
construction work scheduled to commence in spring/summer 2010.

Staff recommends that Council authorize the Public Works Director to execute a
contract with Flowers in the amount of $65,208 for Project design services.

FUNDING

The Project is funded primarily through Streets Capital funds previously budgeted for
pavement maintenance. An additional $347,000 will be funded through the LSTP
Grant. LSTP Grant funds are received in advance as lump sum payments, and must be
spent on transportation system improvement projects. This year's LSTP Grant was
received on July 23, 2009.

The following summarizes all estimated total Project costs:

ESTIMATED TOTAL PROJECT COST

Design (by Contract) $65,208
Design Project Management (by City staff) $40,000

Subtotal $105,208
Estimated Construction Contract w/Change Order Allowance $1,634,792
Estimated Construction Management/Inspection (by Contract) $200,000
Estimated Construction Project Management (by City staff) $50,000
Estimated Other Construction Costs (testing, etc.) $10,000

Subtotal 1,894,792
TOTAL PROJECT COST $2,000,000
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There are sufficient funds in the Streets Capital Program to cover these costs. Measure
D funds are a significant funding source for the Streets Capital Program, including the
design and construction of the Project.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPACT:
The timely maintenance of pavement sustains the road condition and eliminates the

need for more extensive and costly road reconstruction. This reduces the use of raw
materials, pavement oils, and the financial impact on the community.

ATTACHMENT: Pavement Maintenance Zone Map
PREPARED BY: John Ewasiuk, Principal Civil Engineer/TC/mj
SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director

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

File Code No. 54010

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Water Resources Division, Public Works Department
SUBJECT: Approval Of Purchase Order For Dewatering Equipment At The

William B. Cater Treatment Plant
RECOMMENDATION: That Council:

A. Authorize the purchase of a dewatering belt press from Aspen Rentals in the amount
of $376,000 for use at the William B. Cater Water Treatment Plant (Cater) pursuant
to section 4.52.070 (L) of the Santa Barbara Municipal Code whereby the City
Council finds it in the best interest of the City to forego normal bidding processes;

B. Approve an increase to the existing Purchase Order in the amount of $18,000 to
allow for one additional month of the rental expenditure with Gold Coast
Stabilization for a dewatering belt press; and

C. Approve an increase to the existing Purchase Order in the amount of $68,250 to
allow the continuation of the rental expenditure for the Rain For Rent mixing tank for
an additional 30 months.

DISCUSSION:

Following the Zaca Fire, increased levels of organic material in the water required the
addition of significant amounts of powdered-activated carbon and coagulants during the
water treatment process to meet Federal drinking water regulations. The addition of the
carbon and coagulants greatly increased sludge production.

On August, 12, 2008, Council approved $248,375 for a Purchase Order to Gold Coast
Stabilization for the rental of a dewatering belt press (belt press), and $27,375 for a
Purchase Order to Rain For Rent for a dewatering mixing tank to be used at Cater. At that
time, renting the equipment was considered the most prudent approach, as the
persistence of the changed water quality was unknown and the rental costs were
reimbursable by the State.

The water quality has stabilized over the past year, but still requires the addition of carbon
and coagulants. Reimbursement from the State for the dewatering equipment will expire
on December 31, 2009. Staff has analyzed the costs of purchasing versus renting the belt
press and mixing tank. Staff believes the most cost effective approach is to purchase the
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belt press and continue to rent the required mixing tank for a period of 30 months. This
should allow sufficient time for the Advanced Treatment Project at Cater to be constructed
and operational. A permanent dewatering facility is one of the components of the
Advanced Treatment Project.

Bidding Process

Considering the difficulty staff had originally with locating a belt press suitable for use in
a potable water system and the pending expiration date for renting the dewatering
equipment at Cater, staff believed it was in the City’s best interest to conduct an
informal bidding process, soliciting bids from vendors based on price and their ability to
have a belt press onsite and operational by December 15, 2009. Because the purchase
price is greater than $25,000, the purchase of the equipment would be subject to a
formal bidding process pursuant to the City’s Purchasing Code. The current belt press
at Cater is owned by Aspen Rentals and is rented through a third-party company called
Gold Coast Stabilization. Aspen Rentals submitted an acceptable low bid price of
$376,000 (tax included) for the sale of the dewatering belt press that is currently in
operation at Cater.

The existing rental agreement for the belt press will expire on November 15, 2009;
therefore, staff is requesting a one-month extension of the rental agreement. This will
cover the time period from the expiration of the current rental agreement to the final
purchase of the belt press, which is anticipated to take less than 30 days. Depending
on the actual purchase date, the rental amount will be prorated.

Staff solicited bids from two vendors to purchase a mixing tank. The purchase price from
Rain For Rent for the mixing tank currently on site at Cater is $78,005, whereas the
rental cost for the same piece of equipment for the next 30 months would be $68,250,
including maintenance and support. The mixing tank required significant maintenance
during the past year; therefore, staff finds it in the City’s best interest to continue renting
the mixing tank rather than purchasing it.

Dewatering Belt Press

Company Comments Purchase | Rental Price
Price for 30 months

Aspen Rentals Equipment currently $376,000 $450,000

in use at Cater

Environmental Machine and Unsure of equipment $575,000 N/A

Services delivery by 12/15/09

Mechanical Solids Dewatering | Unsure of equipment $689,000 N/A

Environmental Services, Inc. delivery by 12/15/09
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Mixing Tank
Company Comments Purchase | Rental Price
Price for 30 months
Rain For Rent Equipment currently $78,005 $68,250
in use at Cater
Baker Tanks Does not sell tanks NA $128,128

BUDGET/FINANCIAL INFORMATION:

There are adequate funds in the 2010 Cater Budget to cover this expense. On
October 12, 2009, the Board of Water Commissioners voted 5/0 to recommend that
Council approve staff's recommendations.

PREPARED BY: Cathy Taylor, Water System Manager/mh

SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director

APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office
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File Code No. 54013

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers

FROM: Water Resources Division, Public Works Department
SUBJECT: Contract For Annual Wastewater Flow Monitoring
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council award and authorize the Public Works Director to execute a contract with
V&A Engineering (V&A) for $212,000 for a Wastewater Flow Monitoring Project and for
expenditures up to $21,200 to cover any cost increases that may result from extra
services.

DISCUSSION:

During the next four years, the Wastewater Flow Monitoring Program (Program) will
focus on four areas in the wastewater collection system that have been determined from
past flow monitoring projects to have high levels of water entering the system during
rainfall events (infiltration). Water Resources staff proposes that V&A perform flow
monitoring in each of the four areas over the course of the next four years. The
purpose of the Program is to help prioritize City maintenance efforts by honing in on the
areas of high infiltration.

A Request For Proposals (RFP) was issued for this project and proposals were received
from three qualified firms. V&A was selected as the firm most responsive to the RFP
and submitted the lowest cost proposal in an amount of $212,000. Staff is also
requesting authorization of an additional $21,200 to cover any unforeseen costs
associated with this work effort.
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BUDGET/FINANCIAL INFORMATION:

The following summarizes all Project costs:

Project Management (by City) $40,000
Annual Flow Monitoring Program $212,000
Extra Services $21,200

| Total Project Cost | $273.200 |

There are adequate funds in the Wastewater Fund Capital Budget to cover the cost of
this contract.

PREPARED BY: Rebecca Bjork, Water Resources Manager/AS/mh
SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director

APPROVED BY: City Administrator’s Office
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File Code No. 64008

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers

FROM: Engineering Division, Public Works Department

SUBJECT: Approval Of Map And Execution Of Agreements For 412 And
414 Anacapa Street

RECOMMENDATION:

That Council approve and authorize the City Administrator to execute and record Parcel
Map Number 20,785 for a subdivision at 412 and 414 Anacapa Street, (finding the
Parcel Map in conformance with the State Subdivision Map Act, the City's Subdivision
Ordinance, and the Tentative Subdivision Map), and other standard agreements relating
to the approved subdivision.

DISCUSSION:

A Tentative Map for a subdivision located at 412 and 414 Anacapa Street (Attachment
1) was conditionally approved on April 2, 2009, by adoption of the Planning Commission
(PC) Conditions of Approval, Resolution Number 009-09 (Attachment 2). The project
includes subdividing an existing 13,500 square foot vacant parcel into three new lots,
and construction of a new three-story mixed-use building on each new parcel.

In accordance with the PC approval, the Owner (Attachment 3) has signed and
submitted the Parcel Map and the subject Agreements to the City, tracked under Public
Works Permit Number PBW2009-01049. It is necessary that Council approve the
Parcel Map since it conforms to all the requirements of the Subdivision Map Act and the
Municipal Code applicable at the time of the approval of the Tentative Map (Municipal
Code, Chapter 27.09.060).

Staff recommends that Council authorize the City Administrator to execute the subject
Agreement Relating to Subdivision Map Conditions Imposed on Real Property.

The Agreement Assigning Water Extraction Rights does not require Council approval,

and will be signed and recorded by the Public Works Director in accordance with City
Council Resolution Number 02-131.

THE PARCEL MAP IS AVAILABLE FOR REVIEW IN THE CITY CLERK’S OFFICE.
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ATTACHMENTS: 1. Vicinity Map
2. Conditions required to be recorded concurrent with Parcel Map
Number 20,785 by the Planning Commission Conditions of
Approval, PC Resolution Number 009-09.
3. List of Owner(s)/Trustees

PREPARED BY: Mark Wilde, Supervising Civil Engineer/VJ/kts
SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director
APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office



ATTACHMENT 1

Vicinity Map
412-414 Anacapa Street

Not to Scale



ATTACHMENT 2

CONDITIONS REQUIRED TO BE RECORDED CONCURRENT WITH PARCEL MAP
NUMBER 20,785 BY THE PLANNING COMISSION CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL,
RESOLUTION NUMBER 009-09

412 - 414 Anacapa Street

Said approval is subject to the following conditions:

1. Approved Development. The development of the Real Property approved by
the Planning Commission on April 2, 2009 is limited to 3 lots and a total of 4,074
square feet of commercial development and the improvements shown on the
Tentative Subdivision Map signed by the chairman of the Planning Commission
on said date and on file at the City of Santa Barbara. Lot 1 includes 1,780 net
square feet of commercial area and a 1,930 net square foot residential unit on a
4,760 square foot lot with one covered and three uncovered parking spaces. Lot
2 includes 1,756 net square feet of commercial area and a 1,888 square foot
residential unit on a 5,070 square foot lot with parking provided in one covered
and three uncovered parking spaces. Lot 3 includes 538 net square feet of
commercial area and a 3,295 net square foot residential unit on a 3,670 square
foot lot with parking provided in two covered parking spaces and two uncovered.

2. Uninterrupted Water Flow. The Owner shall provide for the uninterrupted flow
of water onto the Real Property including, but not limited to, swales, natural
watercourses, conduits and any access road, as appropriate.

3. Recreational Vehicle Storage Prohibition. No recreational vehicles, boats, or
trailers shall be stored on the Real Property.

4. Landscape Plan Compliance. The Owner shall comply with the Landscape
Plan approved by the Architectural Board of Review (ABR). Such plan shall not
be modified unless prior written approval is obtained from the ABR. The
landscaping on the Real Property shall be provided and maintained in
accordance with said landscape plan. If said landscaping is removed for any
reason without approval by the ABR, the owner is responsible for its immediate
replacement.

5. Storm Water Pollution Control and Drainage Systems Maintenance. Owner
shall maintain the drainage system and storm water pollution control devices
intended to intercept siltation and other potential pollutants (including, but not
limited to, hydrocarbons, fecal bacteria, herbicides, fertilizers, etc. ) in a
functioning state (and in accordance with the Operations and Maintenance
Procedure Plan prepared in accordance with the Storm Water Management Plan
BMP Guidance Manual). Should any of the project’'s surface or subsurface
drainage structures or storm water pollution control methods fail to capture,
infiltrate, and/or treat water, or result in increased erosion, the Owner shall be
responsible for any necessary repairs to the system and restoration of the eroded
area. Should repairs or restoration become necessary, prior to the
commencement of such repair or restoration work, the applicant shall submit a
repair and restoration plan to the Community Development Director to determine
if an amendment or a new Building Permit is required to authorize such work.
The Owner is responsible for the adequacy of any project-related drainage
facilities and for the continued maintenance thereof in a manner that will preclude
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any hazard to life, health, or damage to the Real Property or any adjoining
property.

Required Private Covenants. The Owners shall record in the official records of
Santa Barbara County either private covenants, a reciprocal easement
agreement, or a similar agreement which, among other things, shall provide for
all of the following:

a. Common Area Maintenance. An express method for the appropriate
and regular maintenance of the common areas, common access ways,
common utilities and other similar shared or common facilities or
improvements of the development, which methodology shall also provide
for an appropriate cost-sharing of such regular maintenance among the
various owners of the parcels.

b. Garages Available for Parking. A covenant that includes a requirement
that all garages be kept open and available for the parking of vehicles
owned by the residents of the property in the manner for which the
garages were designed and permitted.

C. Landscape Maintenance. A covenant that provides that the landscaping
shown on the approved Landscaping Plan shall be maintained and
preserved at all times in accordance with the Plan.

d. Trash and Recycling. Trash holding areas shall include recycling
containers with at least equal capacity as the trash containers, and
trash/recycling areas shall be easily accessed by the consumer and the
trash hauler. Green waste shall either have containers adequate for the
landscaping or be hauled off site by the landscaping maintenance
company. If no green waste containers are provided for common interest
developments, include an item in the CC&Rs stating that the green waste
will be hauled off site.

e. Gates. Any gates that have the potential to block access to any
designated commercial space shall be locked in the open position during
business hours.

f. Covenant Enforcement. A covenant that permits each owner to
contractually enforce the terms of the private covenants, reciprocal
easement agreement, or similar agreement required by this condition.

g. C-M Zone. CC&R'’s for each lot shall include an advisory statement that
future development of adjacent parcels could consist of any uses that are
permitted as defined in SBMC828.69 C-M Commercial Manufacturing
Zone.

Use Limitations. Due to potential parking impacts, the residential floor area
shall not be converted to commercial floor area without further environmental
review. Prior to initiating a change of use, the Owner shall submit a letter to the
Community Development Director detailing the proposal, and the Director shall
determine the appropriate review procedure and notify the Applicant.

Residential Permit Parking Program. Residents shall not participate in the
Residential Permit Parking Program.
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LIST OF OWNERS for
412 - 414 Anacapa Street
AnaBilt, LLC
Robin Donaldson, Manager
Eryn M. Donaldson

Russell Shubin

ATTACHMENT 3



Agenda Item No.

File Code No. 64008

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Engineering Division, Public Works Department
SUBJECT: Approval Of Map And Execution Of Agreements For 1829 State

Street And 11 West Pedregosa Street
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council approve and authorize the City Administrator to execute and record Final
Map Number 20,769 for a subdivision at 1829 State Street and 11 West Pedregosa
Street (finding the Final Map in conformance with the State Subdivision Map Act, the
City's Subdivision Ordinance, and the Tentative Subdivision Map), and other standard
agreements relating to the approved subdivision; and authorize the City Engineer to
record a removal document for the Land Development Agreement when the public
improvements are complete.

DISCUSSION:

A Tentative Map for a subdivision located on the southwest corner at 1829 State Street
and 11 West Pedregosa Street (Attachment 1) was conditionally approved on November
8, 2007, by adoption of the Planning Commission (PC) Conditions of Approval,
Resolution Number 044-07 (Attachment 2). The project involves the development of a
three-story mixed use building, including 2,539 net square feet (sf) of commercial space
which will be divided into six commercial and six residential condominium units, ranging
in size from 1,720 to 2,535 net sf. Multiple pedestrian entry points are proposed along
both State and Pedregosa Streets, and vehicular access will be removed from
Pedregosa Street.

In accordance with PC approval, the Owners (Attachment 3) have signed and submitted
the Final Map and the subject Agreements to the City, tracked under Public Works
Permit Number PBW2008-00381. It is necessary that Council approve the Final Map
since it conforms to all the requirements of the Subdivision Map Act and the Municipal
Code applicable at the time of the approval of the Tentative Map (Municipal Code,
Chapter 27.09.060).
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Staff recommends that Council authorize the City Administrator to execute the subject
Agreement Relating to Subdivision Map Conditions Imposed on Real Property and
Agreement for Land Development Improvements.

The Agreement Assigning Water Extraction Rights was processed and recorded
separately on February 13, 2009.

THE FINAL MAP IS AVAILABLE FOR REVIEW IN THE CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Vicinity Map
2. Conditions required to be recorded concurrent with Final Map
Number 20,769 by the Planning Commission’s Conditions of
Approval, Resolution Number 044-07
3. List of Owners
PREPARED BY: Mark Wilde, Supervising Civil Engineer/VJ/kts
SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director

APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office
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Vicinity Map
1829 State Street and 11 W. Pedregosa Street
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ATTACHMENT 2

CONDITIONS REQUIRED TO BE RECORDED CONCURRENT WITH FINAL MAP
NUMBER 20,769 BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION'S CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL,
RESOLUTION NUMBER 044-07.

1829 State Street and 11 West Pedregosa Street

Said approval is subject to the following conditions:

1. Uninterrupted Water Flow. The Owner shall provide for the uninterrupted flow
of water through the Real Property including, but not limited to, swales, natural
water courses, conduits and any access road, as appropriate. The Owner is
responsible for the adequacy of any project-related drainage facilities and for the
continued maintenance thereof in a manner that will preclude any hazard to life,
health or damage to the Real Property or any adjoining property.

2. Recreational Vehicle Storage Prohibition. No recreational vehicles, boats or
trailers shall be stored on the Real Property.

3. Landscape Plan Compliance. The Owner shall comply with the Landscape Plan
approved by the Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC). Such plan shall not be
modified unless prior written approval is obtained from the (HLC). The landscaping
on the Real Property shall be provided and maintained in accordance with said
landscape plan.

4. Storm Water Pollution Control and Drainage Systems Maintenance. Owner
shall maintain the drainage system and storm water pollution control devices in a
functioning state and in accordance with the Operations and Maintenance
Procedure Plan approved by the Building Official, in consultation with the Parks and
Recreation Department, Creeks Division. Should any of the project's surface or
subsurface drainage structures or storm water pollution control devices fail to
capture, infiltrate and/or treat, or result in increased erosion, the Owner shall be
responsible for any necessary repairs to the system and restoration of the eroded
area. Should repairs or restoration become necessary prior to the commencement
of such repair or restoration work, the applicant shall submit a repair and restoration
plan to the Community Development Director to determine if an amendment or a
new Building Permit is required to authorize such work. The Owner is responsible
for the adequacy of any project related drainage facilities and for the continued
maintenance thereof in manner that will preclude any hazard to life, health or
damage to the Real Property or any adjoining property.

5. Approved Development. The development of the Real Property approved by
the Planning Commission on November 8, 2007 is limited to approximately 2,539
net square of commercial building area that can be subdivided into as many as six
commercial condominiums and six residential condominiums and the improvements
shown on the Tentative Subdivision Map and the Development Plan signed by the
chairman of the Planning Commission on said date and on file at the City of Santa
Barbara.
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6. Required Private Covenants. The Owners shall record in the official records of
Santa Barbara County either private covenants, a reciprocal easement agreement,
or a similar agreement which, among other things, shall provide for all of the
following:

a. Common Area Maintenance. An express method for the appropriate and
regular maintenance of the common areas, common access ways, common
utilities and other similar shared or common facilities or improvements of the
development, which methodology shall also provide for an appropriate cost-
sharing of such regular maintenance among the various owners of the
condominium parcels.

b. Garages Available for Parking. A covenant that includes a requirement
that all garages be kept open and available for the parking of vehicles owned
by the residents of the property in the manner for which the garages were
designed and permitted.

c. Unassigned Parking. All parking spaces other than those designated for
residential purposes shall remain unassigned and available to all occupants
and visitors to the site.

d. Landscape Maintenance. A covenant that provides that the landscaping
shown on the approved Landscaping Plan shall be maintained and
preserved at all times in accordance with the Plan.

e. Trash and Recycling. Adequate space shall be provided and maintained
for trash and recycling purposes.

f. Covenant Enforcement. A covenant that permits each owner to
contractually enforce the terms of the private covenants, reciprocal easement
agreement, or similar agreement required by this condition.

7. Lighting. Exterior lighting, where provided, shall be consistent with the City's
Lighting Ordinance and most currently adopted Energy Code. No floodlights shall
be allowed. Exterior lighting shall be shielded and directed toward the ground.

8. Street Tree Protection. The street trees within the City's right-of-way shall be
preserved and protected.
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ATTACHMENT 3

LIST OF OWNERS
1829 State Street and 11 West Pedregosa Street

Emmet J. Hawkes

Sally Hawkes



Agenda Item No.

File Code No. 64008

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Engineering Division, Public Works Department
SUBJECT: Approval Of Map And Execution Of Agreements For 618 San

Pascual Street
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council approve and authorize the City Administrator to execute and record Parcel
Map Number 20,782 for a subdivision at 618 San Pascual Street (finding the Parcel
Map in conformance with the State Subdivision Map Act, the City's Subdivision
Ordinance, and the Tentative Subdivision Map), and other standard agreements relating
to the approved subdivision.

DISCUSSION

A Tentative Map for a subdivision located at 618 San Pascual (Attachment 1) was
conditionally approved on March 11, 2009, by adoption of the Staff Hearing Officer
(SHO) Conditions of Approval, Resolution Number 020-09 (Attachment 2). The
proposed project involves construction of four new attached residential condominium
units, price restricted to low-income households.

In accordance with the SHO approval, the Owner(s) (Attachment 3) have signed and
submitted the Parcel Map and the subject Agreements to the City, tracked under Public
Works Permit Number PBW2009-01309. It is necessary that Council approve the
Parcel Map since it conforms to all the requirements of the Subdivision Map Act and the
Municipal Code applicable at the time of the approval of the Tentative Map (Municipal
Code, Chapter 27.09.060).

Staff recommends that Council authorize the City Administrator to execute the subject
Agreement Relating to Subdivision Map Conditions Imposed on Real Property.

The Agreement Assigning Water Extraction Rights does not require Council approval
and will be signed by the Public Works Director in accordance with City Council
Resolution Number 02-131.
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THE PARCEL MAP IS AVAILABLE FOR REVIEW IN THE CITY CLERK’S OFFICE.

ATTACHMENTS: 1. Vicinity Map
2. Conditions required to be recorded concurrent with Parcel Map
Number 20,782 by the Staff Hearing Officer Conditions of
Approval, Resolution Number 020-09.
3. List of Owners/Trustees

PREPARED BY: Mark Wilde, Supervising Civil Engineer/VJ/kts
SUBMITTED BY: Christine F. Andersen, Public Works Director
APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office
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Vicinity Map
618 San Pascual

Not to Scale



ATTACHMENT 2

CONDITIONS REQUIRED TO BE RECORDED CONCURRENT WITH PARCEL MAP
NUMBER 20,782 BY THE STAFF HEARING OFFICER CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL,
RESOLUTION NUMBER 020-09

618 San Pascual Street

Said approval is subject to the following conditions:

Recorded Conditions Agreement. Prior to the issuance of any Public Works permit or
Building permit for the project on the Real Property, the Owner shall execute an Agreement
Relating to Subdivision Map Conditions Imposed on Real Property, which shall be reviewed
as to form and content by the City Attorney, Community Development Director and Public
Works Director, recorded in the Office of the County Recorder, and shall include the
following:

1. Approved Development. The development of the Real Property approved by the
Staff Hearing Officer on March 11, 2009 is limited to construction of four new attached
residential condominium units price restricted to Low-Income Households, consisting
of two 981 sf two-bedroom units, one 1,127 sf two-bedroom unit, and one 789 sf one-
bedroom unit, four attached single-car garage between 212 and 242 sf; grading
totaling 1,830 cu yds, with 1,821 cu yds of cut and 9 cu yds of fill; and the
improvements shown on the Tentative Subdivision Map signed by the Staff Hearing
Officer on said date and on file at the City of Santa Barbara.

2. Uninterrupted Water Flow. The Owner shall provide for the uninterrupted flow of
water onto the Real Property including, but not limited to, swales, natural
watercourses, conduits and any access road, as appropriate.

3. Recreational Vehicle Storage Prohibition. No recreational vehicles, boats, or
trailers shall be stored on the Real Property.

4. Landscape Plan Compliance. The Owner shall comply with the Landscape Plan
approved by the Architectural Board of Review (ABR). Such plan shall not be modified
unless prior written approval is obtained from ABR. The landscaping on the Real
Property shall be provided and maintained in accordance with said landscape plan. If
said landscaping is removed for any reason without approval by the ABR, the owner is
responsible for its immediate replacement.

5. Storm Water Pollution Control and Drainage Systems Maintenance. Owner shall
maintain the drainage system and storm water pollution control devices intended to
intercept siltation and other potential pollutants (including, but not limited to,
hydrocarbons, fecal bacteria, herbicides, fertilizers, etc.) in a functioning state (and in
accordance with the Operations and Maintenance Procedure Plan prepared in
accordance with the Storm Water Management Plan BMP Guidance Manual). Should
any of the project’s surface or subsurface drainage structures or storm water pollution
control methods fail to capture, infiltrate, and/or treat water, or result in increased
erosion, the Owner shall be responsible for any necessary repairs to the system and
restoration of the eroded area. Should repairs or restoration become necessary, prior
to the commencement of such repair or restoration work, the applicant shall submit a
repair and restoration plan to the Community Development Director to determine if an
amendment or a new Building Permit is required to authorize such work. The Owner is
responsible for the adequacy of any project-related drainage facilities and for the
continued maintenance thereof in a manner that will preclude any hazard to life,
health, or damage to the Real Property or any adjoining property.
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Ownership Unit Affordability Restrictions. The dwelling units designated as Unit 1,
2, 3 and 4 on the Tentative Subdivision Map shall be designated as Affordable Low-
Income Units and sold only to households who, at the time of their purchase, qualify as
Low-Income Households as defined in the City's Affordable Housing Policies and
Procedures.

The Affordable Units shall be sold and occupied in conformance with City Agreement
No. 22463B and required replacement covenants. The resale prices of the Affordable
Units shall be controlled by means of replacement covenants executed by the Owners
and the City to assure continued affordability for at least forty-five (45) years from the
initial sale of each affordable unit. No affordable unit may be rented prior to its initial
sale.

Required Private Covenants. The Owners shall record in the official records of
Santa Barbara County either private covenants, a reciprocal easement agreement, or
a similar agreement which, among other things, shall provide for all of the following:

a. Vehicle Registration Restriction. A covenant that restricts each unit
household to ownership of one vehicle and requires yearly monitoring by Habitat
for Humanity of Southern Santa Barbara County to ensure no more than one
vehicle is registered at each address. Habitat for Humanity of Southern Santa
Barbara County shall maintain records of vehicle ownership and produce those
records to the City upon request within two working days.

b. Garages Available for Parking. A covenant that includes a requirement that
all garages be kept open and available for the parking of vehicles owned by the
residents of the property in the manner for which the garages were designed
and permitted.

C. Common Area Maintenance. An express method for the appropriate and
regular maintenance of the common areas, common access ways, common
utilities and other similar shared or common facilities or improvements of the
development, which methodology shall also provide for an appropriate cost-
sharing of such regular maintenance among the various owners of the
condominium units.

d. Landscape Maintenance. A covenant that provides that the landscaping
shown on the approved Landscaping Plan shall be maintained and preserved at
all times in accordance with the Plan.

e. Trash and Recycling. Trash holding areas shall include recycling containers
with at least equal capacity as the trash containers, and trash/recycling areas
shall be easily accessed by the consumer and the trash hauler. Green waste
shall either have containers adequate for the landscaping or be hauled off site
by the landscaping maintenance company. If no green waste containers are
provided for common interest developments, include an item in the CC&Rs
stating that the green waste will be hauled off site.

f. Covenant Enforcement. A covenant that permits each owner to contractually
enforce the terms of the private covenants, reciprocal easement agreement, or
similar agreement required by this condition.

g. Bicycle Parking. A minimum of four bicycle parking spaces shall be provided
on site in a lockable and covered location.

Residential Permit Parking Program Restriction. Residents shall not participate in
the Residential Permit Parking Program.

Notice to Property Owner. The City has identified 45 dBa Ldn as the maximum
acceptable indoor noise exposure level for multiple family residences. To achieve
interior noise levels below 45 dB Ldn for the projected 2025 noise environment,
exterior windows must be closed.
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ATTACHMENT 3

LIST OF OWNERS
Habitat for Humanity

618 San Pascual

Joyce McCullough, Executive Director

Stephen Baker, President of the Board
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File Code No. 23005

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009
TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Administration Division, Finance Department

SUBJECT: Fiscal Year 2010 Balancing And Adjustments
RECOMMENDATION:

A. Approve the adjustments to budgeted revenues and expenditures for Fiscal Year
2010 as detailed in the Summary of Recommended Budget Adjustments to
address the projected revenue shortfall in the General Fund; and

B. Adopt, by reading of title only, A Resolution of the Council of the City of Santa
Barbara Amending Resolution No. 09-043, Establishing Certain City Fees,
Including Water and Wastewater Rates, to Authorize Adjustments to Parks and
Recreation Fees and Adjust the Fee for Reserving Library Materials.

DISCUSSION:

On June 23, 2009, Council approved the Fiscal Year 2010 budget that included budget
cuts and revenue enhancements to close a projected $10.5 million deficit caused by rising
costs and unprecedented declines in revenues. Since budget adoption in June, revenues
further deteriorated beyond the levels assumed in the fiscal year 2010 adopted budget. As
a result, staff now projects a shortfall in revenues of approximately $2.9 million by the end
of Fiscal Year 2010. In addition, the City did not receive a federal public safety grant
totaling $451,420 in connection with the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act to fund
four police officers.

On September 3, 2009, staff presented to Council the current revenue outlook and
options for addressing the projected $2.9 million shortfall in revenues for Fiscal Year 2010.
This recommended approach to address the revenue shortfalls is shown in the
Attachment.

The projected revenue shortfalls for Fiscal Year 2010 and recommended strategy to
address them are summarized below.

Projected Revenue Shortfalls

Sales Taxes $1,073,842
Transient Occupancy Taxes 675,030
Property Taxes 433,655
Utility Users’ Taxes 325,671
Loss of COPs Grant Funding 451,420

Total $ 2,959,618
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Recommended Strategy

General Fund Departmental Adjustments $ 1,565,354
Internal Service Fund Rebates 122,663
Shift Surcharge for Utility Under-grounding to General Fund 359,000
Workers’ Compensation Premium Rebates 300,000
Transfer from Street Sweeping Fund 100,000
Use of General Fund Contingency Account 512,601

Total $ 2,959,618

Recommended Adjustments to the FY 2010 Adopted Budget

The adjustments recommended by staff are based on projections of revenues from data
through September 2009. The revenue outlook for this year has not materially changed
since our report to Council on September 3, 2009. However, staff will continue to
monitor revenues closely throughout the year. In addition, staff will be back to the
Finance Committee and City Council on November 17" with our first quarter budget
review and will provide Council and Committee members at that time with an update on
revenues. We will also be back to the Committee and Council in February 2010 with a
mid-year report and updated revenue projections, which will factor in the next sales tax
data for the quarter ended September 30, 2009 expected in mid-December as well as
several more months of TOT revenue data.

Reduce Major General Fund Revenue Estimates

Since June, major General Fund revenues have continued to decline below the levels
assumed in the fiscal year 2010 adopted budget, including Sales Tax, Property Tax,
Transient Occupancy Tax, and Utility Users Tax. As a result, staff recommends
adjusting the Fiscal Year 2010 revenue estimates to reflect this additional $2.9 million
decline.

Rebates from Certain Internal Service Funds

Staff recommends a reduction in the charges from the Facilities Maintenance and Fleet
Maintenance Internal Service Funds to the General Fund by a total of $122,663. These
two internal service funds have savings from vacant positions to offset the loss of
revenues from the reduced charges to the General Fund. The General Fund annually
pays approximately $9.5 million for information systems, building maintenance, vehicle
maintenance and replacement, risk management, custodial and communications
services. Staff is not recommending any reductions in charges from the Information
Systems or the Self-Insurance internal service funds this year.

Shift Electric Surcharge for Under-grounding of Utilities to General Fund

In August 2005, the Public Utilities Commission (PUC) approved the City’s increase to
the Southern California Edison (SCE) franchise fee, from 1% to 2%. One-half (50%) of
the revenues have been dedicated to under-grounding of utility lines. Since then, the
portion dedicated to under-grounding has been accounted for in a separate fund. There
are no restrictions on the use of these revenues and staff recommends shifting this
revenue into the General Fund.
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Rebate of Workers’ Compensation Program Premiums

Over the last several years, as a result of an improved safety record and fewer
employee injuries, workers’ compensation claims have gone down. In addition, the
actuarially required reserves that are calculated by an independent actuary for
outstanding claims have been lowered due to the improved loss experience. As a
result, premiums paid over the last several years by all City funds into the Self-
Insurance Fund for the workers’ compensation program have exceeded the amounts
needed for annual claims expenses and required assets to fund outstanding claims.

As of June 30, 2009, excess payments attributable to the General Fund amount to
$3.1 million. On October 27, 2009, the City Council approved transferring $2.2 million
of these monies to help offset the remaining General Fund Fiscal Year 2009 revenue
shortfall. Staff recommends an additional $300,000 of the remaining $900,000 be used
to help close the current Fiscal Year 2010 General Fund shortfall.

Transfer of Funds from the Street Sweeping Fund

The Street Sweeping Fund was created approximately five years ago to fund the
residential street sweeping program. At that time, Council approved the creation of a
separate fund and the allocation of parking citation revenues from vehicles parked in the
marked no-parking areas on sweeping days as the primary funding source of the
program. These operations could have been accounted for in the General Fund since
the funds are not restricted.

During the initial years as the program was expanding to more residential
neighborhoods, revenues from parking citations exceeded the program costs. As of
June 30, 2009, the Street Sweeping Fund had approximately $500,000 of funds
accumulated from revenues exceeding costs since the program’s inception. On
October 27, 2009, Council approved allocating $200,000 of these funds to the General
Fund to assist in addressing the outstanding Fiscal Year 2009 revenue shortfall. Staff is
recommending an additional $100,000 be allocated to the General Fund to help close
the fiscal year 2010 General Fund shortfall. This will leave a total of approximately
$200,000 in the Streets Sweeping Fund as an operating reserve of approximately 20%
of operating costs. In addition, now that the program is fully implemented, revenues are
in line with operating costs.

Use of the General Fund Contingency Account

The Fiscal Year 2010 Adopted Budget includes $698,302 established as a contingency
account in light of the uncertain economic environment. Staff recommends using
$512,601 of these reserves to balance the General Fund, leaving a balance of
$185,701.

Department Adjustments

The departmental adjustments reviewed with Council on September 3, 2009, are shown
in the attached Summary of Recommended Budget Adjustments. The adjustments
include a variety of ongoing measures including reductions for anticipated salary and
benefit savings, increased fees/revenue opportunities, and cost shifts in the City
Administrator's Office, Community Development, Finance, Library, Parks and
Recreation, Police, and Public Works.
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Many of the departmental adjustments involve keeping positions vacant through the
remainder of the fiscal year to generate cost savings. While it is important to note that
no employee layoffs are currently recommended this year, layoffs may be needed to
address the projected General Fund deficit in Fiscal Year 2011.

With regard to the $500,000 savings in the Police Department, the budget reduction will
not affect the number of authorized sworn police officers, which is currently at 140. The
savings will be achieved from 7-9 sworn position vacancies from the start of the fiscal
year through January 2010 when the next academy commences. Patrol team strength
is designed to accommodate fluctuations in staffing levels, such as vacancies caused
by injuries, training needs, and military deployments. It is not unusual for the Patrol
Division to have 5-10 officers involved in some form of long-term training at any given
time. As such, no redeployment of sworn strength is recommended to backfill vacancies
in patrol.

Other Recommended Adjustment

Police — Animal Control

Staff recommends a $101,868 increase in appropriations in the Police Department’s
Animal Control Program to cover the cost of the approved Animal Control Supervisor
position through April 2010. The fiscal year 2010 Budget incorrectly excluded funding for
the position. Staff recommends the increase in appropriations to the Police Department be
funded from the allocation of the General Fund contingency account (i.e., the appropriated
reserves).

Amendments to the FY 2010 Schedule of Penalties, Fees, and Service Charges

The staff recommended adjustments include two amendments to the City’s Fiscal Year
2010 Schedule of Penalties, Fees, and Service Charges:

Authorizing Adjustments to Parks and Recreation Fees — Historically, the City’s fee
resolution provided authorization for the City Administrator or the City Administrator’s
designee to make upward or downward adjustments in fees and charges to
accommodate fluctuation in program costs and demand and to allow for flexibility in
providing programs and services. Due to an oversight it was not included in the fee
resolution applicable to Fiscal Year 2010. In the past, this authority excluded golf,
tennis, and Arts and Craft Show permit fees. Staff recommends extending the
authority to include adjustments to golf and tennis fees, while continuing to exclude
changes to Arts and Crafts Show permit fees.

Fee on Juvenile Materials Holds — The Santa Barbara Public Library is a member of
the Black Gold Cooperative Library System. Because every other Black Gold library
charges for all material holds, including juvenile materials, the automated system
was programmed to add this fee to all holds placed in the system. Santa Barbara
Public Library staff must now manually delete this charge for each juvenile materials
hold, approximately 26,000 annually. The recommended amendment to the City’s
fee schedule will save significant staff time by removing the fee exemption for
juvenile materials holds.
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BUDGETARY/FINANCIAL INFORMATION:

The recommended budget adjustments, if approved, would avoid the use of General
Fund reserves through departmental adjustments and transfers from other funds. Those
funds transferring monies to the General Fund would realize a reduction in accumulated
funds above amounts required for operations, thus there is no impact to those
operations.

ATTACHMENT: Summary of Recommended Budget Adjustments
SUBMITTED BY: Robert Samario, Interim Finance Director
APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office



CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

Summary of Recommended Budget Adjustments

Fiscal Year 2010

Attachment

GENERAL FUND

Non-Departmental
Reduce Sales Tax Estimate $
Reduce Transient Occupancy Tax Estimate
Reduce Property Tax Estimate
Reduce Utility Users Tax Estimate
Increase Revenue for Rebate from Facilities Maint. Fund
Increase Revenue for Rebate from Fleet Maint. Fund
Shift of Franchise Fee Surcharge from Utility Undergrounding Fund
Recognize Transfer from Self Insurance Fund Reserves
Recognize Transfer from Street Sweeping Fund Reserves
Use of Contingency Account

Sub-Total

City Administrator's Office
Revenue from Water Fund for Inside Santa Barbara (CityTV)
Savings - Alloc. 50% of Employee Rel. Mgr. to Solid Waste Fund
Reduce Hourly Support for Special CityTV Programming
Special Projects Manager Funded by CalGRIP Grant

Sub-Total

Community Development Department
Savings from Part-time Planner Assigned to Creeks (6 months)
Suspension of Board/Commission Stipends
Salary Savings for Administrative Specialist vacancy

Sub-Total

Finance Department
Anticipated Salary Savings from Asst. Finance Director Vacancy
Miscellaneous Line-Item Reductions

Sub-Total

Library Department
Anticipated Salary Savings from 3 Vacant Positions
Fifty-Cent Fee on Juvenile Materials Holds

Sub-Total

Parks and Recreation Department
Anticipated Salary Savings from 4 Vacant/Absent Positions
Savings from One-Year Delay of Recreation Equipment Purchase
Line-ltem Savings in Business Services/Administration
Reduce Hourly Staff for Capital Projects
Reduce Hourly Staff in Aquatics
Replace Junior Counselor Program
Close Front Desk for Facility and Program Registration Services
New Revenues/Expenditure Savings for Recreation Programs

Sub-Total

Addition to/
Estimated (Use of)
Revenue Appropriations Reserves
(1,073,842) $ - $ (1,073,842)
(675,030) - (675,030)
(433,655) - (433,655)
(325,671) - (325,671)
87,238 - 87,238
35,425 - 35,425
359,000 - 359,000
300,000 - 300,000
100,000 - 100,000
- (512,601) 512,601
(1,626,535) (512,601) (1,113,934)
4,125 - 4,125
- (40,586) 40,586
- (7,000) 7,000
- (27,737) 27,737
4,125 (75,323) 79,448
- (24,460) 24,460
- (25,350) 25,350
- (66,674) 66,674
- (116,484) 116,484
- (105,064) 105,064
- (12,680) 12,680
- (117,744) 117,744
- (159,677) 159,677
7,318 - 7,318
7,318 (159,677) 166,995
- (247,062) 247,062
- (26,700) 26,700
- (8,500) 8,500
- (5,000) 5,000
- (5,000) 5,000
13,000 - 13,000
- (60,000) 60,000
22,920 (2,085) 25,005
35,920 (354,347) 390,267
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Attachment
CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

Summary of Recommended Budget Adjustments
Fiscal Year 2010

Addition to/
Estimated (Use of)
Revenue Appropriations Reserves
Police Department
Shift Costs to General Fund for COPs Grant Not Received - 451,420 (451,420)
Anticipated Salary Savings Due to Vacancies - (500,000) 500,000
Salaries & Benefits Costs for Animal Control Supervisor - 101,868 (101,868)
Sub-Total - 53,288 (53,288)
Public Works Department
Anticipated Salary Savings for Vacant Project Engineer I - (134,815) 134,815
Filling Vacant Survey Technician with Hourly Staff - (40,984) 40,984
Reduce Special Projects for Vector Control and Leaking
Underground Fuel Tanks (LUFT) - (120,485) 120,485
Sub-Total - (296,284) 296,284
GENERAL FUND TOTALS $  (1,579,172) % (1,579,172)  $ -
UTILITY UNDERGROUNDING FUND
Shift Franchise Fee Surcharge for Utility Undergrounding to GF $ (359,000) $ (359,000) $ -
POLICE SUPPLEMENTAL LAW ENFORCEMENT FUND
Reduce Revenue for COPs Grant Not Received $ (451,420) $ - (451,420)
Shift Costs to General Fund for COPs Grant Not Received - (451,420) 451,420
Police Supplemental Law Enforcement Fund Total $ (451,420) $ (451,420) $ -
STREET SWEEPING FUND
Recognize Transfers of Street Sweeping Reserves to General Fund $ - $ 100,000 (100,000)
FACILITIES MAINTENANCE FUND
Rebate to General Fund $ (87,238) $ - (87,238)
Salary Savings from 2 Vacant Custodial Positions - (87,238) 87,238
Facilities Maintenance Fund Total $ (87,238) $ (87,238) $ -
FLEET MAINTENANCE FUND
Rebate to General Fund $ (35,425) $ - (35,425)
Salary Savings from Service Writer Absence - (35,425) 35,425
Fleet Maintenance Fund Total $ (35,425) $ (35,425) $ -
SELF INSURANCE FUND
Recognize Transfers of W/C Reserves to General Fund $ - $ 300,000 (300,000)
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA
BARBARA AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. 09-043,
ESTABLISHING CERTAIN CITY FEES, INCLUDING WATER AND
WASTEWATER RATES, TO AUTHORIZE ADJUSTMENTS TO
PARKS AND RECREATION FEES AND ADJUST THE FEE FOR
RESERVING LIBRARY MATERIALS

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

SECTION 1. That Resolution No. 09-043, establishing certain City fees for Fiscal Year
2010, be amended to authorize adjustments to Parks and Recreation fees, as follows:

Page 60

City of Santa Barbara
Parks and Recreation Department

FY 2009-2010
SCHEDULE OF FEES AND CHARGES

The City Administrator or the City Administrator’'s designee is authorized to make
upward or downward adjustments in fees and charges set by this resolution to
accommodate fluctuation in program costs and demand and to allow for flexibility in
providing programs _and services. This authorization does not apply to Arts and Crafts
Show permit fees.

Fees for new programs and services established during the course of the fiscal year, if
not consistent with existing comparable program fees, shall require City Council
approval.

SECTION 2. That Resolution No. 09-043, establishing certain City fees for Fiscal Year
2010, be amended to adjust the fee for reserving library materials, as follows:
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A. Reserved Materials (Holds) $0.50
For reserving all library materials, including requesting materials owned by
member libraries of the Black Gold Cooperative Library Systems..—exceptfor

children’'s materials which are reserved free of charge.

SECTION 3. All changes listed above shall be effective upon adoption unless otherwise
noted above.

SECTION 4. All other provisions of Council Resolution No. 09-043 not inconsistent with
this amendment shall remain unchanged.
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File Code No. 64007

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers

FROM: Planning Division, Community Development Department
SUBJECT: Appeal Of Planning Commission Decision For 415 Alan Road
RECOMMENDATION:

That Council deny the appeal of Steven Amerikaner, agent for Mr. and Mrs. Andrew
Seybold, and uphold the Planning Commission decision to deny the initiation of the
Zone Change, General Plan Amendment and Local Coastal Program Amendment at
415 Alan Road.

DISCUSSION:
Project Description

The proposed project consists of a subdivision of 415 Alan Road into two lots, a lot area
modification to allow less than the required lot area for proposed Parcel A, a Zone
Change, General Plan Amendment and Local Coastal Program Amendment for
proposed Parcel B and a Coastal Development Permit. Initiation and approval of the
Zone Change, General Plan Amendment and Local Coastal Program Amendment is
required before action can be taken on the subdivision application. The Zoning
designation for proposed parcel B would change from A-1/SD-3 (One-Family
Residence/Coastal Overlay Zone) to E-3/SD-3 (One-Family Residence/Coastal Overlay
Zone) so that the new smaller lot would become conforming to lot area. The General
Plan Amendment would result in a change from Residential, one unit per acre to five
units per acre so that the new smaller lot would become conforming to density.

Existing Proposed Parcel A Proposed Parcel B

Zone District A-1/ SD-3 A-1/ SD-3 E-3/ SD-3 (Rezone)

Residential, five units per
acre (8,712 sq. ft. per unit)
(General Plan Amendment)

General Plan | Residential, one unit per | Residential, one unit per
Designation acre acre

Slope 15.6% 14.40% 19.90%

Minimum Lot

area required 65,340 sq. ft. (1.5 acres) 65,340 sq. ft. (1.5 acres) 11,250 sq. ft. (0.26 acres)

Lot area 59,657 sq. ft. (1.37 acres) 46,948 sq. ft. (1.08 acres) 12,709 sq. ft. (0.29 acres)

Nonconforming to Lot | Nonconforming to Lot

Zoning Area Area

Conforming to Lot Area

General Plan Conforming to Density Conforming to Density Conforming to Density
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Project Location

The property at 415 Alan Road is located in the Campanil neighborhood of the City,
which is bordered on the north and east by Arroyo Burro Creek, on the south by the
ocean and on the west by Hope Ranch. Most of this area consists of large parcels,
similar to the size of the project site or larger, containing single-family dwellings. An
exception to this is the Braemar Tract, a small-lot development that was subdivided
prior to annexation to the City. This tract of approximately 120 parcels, on relatively
steep topography, is described in the City’'s General Plan Land Use Element as
presenting “a vivid picture of improper subdivision techniques.” The density in this
portion of the neighborhood is approximately four times greater than the other areas.
The Land Use Element further states that other areas in the City have been rezoned to
lower densities in order to prevent this sort of development.

When the Braemar Tract was annexed to the City in 1956, it was given an E-3, One-
Family Residence zone designation, which requires a 7,500 square foot minimum lot
size (or more if average slope is 10% or more). Many parcels in the Braemar Tract are
non-conforming (smaller) than the lot area requirement for the E-3 zone. The rest of the
neighborhood has an A-1, One-Family Residence zone designation, which requires a
one-acre minimum lot size (or more if average slope is 10% or more). A number of
these parcels, although larger, are also non-conforming to the lot area requirement for
the A-1 zone. The General Plan designation for the entire neighborhood is Residential,
one dwelling unit per acre. The project site and the majority of the parcels in the
neighborhood, with the exception of the Braemar Tract, conform to this designation.

Background

As described in Attachment 2, the applicant submitted similar proposals in the past.
Staff and the Planning Commission have consistently not supported proposals that
involve the creation of a new lot in this neighborhood which is identified in the Land Use
Element as already too dense, a Zone Change and General Plan Amendment for one
lot to facilitate the creation of one new lot, or a lot split that results in a proposed lot
becoming more nonconforming to lot area.

Planning Commission Action

On June 11, 2009, the Planning Commission concurred with the Staff recommendation
and voted 3-2-2 to deny the request to initiate the Zone Change, General Plan
Amendment and Local Coastal Plan Amendment (3 in favor, 2 against, 2 absent). (See
Attachment 3 — Planning Commission Minutes and Resolution.)
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Appeal

After the Planning Commission denial of the initiation requests, Steven Amerikaner, on
behalf of the applicant, filed an appeal (see Attachment 1 — Appeal Letter). The appeal
letter requests that the Council approve the initiation requests, as well as direct staff to
investigate the possibility of initiating a General Plan Amendment for the entire Braemar
Tract, for the following reasons: 1) The proposed amendments would facilitate better
use of an odd-shaped lot and more efficient use of scarce vacant land in the City;
2) Santa Barbara needs housing and this proposal will create an additional modest-
sized residential unit; 3) The proposal takes advantage of an infill housing opportunity
while not changing the character of the neighborhood; 4) The proposed General Plan
Amendment corrects a discrepancy between the land use designation and zoning for
the Braemar Tract that has lingered for too long; and 5) The proposal is consistent with
the principles of Plan Santa Barbara.

For the reasons presented previously, Staff is not in support of the proposal. The
General Plan Land Use Element includes both discussion and land use designations.
Although the applicant suggests that the map amendments to the designations are
appropriate, staff believes if such changes were pursued, text changes would be
necessary as well.

The area zoned E-3 does have smaller lot sizes and this designation allows appropriate
improvements to the residences. The area zoned A-1, including this property, is
characterized with larger lots, many with an acre or more, and do comply with the
General Plan designation. No changes to this neighborhood are proposed with PlanSB.
In addition, the policy direction for infill housing opportunities is intended for areas of the
City where higher densities are allowed, not hillside areas of single-family homes.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that Council deny the appeal and uphold the Planning Commission
decision to deny the initiation of a Zone Change, General Plan Amendment and Local
Coastal Program Amendment proposed at 415 Alan Road.

ATTACHMENTS: 1. Appeal letter dated June 18, 2009
2. Planning Commission Staff Report, June 11, 2009
3. Planning Commission Minutes and Resolution,
June 11, 2009

PREPARED BY: Kathleen Kennedy, Associate Planner
SUBMITTED BY: Paul Casey, Community Development Director
APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office
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Brownstein | Hyatt 4 suaregic
California Merger

Fa rber I SCh reCk with Hatch & Parent

June 18, 2009

Steven A. Amerikaner

VIA HAND DELIVERY 805.882.1407 tel
805.965.4333 fax
SAmerikaner@bhfs.com

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

735 Anacapa Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Attention: City Clerk

RE: 415 Alan Road (MST2009-00083)
Appeal of Planning Commission Decision

Dear Mayor Blum and Members of the City Council:

This appeal letter is submitted on behalf of the applicants, Mr. and Mrs. Andrew Seybold, and requests
the City Council reverse the Planning Commission’s June 11, 2009 decision and grant initiation of a
General Plan Amendment, Local Coastal Plan Amendment and zone change for 415 Alan Road.

The proposed amendments and zone change would allow for a lot split and construction of a new
modest-sized single-family home in this nearly built-out neighborhood. The Seybolds plan to build a
one-story, three to four bedroom home that is compatible with the character and scale of surrounding
homes. This would be a “smart home,” showcasing the most current home automation technologies
and including solar power and many other energy efficient and sustainable features.

On June 11, 2009, the Planning Commission denied the request by a vote of 3-2. We respectfully
request the City Council reverse this decision and direct staff to:

1. Initiate a General Plan Amendment changing the land use designation for a portion of 415 Alan
Road (proposed Parcel B) from “Residential, One Dwelling per Acre” to “Residential, Five
Dwellings per Acre.”

2. Direct staff to investigate the desirability of initiating a General Plan Amendment for the so-
called “Braemar Tract” which is immediately north of 415 Alan Road, changing the land use
designation from “Residential, One Dwelling per Acre” to “Residential, Five Dwellings per Acre,”
so that the General Plan land use designation is consistent with the existing zoning and reflects
the existing development pattern of the neighborhood. This General Plan Amendment could
be undertaken as part of the general plan update process in which the City is currently
engaged.

3. Initiate a Local Coastal Plan Amendment consistent with-the General Plan land use designation
change described above. :

4. Initiate a zone change for the proposed Parcel B from A-1/S-D-3 to E-3/S-D-3, consistent with
the proposed General Plan designation and the currerit zoning of the Braemar Tract.

21 East Carrillo Street | Santa Barbara, CA 93101-2706 805.963.7000 tel
Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP | bhfs.com 805.965.4333 fax
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Reasons to Support the Proposal

1. The proposed amendments would facilitate better use of an odd-shaped lot and more
efficient use of scarce vacant land in the City. The proposed new parcel already appears to be a
separate lot because it is physically separated from the existing house and yard area. The established
infrastructure and lack of significant natural resources on the property make this an ideal location for
infill development that fits with the existing scale and character of the neighborhood. The enclosed
visual simulation shows a bird’s eye view of the neighborhood as it exists today and as it would appear
with the additional home.

2, Santa Barbara needs housing and this proposal wiil create an additional modest-sized
residential unit. The City is suffering from a severe shortage of middle-class housing opportunities,
which is one of the reasons for the high cost of housing. Infill sites, such as this one, offer the
opportunity to fit new housing into the City without expanding its boundaries or converting dedicated
open space.

3. The proposal takes advantage of an infill housing opportunity while not changing the
character of the neighborhood. There are relatively few places in the City where additional housing
can be provided without changing the character of the neighborhood, and this is one of those places.
The proposed new 12,709 square foot parcel is similar in size to surroundlng properties and conforms

to slope density standards.

4. The proposed General Plan Amendment corrects a discrepancy between the land use
designation and zoning for the Braemar Tract that has lingered for too long. California planning
law requires general plans to be consistent with all other land use regulations, including the zoning
ordinance (Government Code §65860). While Santa Barbara is exempt from this legal requirement
because it is a charter city, general plan and zoning consistency is nonetheless good planning practice.
The General Plan change would also reflect the actual density and development pattern of this fully
built-out neighborhood. Only one parcel, 53 Vista Del Mar Drive, would have the potential to be further
subdivided to create an additional developable lot. This property is currently developed with a single-
family home.

5 - The proposal is consistent with the principles of Plan Santa Barbara. The Plan SB “Policy
Preference Report,” issued in January 2009 puts forth the follcwing sustainability principle:

“Living Within Our Resources™ means effectively managing growth
and in-fill development to conserve the community’s natural, physical
and historic resources for present and future generations. Challenges
between future development and resource use must be met with
creative solutions that meet the multiple objectives of preserving
historic resources and community character, retaining a diverse
population and culture, and allowing sufﬂCIent growth to propel a
steady economy” (page 19).

Further, the report calls for incentives to encourage smaller, ‘affordable-by-design’ homes:
“Incentives for Affordable-by-Design Units. Prepare design standards

and codify incentives for market rate developers to build smaller,
‘affordable-by-design’ residential units that betier meet the needs of
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our community. Incentives could includes higher allowable densities,
less required parking, etc.” (Housing Policy H5, page 54).

This proposal affords the opportunity to put these stated goals into action. We respectfully suggest that
the City should support this type of infill project, unless there are compelling reasons to say no.

Conclusion

Based on the foregoing, we respectfully request you overturn the Planning Commission’s decision and
grant initiation of a General Plan Amendment, Local Coastal Plan Amendment and zone change.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,

Steven A. Amerikaner

Enclosure

cc: Mr. and Mrs. Andrew Seybold (by email)
Scott Vincent, Assistant City Attorney (by email)
Paul Casey, Director (by email)
Danny Kato, Senior Planner (by email)
Kathy Kennedy, Associate Planner (by email)

SB 508227 v4:012399.0001
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ATTACHMENT 2

City of Santa Barbara

California

PLANNING COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
REPORT DATE: June 4, 2009
AGENDA DATE: June 11, 2009
PROJECT ADDRESS: 415 Alan Road (MST2009-00083)
TO: Planning Commission .
FROM: Planning Division, (805) 564-5470

Danny Kato, Senior Planner
Kathleen Kennedy, Associate Planner ?_‘,W-f

L PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposal is a request to initiate a Zone Change, General Plan Amendment and Local Coastal
Program Amendment for a portion of the parcel (proposed parcel B) located at 415 Alan Road, from
“A-1/8D-3 (One-Family Residence/Coastal Overlay Zone) to E-3/SD-3 {One-Family Residence/Coastal
‘Overlay Zone) and from Residential, one unit per acre to Residential, five units per acre,

If the initiation requests are approved, the proposed project would also require a Tentative Subdivision
Map to allow a subdivision of the parcel into two lots, a Lot Area Modification to allow less than the
required lot area for one lot (proposed parcel A) and a Coastal Development Permit.

At this time, the Planning Commission is not being requested to take any action regarding approval of
the proposed project nor make any determination regarding environmental review.

I REQUIRED APPLICATIONS

The initiation requests are as follows:

1. Initiation of a Zone Change from A-1/SD-3 (One Family Residence/Coastal Overlay Zone) to
E-3/SD-3 (One Family Residence/Coastal Overlay Zone);

2. Initiation of a General Plan Amendment from Residential, One unit per acre to Residential,
Five units per acre; and '

3. Initiation of a Local Coastal Prografn Amendment to accept the Zone Change.

. RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission deny the initiation of the Zone Change, General Plan
Amendment and Local Coastal Program Amendment.

HILA.
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IV, SITE INFORMATION

A, EXISTING
Zone District A-1/SD-3
General Plan Designation Residential, one unit per acre
Slope 15.6%

Minimum fot area required (with slope density

factor of 1.5) 65.340 sq. ft. (1.5 acres)

Lot area 59,657 sq. ft. (1.37 acres)
Zoning Noncenforming {o Lot Area
General Plan Conforming to Density

B. PROPOSED

Proposed Parcel A Proposed Parcel B

Zonge District A-1/8SD-3 E-3/SD-3
General Plan Designation Residential, one unit per acre Residential, five units per acre
Stope ' 14.40% 19.90%
Minmum lot area required (with . o e 0 e
slope density factor of 1.5) 65,340 sq. ft. (1.5 acres) 11,250 sq. fi. (0.26 acres)
Lot area 46,948 sq. ft. (1.08 acres) 12,709 sq. ft. (0.29 acres)
Zoning Nonconforming to Lot Area Conforming to Lot Area
General Plan Coniorming to Density Conforming to Density

V. DISCUSSION

A, PROJECT LOCATION

The property at 415 Alan Road is located in the Campanil neighborhood of the City, which is
bordered on the north and east by Arroyo Burro Creek, on the south by the ocean and on the
west by Hope Ranch. The General Plan designation for the neighborhood is one dwelling unit
per acre. Most of this area consists of large parcels, similar to the size of the project site or
larger, which are either vacant or contain single-family dwellings. An exception to this is the
Braemar Tract, a single-family, small-lot development that was subdivided while under County
jurisdiction. This tract of approximately 120 parcels, on relatively steep topography, 1s
described in the City’s General Plan Land Use Element as presenting “a vivid picture of
improper subdivision techniques.” The density in this portion of the neighborhood is
approximately four times greater than the other areas.

When the Braemar Tract was ammexed to the City in 1956, it was given an E-3, One-Family

Residence zone designation, which requires a 7,500 square foot minimum lot size (or more if

the average slope exceeds 10%). The rest of the neighborhood has an A-1, One-Family

Residence zone designation, which requires a one-acre minimum lot size (or more if the
~ average slope exceeds 10%).
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B. BACKGROUND

Similar proposals regarding the project site have been submitted for review in the past. in
2004, the Planning Comumission conceptually reviewed a proposed project that involved a lot
line adjustment between two parcels (415 Alan Road and 23 Wade Court) resulting in an
increase of lot area for 23 Wade Court. The Planning Commission, during their review,
discouraged any development on the land that would be added to 23 Wade Court.

In February of 2005, an application was submitted that consisted of a subdivision of 415 Alan
Road into two lots, in addition to the lot line adjustment. Following the subdivision, the
smaller lot would have been rezoned from A-1 to E-3 and the larger lot would have required a
lot area modification. During project review, Staff stated that if the project were to proceed to
the Planning Commission for initiation of the Zone Change and Local Coastal Program
Amendment, Staff would recommend denial, in part because the original 415 Alan Road parcel,
which is currently nonconforming to lot area, would have become more nonconforming as a
result of the proposed subdivision. Furthermore, the creation of a new lot that would not
conform to the General Plan density would not be appropriate for the neighborhood when the
Land Use Element and Local Coastal Plan state that this neighborhood is already too dense.

The applicant did proceed with the project and on October 6, 2005, the Planning Commission
denied the initiation requests. One of the main reasons for the denial was the incongistency
with the General Plan density.

The applicant filed an appeal of the Planning Commission action but subsequently withdrew
the appeal and submitted a proposal to Staff that included a request to initiate a General Plan
Amendment as well. With a General Plan Amendment (from one unit per acre to five units per
acre) added to the proposal, all proposed lots would conform to the General Plan density. Due
to the rezone, the 23 Wade Court parcel would become conforming to lot area as would the
newly created smaller parcel; however, the larger parcel would become more nonconforming to
lot area. This proposal was put on hold.

C. CURRENT PROPOSAL

In carly 2009, the applicant submitted a new proposal that no longer included 23 Wads Court.
The proposed project consisted of the initiation of a Zone Change, General Plan Amendment
and Local Coastal Program Amendment and a subdivision of 415 Alan Road under the
proposed Zoning and General Plan designations. The proposed project also included five
-additional properties along the eastern side of Alan Road. In response to the application, Staff
provided the applicant with the following comments:

I. The existing parcel at 415 Alan Road is nonconforming to lot area due to the
slope density requirements of the A-1 zone. Staff is not in support of the
subdivision of the parcel that results in 415 Alan Road (proposed parcel A)
becoming more nonconforming to lot area. In addition. Staff is also not in
support of the proposal to rezone a number of parcels and change the General
Plan and Local Coastal Plan designations on those parcels in order to facilitate
the creation of a new lot in the project area. As you know, the City’s General
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Plan Land Use Element considers the adjacent Braemar Tract an example of an
improper subdivision because it 1s a dense development on steep topography.
Staff is not in support of creating a new lot in a neighborhood identified in the
Land Use Element as already too dense.

2. It the applicant chooses to proceed with the proposed project, Staff would be
recommending denial of the Initiation of the Zone Change and General Plan and
Local Coastal Program Amendments at the Planning Commission.

3. Statf, however, would be in support of the proposal if the newly created lot were
to have an upper-middle income restricted single-family detached unit. The
proposal would be subject to the requirements of the City's Density Bonus
Program. If the applicant chooses to proceed in this manner, please see
SBMC§28.87.400 and the City of Santa Barbara Affordable Housing Policies
and Procedures Manual for more information.

The proposal being presented to the Planning Commission is the same as described above but it
does not include the five additional properties along the eastern side of Alan Road. In regard to
the affordable housing suggestion by Staff, the applicant has requested that a payment of an in-
lieu fee be considered rather than a restriction on the new residence.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff’s concerns remain the same as stated above. In addition, Staff would not be in support of
a payment of an in-licu fee because the purpose is to provide payment as an alternative to
constructing an affordable unit. This would not be a proper application of this alternative.

For the reasons presented above, Staff recommends that the Planning Commission deny the
initiation of a Zone Change, General Plan Amendment and Local Coastal Program Amendment
for the proposed project.

If the initiation is granted, it is not meant to imply any approval of, or formal position on the
propused project other than acknowledging that the proposed Zone Change, General Plan
Amendment and Local Coastal Program Amendment can proceed for study and environmental
review.

Exhibits:

A.
B.

Applicant's letter, dated May 22, 2009
Project Plans (Exhibits A, B-1, B-2, C & Tentative Map)
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Patsy Stadelman, AICP
' Land Use Planner
May 22, 2009 - 7
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ECEIVE
% MAY 27 2008

PSiadelman@bhfs.com
Ms. Kathleen Kennedy ﬁ‘;ﬁ OF SANTA BARBARA

City of Santa Barbara AING 53‘1%5?@%“
Community Development Department :
P.C. Box 1990

Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990

VIA HAND DELIVERY

RE: Initiation of Seybold Lot Split, Rezone and General Plain Amendment
415 Alan Road (APN 047-091-024)

Dear Ms. Kennedy:

Enclosed are the copies of the revised exhibits for Planning Commission initiation of the proposed
rezone and Generatl Plan amendment at 415 Alan Road. .

Following our pre-application review meeting with you on March 23, 2009, Mr. Seyboid decided to
revise the proposed project to eliminate the request for a rezone and General Plan amendment of the
properties on the east side of Alan Road. The revised axhibite reflect this change. This letter and
accompanying enclosures describe the proposed project and the reasons we believe the proposal is
consistent with City policies and reguiations as well as the Subdivision Map Act.

Project Description

The proposed project includes (1) subdivision of the 415 Alan Road parcel (APN 047-091-024),
resulting in one new developable iot; (2) a rezone of the newly created parcel from A-1/8-D-3, One-
Family Residence and Coastal Overiay Zones, tc E-3/8-D-3, Cne-Family Residence and Coastal
Overlay Zones; (3) a General Plan Amendment, and consistent Local Coastal Plan Amendment, to
change the land use designation of the rezoned parcel from 1 cwelling unit per acre to 5 dwelling units
per acre; and (4) a lot area modification to reduce the minimum lot area of the already developed
remainder lot from 1.5 acres to 1.08 acres (see enclosed exhiliis). The proposed project would require

a Tentative Parcel Map, Coastal Development Permit, Lot Arex: Modification, Rezone, and General Plan
and Local Coastal Plan Amendments.

The 415 Alan Road parcel is 59,657 square feet (1.37 acres) end is currently developed with one single
family home and associated accessory structures on the southem side of the property. The size of this
parcel conforms to the minimum one acre parcel size standard of the A-1 zone district but is smaller
than the 1.5 acres that would be required under the city's slope density ordinance if the lot were now
being proposed for development. The proposed lot split would rasult in two parcels: Parcel A would
contain the existing dweliing and be 46,948 sguare feet in size (1.08 acres) and Parcel B would be
12,709 square feet in size (see Exhibit B-1 and Tentative Map). With the proposed rezone and land
use designation change to E-3/S-D-3 and 5 dwelling units per acre, respectively, Parcel B would
conform with the minimum 7,500 parcel size standard of the E-3 zone district and wouid satisfy the

270 BUSG6Y

fifvcom #1)5.565

EXHIBIT A
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11,250 sguare foot slope density standard for a fot with an average sfope between 10% and 20%.
Parcel A would continue to be nonconforming to the minimum Iot area under the slope density
ordinance and therefore would reguire a lot area modification.

Project Benefits and Required Findings

The Santa Barbara Municipal Code requires the City to make the following findings in order to approve
the proposed project ’

Findings for Tentative Map (SBMC §27.07.100): The tentative map is (1) consistent with appiicable
General and specific plans; (2) the desigh or improvement proposed is consistent with applicable
general and specific plans; (3) the site is physicaliy suitable for the type of development,; (4} the site is
physically suitabte for the proposed density of deveiopment; {5) the design of the development or the
proposed improvements are not likely to cause substantial envirconmental damage or to substantiaily
and avoidably injure fish or wiidlife or their habitat; (6) the desian of the development or the type of
improvement is not fikely to cause setious public healih problems; and (7) the design of the
development or the type of improvement will not conflict with ezsements, acguired by the public at
large, for access through or use of property within the proposes development,

Findings for a Change of Zone Boundaries (SBMC §28.92.015): The change is justified by public
necessity, convenience, general welfare or good zoning practice.

Findings for Coastal Development Permit (SBMC §28.45.008): The project is consistent with the
policies of the California Coastal Act and the project is consistent with aft appticabie policies of the
City's Coastal Plan, all impiementing guidelines and all applicable provisions of the Municipal Code.

Findings for a Local Coastal Program Amendment (SBMC £28.45.008): The project is consistent
with the policies of the California Coastal Act (commencing with Section 30200) including pubic access
and pubtic recreation because it would not affect public access or recreation opportunities. In addition,
the project is consistent with all applicable policies of the City's Local Coastal Plan, all applicable
implementing guidelines, and all applicabie provision of the Municipal Code.

Findings for a Lot Area Modification (SBMC §28.92.110): The modification is consistent with the
purposes and intent of the Zoning Ordinance, and is necessary to (i) secure an appropriate
improvement on a lot, (i) prevent unreasonable hardship, (iii) promote uniformity of improvement, or {iv)

the medification is necessary to construct a housing development which is affordable to very low-, low-,
moderate- or middie-income households.

We respectfully submit that these findings can be made for the foliowing reasons. The property is an
exceflent location for infill development of a single family home. The proposed new parcel already
appears to be a separate lot because it is physically separated from the existing house and yard area,
Furiher, it is adjacent to and across Alan Road from lots of comparable size, ail infrastructure is in

place, slopes are relatively minimal, and development would not negatively impact traffic in the
neighborhood.

Arezone and General Plan Amendment to allow a new lot weuld be consistent with the actual density
of the existing neighborhood. While the area is currently designated for 1 unit per acre, this land use
designation was applied after the neighborhood was developesd. The actual density of the area along
Alan Road between Cliff Drive and Wade Court is 1.8 units per acre. One infill unit wouid result in a
minimal increase in density to 2 units per acre. :



Ms. Kathleen Kennedy
May 22, 2009
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The proposed project is consistent with the Coastal Act because it does not affect public access or
public recreation. The project would result in a new ot added to the City's tax rolls and would be
compatible with the Alan Road neighborhood. The proposed new lot has ready access from Alan Road
and would connect to the existing water and sewer infrastructure on Alan Road. Further, there are no
significant natural resources on the property which could be adversely affected by future development.

In conciusion, the proposed project benefit the City by creating a new infili property compatible with the
existing neighborhood, furthering the City's policy of praviding housing opportunities through infill
develcpment and adding a new property to the City's tax rolls.

Thank you for your time and consideration of this proposal.

Sincerely,

ot

Patsy Stadelman, AICP
Land Use Planner

ce: Andrew Seybold
Steven Amerikaner, Esq.

Enclosures: Tentative Parcei Map (10 copies)
Exhibit A: Seybold Existing Conditions (10 copies)
Exhibit B-1: Seybold Proposed Conditions, Subdivision and Rezone {10 copies})
Exhibit B-2: Seybold Proposed Conditions, Subdivision and General Pian Amendment {10
copies)
Exhibit C: Seybold Vicinity/Zoning Map (10 copies)

SB 505951 v1:01239%.0001
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ATTACHMENT 3

Planning Commission Minutes

June 11,2009
Page 2

IL. PRELIMINARY MATTERS:

A.

Requests for continuances, withdrawals, postponements, or addition of ex-agenda
items.

None.

Announcements and appeals.

None.

Comments from members of the public pertaining to items not on this agenda.

Chair Larson opened the public hearing at 1:07 P.M. and, with no one wishing to
speak, closed the hearing.

Il. NEW ITEMS:

ACTUAL TIME: 1:07 P.M.

A.

APPLICATION OF PATSY STADELMAN, BROWNSTEIN _HYATT
FARBER SCHRECK, LLP, AGENT FOR ANDREW M. SEYBOLD,
415 ALAN ROAD, APN 041-091-024, A-1/SD-3, ONE-FAMILY RESIDENCE
AND_COASTAL OVERLAY ZONES, GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION:
RESIDENTIAL, ONE UNIT PER ACRE (MST2009-00083)

The proposal is a request to initiate a Zone Change, General Plan Amendment and
Local Coastal Program Amendment for a portion of the parcel (proposed parcel B)
located at 415 Alan Road, from A-1/SD-3 (One-Family Residence/Coastal Overlay
Zone) to E-3/SD-3 (One-Family Residence/Coastal Overlay Zone) and from
Residential, one unit per acre to Residential, five units per acre.

If the initiation requests are approved, the proposed project would also require a
Tentative Subdivision Map to allow a subdivision of the parcel into two lots, a
Lot Area Modification to allow less than the required lot area for one lot
(proposed parcel A) and a Coastal Development Permit.

The initiation requests are as follows:

L Initiation of a Zone Change from A-1/SD-3 (One Family Residence/Coastal
Overlay Zone) to E-3/SD-3 (One Family Residence/Coastal Overlay Zong),

2. Initiation of a General Plan Amendment from Residential, One unit per acre
to Residential, Five units per acre; and
3, Initiation of a Local Coastal Program Amendment to accept the Zone

Change.

Case Planner: Kathleen Kennedy, Associate Planner
Email: KKennedy@SantaBarbaraCA.gov




Planning Commission Minutes

June 11,2009
Page 3

Kathleen Kennedy, Associate Planner, gave the Staff presentation,

Steve Amerikaner, Attorney, gave the applicant presentation joined by Andrew
Seybold, Property Owner.

Chair Larson opened the public hearing at 1:29 P.M. and acknowledged the
correspondence received.

Gill Barry, neighbor, spoke in opposition to the project on behalf of neighbor Dr,
Timothy Rodgers, who could not be present at the meeting. He cited concerns over
the lot split and increased density and stated that a previous condition of approval
prohibited any further subdivision of the parcel.

With no one else wishing to speak, the public hearing was closed at 1:33 P.M.

Scott Vincent, Assistant City Attorney, answered Planning Commission questions
about how the slope density provisions of the City’s Ordinance apply to the project.
Mr. Vincent also stated that the City cannot place a condition on a property that
would not allow an owner to request further division of the property.

The Commission made the following comments;

L Commissioner Lodge was not in support because it would become denser.

2 Commissioner White concurs but may be in support of a secondary unit in
the future.

3. Commissioner Bartlett was in support because the new lot would conform

and the applicant is willing to pay in-lieu fees and construct a green building.
Need to fix the rules.

4, Commissioner Bartlett suggested that the General Plan and Zoning
inconsistencies in this area be addressed in the future,
5, Commissioner Thompson suggested that the in-lieu fee option be explored.

MOTION: Lodge/White Assigned Resolution No. 025-09
Denied the initiation of a Zone Change, General Plan Amendment and Local Coastal
Program Amendment for the proposed project as recommended in the Staff Report,

This motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: 3 Noes: 2 (Bartlett/Thompson) Abstain: 0 Absent: 2 (Jacobs/Jostes)

Chair Larson announced the ten calendar day appeal period.




City of Santa Barbara

California o

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA PLANNING COMMISSION

RESOLUTION NO. 025-09
415 ALAN RoAD
ZONE CHANGE, GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND LOCAL COASTAL PROGRAM AMENDMENT
JUNE 11, 2009

ONE-FAMILY RESIDENCE AND COASTAL OVERLAY ZONES, GENERAL PLAN
DESIGNATION: RESIDENTIAL, ONE UNIT PER ACRE (MST2009-00083)

The proposal is a request to initiate a Zone Change, General Plan Amendment and Local Coastal
Program Amendment for a portion of the parcel (proposed parcel B) located at 415 Alan Road, from

A-1/8D-3 (One-Family Residence/Coastal Overlay Zone) to E-3/8D-3 (One-Family Residence/Coastal
Overlay Zone) and from Residential, one unit per acre to Residential, five units per acre.

If the initiation requests are approved, the proposed project would also require a Tentative Subdivision
Map to allow a subdivision of the parcel into two lots, a Lot Area Modification to allow less than the
required lot area for one lot {proposed parcel A) and a Coastal Development Permit,

The initiation requests are as follows:

L. Initiation of a Zone Change from A-1/SD-3 (One Family Residence/Coastal Overlay Zone) to
E-3/8D-3 (One Family Residence/Coastal Overlay Zone);

2. Initiation of a General Plan Amendment from Residential, One unit per acre to Residential,
Five units per acre; and

3. Initiation of a Local Coastal Program Amendment to accept the Zone Change.

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has held the required public hearing on the above
application, and the Applicant was present,

WHEREAS, no one appeared to speak in favor of the application, and 1 person appeared to
speak in opposition thereto, and the following exhibits were presented for the record:

1. Staff Report with Attachments, June 4 2009,
2. Site Plans

LI

. Correspondence received in support of the project:
a. Steven Amerikaner
b. Steve H. Dougherty, via email
c. Richard B. Tanner, Santa Barbara, CA

S




PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION No. 025-09
415 ALAN ROAD
JUNE 11,2009
PAGE2
4. Correspondence received in opposition to the project:
b. Judy Orias, Allied Neighborhood Association, via email
& Herbert L. Gravitz and Julie Borden, via email
d. Timothy Rodgers, M. D., via email
¢ Paula Westbury, Santa Barbara, CA
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Planning Commission:

Denied the initiation of the Zone Change, General Plan Amendment and Local Coastal Program
Amendment. '

This motion was passed and adopted on the 11th day of June, 2009 by the Planning
Commission of the city of Santa Barbara, by the following vote:

AYES:3 NOES: 2 (Bartlett, Thompson) ABSTAIN: 0 ABSENT: 2 (Jacobs, Jostes)

[ hereby certify that this Resolution correctly reflects the action taken by the city of Santa
Barbara Planning Commission at its meeting of the above date.

1
/ A ' / . L -
\_S.LL\_/(_]JJ;I F/ Zj’dgum{*—\f [<,-LL./( 7,005
Julie lﬁiguez, Planning Continissioh Secretary Datg”| /)
THIS TION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION CAN BE APPEALED TO THE CITY

COUNCIL WITHIN TEN (10) DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE ACTION WAS TAKEN BY THE
PLANNING COMMISSION.




RECEIvED

NOV - 5 2009
CITY CLERK'g
OFF,
SANTA BARBARA, 1
November 2, 2009
City Council of Santa Barbara
c/o City Clerk’s Office
P.O. Box 1990

Santa Barbara, CA 93102-1990

Re: Appeal by Amerikaner, Brownstein, Hyatt, Farber, Schreck, LLP, of Planning
Commission denial of application No. MST2009-00083 for zoning change of property at
415 Alan Road. '

To the City Council:

The owners of the property in question are requesting a zoning change from Residential,
One Unit per Acre to Residential, Five Units per Acre. While I have no objection to their
building one additional house on their property, I do object to a zoning change which
would allow them to build up to five houses per acre. I feel that the construction of more
than on house on their property would significantly degrade the value of my property at
414 Alan Road. I urge the Council to reject a zoning change that would allow
construction of multiple houses.

Sincerely,

Steve H. Dougherty
5132 Silverbell Ln
El Paso, Texas 79932
Day: 915-545-6855
Night: 915-833-8491




Agenda Item No.

File Code No. 14005

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: City Clerk’s Office, Administrative Services Department
SUBJECT: Interviews For City Advisory Groups

RECOMMENDATION: That Council:

A. Hold interviews of applicants to various City Advisory Groups; and
B. Continue interviews of applicants to November 17, 2009, at 6:00 p.m.
DISCUSSION:

Interviews of applicants for various positions on City Advisory Groups are to be held on
November 10, 2009, at 4:00 p.m. Applicants will also have the option to be interviewed on
November 17, 2009, at 6:00 p.m. and November 24, 2009, at 4:00 p.m.

Applicants to the Franklin Center, Lower Westside Center and Westside Center Advisory
Committees, and the Downtown Neighborhood representative position on the Community
Development and Human Services Committee will have the option to be interviewed by a
Council Subcommittee, instead of the City Council, on Thursday, November 12, 2009, at
7:00 p.m. at the Westside Community Center.

For the current vacancies, 52 individuals submitted 54 applications. A list of eligible
applicants and pertinent information about the City Advisory Groups is attached to this
report.

Applicants have been notified that to be considered for appointment, they must be
interviewed. Applicants have been requested to prepare a 2-3 minute verbal presentation
in response to a set of questions specific to the group for which they are applying.

Appointments are scheduled to take place on December 15, 2009.

ATTACHMENT: List of Applicants

PREPARED BY:  Cynthia M. Rodriguez, CMC, City Clerk Services Manager
SUBMITTED BY: Marcelo A. Lopez, Administrative Services Director
APPROVED BY:  City Administrator's Office



ACCESS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

ATTACHMENT

e One vacancy.

e Term expires 12/31/2011.

e Resident of the City or a full-time employee of an entity doing business within the City who demonstrate an interest,
experience, and commitment to issues pertaining to disability and access and who represents the Disability

Community.

e Appointee may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY
(Number of Vacancies)

APPLICANT

Incumbent
Appt. Dates
(Years Served)

Applicant’s
Preference
(1St' 2nd’ 3I’d’ 4th)

Notes

Disability Community (1)

Ken McLellan




AIRPORT COMMISSION

e Two vacancies.

e Terms expire 12/31/2013

e Qualified electors of the City or residents of the County of Santa Barbara.

e Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s
(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference
Vacancies) (Years Served) (1%, 2 3 4™

Notes

Qualified Electors or Chris Colbert

Qualified Elector

residents of the
County (2) Charles Foley

County

William Gilbert

County




ARCHITECTURAL BOARD OF REVIEW

e Three vacancies. (If Measure E is passed by the voters, membership is reduced from 9 to 7. Only the Professional
Qualifications position will be filled; the Landscape Architect category will be included in the Professional Qualifications
category.)

e One term expires 12/31/2010; and
Two terms expire 12/31/2013.

e Qualified electors of the City:
- One member who is a licensed landscape architect;
- One member who possesses professional qualifications in related fields including, but not limited to, building
design, structural engineering or industrial design; and
- One member who is a licensed architect, licensed landscape architect, possess professional qualifications in
related fields or who represents the public at large.

e Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

NOTE: If Measure E is passed by the voters, all applicants will be eligible for appointment; If Measure E is not passed,
County* residents will not be eligible for appointment.)

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s

(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (15t, 2, 319, 4t

Licensed Landscape | Chris Gilliland 12/16/2008 Qualified Elector
Architects (1) (1 year)

Professional Gary Mosel 12/13/05 Qualified Elector
Qualifications (1) (4 years)

Licensed Keith Nolan* Architect - County
Architect/Licensed

Landscape

Architect/Professional

Qualifications/Public

at Large (1)




ARTS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

e Four vacancies.
e Terms expire 12/31/2013.

e One qualified elector of the City; and
Three residents of the south coast area of Santa Barbara County.

e Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s
(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (1%, 2 3 4™
Qualified Elector (1) | Tom Morey 12/13/05 Qualified Elector; currently
(4 years) under South Coast Area
Category
South Coast Area (3) | Roman Baratiak County

(7 years, 10 months)

Suzanne Fairly- 12/13/05
Green (4 years)

Qualified Elector




CENTRAL COAST COMMISSION FOR SENIOR CITIZENS

e One vacancy.
e Term expires 6/30/2011.
e Resident of the City.

e Appointee may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY
(Number of APPLICANT

Vacancies)

Incumbent
Appt. Dates
(Years Served)

Applicant’s
Preference
(1St 2nd 3fd 4th)

Notes

Resident of the City None
(1)

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

e One vacancy.
e Term expires 12/31/2013.
e Qualified elector of the City.

e Appointee may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government and, for 1 year after ceasing to be
a member, may not be eligible for any salaried office or employment with the City.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s
(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (@5 2 2
Qualified Elector (1) Kathryn McKee 12/13/05
(4 years)

5




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE

e Six vacancies.

e One term expires 12/31/2010;
One term expires 12/31/2011,

One term expires 12/31/2012; and

Three terms expire 12/31/2013.

e Residents or employees within the City but need not be qualified electors of the City. One representative from each:
- African American Community

- Business Community/Economic Development
- Downtown Neighborhood (Census Tract 9)

- Housing Interests

- Human Services Agency
- Senior Community

e Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s

(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (1%, 2 3 4™

African American None

Community (1)

Business
Community/Economic
Development (1)

Laura Knight

7/11/06
(3 years, 5 months)

Downtown
Neighborhood (1)

Maureen Mina

Also qualifies for the
Human Services Agency
category

Housing Interests (1)

None

(Cont’'d)




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE (CONT'D)

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s

(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (1%t, 2" 3 4™

Human Services Julie Jeakle

Agency (1)

Senior Community

(1)

Susan Johnson

Christal Leeth




CREEKS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

e One vacancy.
e Term expires 12/31/2011.

e Resident of the City or the County with some experience in ocean use, business, environmental issues, and/or provide

community at large representation.

e Appointee may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

Incumbent
Appt. Dates
(Years Served)

Applicant’s
Preference
(lst 2nd 3I’d 4th)

Notes

CATEGORY _ APPLICANT
(Number of Vacancies)

Experience in ocean Kathleen “Betsy”
use, business, or Weber

environmental issues,
and/or represents the
community at large (1)




DOWNTOWN PARKING COMMITTEE

e Two vacancies.

e Terms expire 12/31/2013.

e Two residents of the City or the County of Santa Barbara.

e Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s

(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (@8, 2™ g 4

Residents of the City | Randy Rowse 12/7/04 & 12/13/05 City

or the County (2) (5 years)




FIRE AND POLICE COMMISSION

e Two vacancies.

e One term expires 12/31/2011; and
One term expires 12/31/2013.

e Qualified electors of the City.
e Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s
(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference
Vacancies) (Years Served) (st, 2" 3 4™

Notes

Qualified Electors (2) | Frank Banales

Jennifer
Christensen

Robert Handy

Patrick Lennon, Jr. 12/13/05
(4 years)

Daniel McCarter

Bill Medel

10




FIRE AND POLICE PENSION COMMISSION

e Three vacancies.

e Two terms expire 12/31/2012; and
One term expires 12/31/2013.
e One qualified elector of the City who is not an active firefighters or an active police officers for the City of Santa
Barbara;
One active or retired firefighter who need not be a resident or qualified elector of the City; and
One active or retired police officer who need not be a resident or qualified elector of the City.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s
(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (1st, 2 3 4™

Qualified Elector (1) None

Active/Retired None
Firefighter (1)

Active/Retired Police None
Officer (1)

11




FRANKLIN CENTER ADVISORY COMMITTEE

e Three vacancies.

e One term expires 12/31/2010; and
Two terms expire 12/31/2013.

e Members are not required to be qualified electors of the City:
- One resident or employee within the Franklin Neighborhood (Census Tract Nos. 8.01, 8.02 or 9)
- Two residents of the City who represent the public at large

Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

NOTE: Applicants for the Resident/Employee in the Franklin Neighborhood category are also eligible for the Public at Large

category.
Incumbent Applicant’s
CRTECORY . APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
(Number of Vacancies) (Years Served) (1t 2", 3, 4thy
Resident/Employee in the | Britta Bartels 1) Frankiin; Census Tract 9
Franklin Neighborhood 2) Westside;

(1)

3) Lower Westside

large (2)

Chrystal Sturm 12/16/08 Census Tract 8.01
(1 year)
Residents of the City who | Sebastian Aldana, Jr. 12/28/07
represent the public at (2 years)

Sharon Byrne

Laura Garcia

12




HARBOR COMMISSION

e One vacancy. (If Measure D is passed by the voters, increasing membership from 5 to 7, there will be three
vacancies filled.)

e Term expires 12/31/2013.
e Qualified elector of the City.
e Appointee may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

Incumbent Applicant’s
?Nﬁflﬁe?lg:Vacancies) APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
(Years Served) (1st, 2" 3" 4t
Qualified Elector (1) Eric Friedman Current Library Board
Member; term expires
12/31/10
Paul Miller
Jim Sloan
Charles E. Watson

13




HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION

e Two vacancies.
e Terms expire 12/31/2013.

e One appointee must be a qualified elector of the City and one appointee may be a resident of the County of
Santa Barbara: Licensed architects/licensed landscape architects/professional architectural historians or a

representatives of the public at large.
e Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s

(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (1%, 2", 319, 4th

Architect, Landscape | Louise Boucher 12/13/05 Public at large — Qualified
Architect, (4 years) Elector

Professional i _ _ _

Historian or may
represent the public
at large (2)

Tom Ochsner

Architect — Qualified
Elector

Philip Suding

Landscape Architect —
Qualified Elector

Justin Van Mullem

Professional Architectural
Historian — Qualified
Elector

14




HOUSING AUTHORITY COMMISSION

e One vacancy.
e Term expires 2/15/2012 (Term effective 2/16/10).

e Senior tenant (62 years of age or older) who is receiving housing assistance from the Housing Authority
of the City of Santa Barbara.

e Appointee may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s
(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (1%t, 2 3 4™
Senior Tenant (1) Stanley Eisele 12/18/07
(2 years)

15




LIBRARY BOARD

e One vacancy.

e Term expires 12/31/2013.

e Qualified elector of the City.

e Appointee may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s
(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (1%, 2 3 4™

Qualified Elector (1) Christine Forte

16




LIVING WAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE

e Four vacancies.

e One term expires 6/30/2010;
Two terms expire 6/30/2012; and
One term expires 6/30/2013.

e One representative from each:

Local Living Wage Advocacy Organization
Non-Profit Entity
Owner or manager of a business operating within the City
Santa Barbara Chamber of Commerce

e Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

Incumbent Applicant’s
SRR . APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
(Number of Vacancies) (Years Served) (1%, 2nd, 3 4thy
Local Living Wage None

Advocacy Organization

(1)

Non-Profit Entity (1)

Anna Kokotovic

7/11/06
(3 years, 5 months)

Owner/Manager of a
business operating
within the City (1)

Gabe Dominocielo

Also eligible for the
Non-Profit Entity
category

Santa Barbara Chamber
of Commerce (1)

None
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LOWER WESTSIDE CENTER ADVISORY COMMITTEE

e Two vacancies.
e Terms expire 12/31/2013.

e Members are not required to be qualified electors of the City: Residents of the City who represent the public at large.

e Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s

(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (1, 2", 31, 4th

Residents of the City | Britta Bartels 1) Frankl?n;

who represent the 2) Westside;

public at large (2)

3) Lower Westside

Paul Contreras

12/16/08
(1 year)

M. Carmen Lozano
Ibanez
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MEASURE P COMMITTEE

e Five vacancies.

e One term expires 12/31/2011;

Two terms expire 12/31/2012; and

Two terms expire 12/31/2013.

e One representative each as follows:

- Civil liberties advocate
- Criminal defense attorney
- Medical Marijuana Patient (Census Tract 9)

- Medical Professional
- Resident of the City

e Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s

(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (1st, 2" 3 4™

Civil Liberties None

Advocate (1)

Criminal Defense None

Attorney (1)

Medical Marijuana

Gary Buffington

Patient (1)

Medical Professional None
(1)

Resident of the City None

(1)
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PARK AND RECREATION COMMISSION

e One vacancy. (If Measure C is passed by the voters, increasing membership from 5 to 7, there will be three vacancies

to be filled.)

e Term expires 12/31/2013.
e Qualified elector of the City.

e Appointee may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY
(Number of
Vacancies)

APPLICANT

Incumbent
Appt. Dates
(Years Served)

Applicant’s
Preference
(1St’ 2nd' 3I’d' 4th)

Notes

Qualified Elector (1)

Chris Casebeer

Lesley Wiscomb
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PLANNING COMMISSION

e Two vacancies.

e Terms expire 12/31/2013.

e Qualified electors of the City.

e Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s
(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference
Vacancies) (Years Served) (1, 2", 3", 4™

Notes

Qualified Electors (2) | Bob Cunningham

Michael Jordan

Current Creeks Advisory
Committee member; term
expires 12/31/2010

Chava Riley

Deborah L. Schwartz

Addison Thompson 12/13/05
(4 years)
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RENTAL HOUSING MEDIATION TASK FORCE

e Four vacancies.

e One term expires 12/31/2012; and
Three terms expire 12/31/2013.
e Two appointees must be residents of the City:
- One homeowner

- Two landlords
- One tenant

* Non-resident members must be owners of residential rental property within the City limits or affiliated with
organizations concerned with landlord-tenant issues within the City limits.

e Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s
(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (15, 2, 319, 4t
Homeowner (1) Daniel R. Herlinger 6/28/05 City
(4 years, 6 months)

Landlords (2) None

None
Tenant (1) Lynn E. Goebel 6/30/09 City

(6 months)
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WESTSIDE CENTER ADVISORY COMMITTEE

e Three vacancies.

e One term expires 12/31/2010; and
Two terms expire 12/31/2013.

e Members are not required to be qualified electors of the City:
- One resident or employee in the Westside Neighborhood (Census Tract Nos. 9, 10, 11.01 and 11.02)
- Two residents of the City who represent the public at large

Appointees may not hold any full-time paid office or employment in City government.

NOTE: Applicants for the Residents/Employees in the Westside Neighborhood category are also eligible for the Public at Large

category.
CATEGORY Incumbent Applicant’s
(Number of APPLICANT Appt. Dates Preference Notes
Vacancies) (Years Served) (1%, 2", 31 4™
Resident/Employee in | Britta Bartels 1) Franklin; Census Tract 9
the Westside 2) Westside;

Neighborhood (1)

3) Lower Westside

Michelle V. Nassif

Census Tract 10

Residents of the City
who represent the
public at large (2)
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Agenda Item No.

File Code No. 64007

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

COUNCIL AGENDA REPORT

AGENDA DATE: November 10, 2009

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Planning Division, Community Development Department
SUBJECT: Appeal Of Planning Commission Decision For 1900 Lasuen Road,

El Encanto Hotel

RECOMMENDATION:

That Council deny the appeal filed by Trevor Martinson and uphold the Planning
Commission approval of the Modifications and Transfer of Existing Development Rights
for the project revisions proposed at the El Encanto Hotel.

DISCUSSION:

Background

On February 12, 2009, the Planning Commission approved a Revised Master Plan for
the El Encanto Hotel. Subsequently, an appeal of the Planning Commission approval
was filed by the neighbors to the north, who were primarily concerned about the
proposed design for the northwest corner of the property.

On April 28, 2009, the City Council held the appeal hearing and directed the applicant to
work with the neighbors to formulate a mutually agreeable redesign of the northwest
corner prior to returning to the Planning Commission and Council. After the Council
hearing, Staff held a series of meetings with the applicant and appellants to resolve the
appeal issues. As a result, the applicant made project revisions to the northwest corner
that were acceptable to both the applicant and the neighbors who filed the appeal.

On September 10, 2009, the Planning Commission voted 7-0 to approve the proposed
project revisions (see Attachments 2 & 3 — Planning Commission Staff Report, Minutes
and Resolution). After the Planning Commission approval of the project revisions, the
neighbors withdrew their appeal and Trevor Martinson filed an appeal.

Project Description

The Planning Commission approval is for a revision to the approved El Encanto Hotel
Revised Master Plan, consisting primarily of changes to the design of the northwest
corner of the project site. The revisions consist of three, one-story cottages (#37, 38 &
39) above an underground, 42-space, valet parking garage. The operations/back of
house facilities would be located in the three cottages. Components of the utility
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distribution facility would be located in cottage 39, in the underground parking garage,
and underneath cottage 29. As a result of relocating the parking underground, one
parking space would be relocated to the Mission Village underground valet parking
garage located in the northeast corner. The revision also includes 900 square feet of
additional underground mechanical space that was not previously proposed in the
Mission Village underground valet parking garage. All other components of the Revised
Master Plan remain as approved on February 12, 2009. An Addendum to the Mitigated
Negative Declaration was prepared for the project pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15164.

The discretionary applications approved by the Planning Commission were: 1) a
Modification to allow the above-ground portion of the underground parking structure to
encroach into the front setback along Alvarado Place; 2) Modifications to provide less
than the required distance between buildings in the northwest corner; and 3) Transfer of
Existing Development Rights of 6,000 square feet (instead of 10,000 square feet as
previously approved) of non-residential floor area to the project site.

Appeal

The appeal letter filed by Trevor Martinson states that the approvals are in violation of
the City Zoning Ordinances, City Parking Standards, the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), and California State Building Code Title 24 (see Attachment 1 —
Appeal Letter, Letter to the Planning Commission). It also references a letter that was
submitted to the Planning Commission on September 10, 2009. That letter expresses
concerns regarding the square footage and height of the Main Building, the number of
stories in Mission Village, Mission Village parking, greenhouse gas emissions and
bicycle parking. It also disputes a letter from the Orient Express to neighbors
concerning the Main Building. As the appellant states in the letter, he expressed similar
concerns in a comment letter regarding the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and at
the April 28, 2009 Council appeal hearing.

Although the appellant has appealed the September 10, 2009 Planning Commission
approval, the letters from the appellant do not express concerns regarding the approved
revisions which include the design of the northwest corner or the additional square
footage in the Mission Village underground garage. The concerns expressed regarding
the Main Building, which received a building permit in 2007, are not relevant to this
appeal. The concerns expressed regarding the number of stories in Mission Village and
the parking structure are not relevant to this appeal, were considered previously as part
of the February 12, 2009 Revised Master Plan approval and are not a part of the
revisions considered by the Planning Commission on September 10, 2009.
Greenhouse gas emissions were analyzed in the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration
that was adopted by the Planning Commission on February 12, 2009. No significant
thresholds or regulatory guidance currently exists for the generation of greenhouse gas
emissions. Because the project would not add vehicle trips or stationary sources, long-
term emissions are less than significant; therefore, impacts from greenhouse gas
emissions were found to be less than significant. The Addendum to the Mitigated
Negative Declaration, prepared to address the project revisions, did not require
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additional analysis regarding greenhouse gas emissions. Bicycle parking was
addressed as part of the 2004 Master Plan and no changes were proposed as a part of
the Revised Master Plan.

Conclusion

As discussed above, the concerns expressed in the appeal letters are not relevant to
the project revisions approved by the Planning Commission on September 10, 2009 and
were previously considered by staff, the Planning Commission or the City Council. If
the Appellant was concerned about these aspects of the El Encanto Project, it would
have been more appropriate for him to have appealed the initial February 2009
Planning Commission decision.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is staff's position that the Planning Commission appropriately considered all relevant
issues pertaining to the proposed revisions and made the appropriate findings to
approve them. Furthermore, the issues brought up by the appellant are not relevant to
the approval granted by the Planning Commission. Therefore, staff recommends that
the Council deny the appeal and uphold the approval of the project revisions.

NOTE: The Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration is available at
http://www.santabarbaraca.gov/Resident/Environmental Documents/1900 Lasuen Road.

ATTACHMENTS: 1. Appeal letter dated 9/21/09; Letter to PC dated 9/10/09
Planning Commission Staff Report for 9/10/09
Planning Commission Minutes and Resolution, dated
9/10/09

wmn

PREPARED BY: Kathleen Kennedy, Associate Planner
SUBMITTED BY: Paul Casey, Community Development Director
APPROVED BY: City Administrator's Office
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B TREVOR | M 21 September 2009
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Z >

Z 3 City Clerk

= r 1§ The Mayor and City Council
b z City of Santa Barbara

B 1531HDYVY W De La Guerra Plaza

1849 Mission Ridge P.O. Drawer P-P

o A Santa Barbara, CA. 93102

(805) 965-2385

. - (805) 564-5309

Re: Appeal of Planning Commission Approval
on 10 September 2009 - 1900 Lasuen
El Encanto Hotel Revised Master Plan

Dear Mayor Blum and Council members:

As noted in my 10 September letter to the planning commissioners, and in
the brief time allotted for my comments to the board it appears the above
approvals are in violation of our City Zoning Ordinances, the City Parking
Standards, California State Building Code Title 24 and the California
Environmental Quality Act.

This appeal should be considered as a continuation of the 12 February City
approvals, which are part of the disputed planning issues, as discussed in

the Planning Commission comments on 10 September.

Enclosed is my check #3528 in the amount of $395.00 for the requested
filing fee.

Respectfully Submitted,

vor J. Mafﬁfm\

Architect, Planner & Forensic



B TREVOR | W 10 September 2009

o <

5 >

% Z Planning Commission

5 ; City of Santa Barbara

: % City Hall-De La Guerra Plaza
B IDILHEY B 735 Anacapa Street

Santa Barbara, CA. 93101
1849 Mission Ridge

Santa Barbara

California 93103 Re: 1900 Lasuen Road
(805) 965-2385 El Encanto Hotel Revised
Master Plan

Dear Chairperson and Commissioners:

As you may recall the City Council Appeal Hearing on 28 April 2009 covered
many issues of concern and not just the northwest corner mentioned in your
Staff Report. My comments made to the Draft Mitigated Negative
Declaration, in my 6-page letter of 15 January 2009, expressed these
concerns, which were overlooked by planning staff and were then reiterated
by me at the appeal hearing. Having represented the three appellants,
before my stepping down on 23 March 2009, I am pleased that the City and
the Orient Express have resolved the northwest corner issue to their
satisfaction and have gained their support.

L think it's fair to say we all supported the 2004 Master Plan proposed by the
Orient Express but the changes proposed in the 2006 revisions created most
of the problems we face today and they are:

MAIN BUILDING

The demolition of this historic structure has brought many issues to impact
the new proposed building now under construction. The existing square
footage of 16,676, as certified by the County Assessars office, is much lower
than the 20,389 noted and claimed on the plans. The proposed increase in
height of only two feet is not believable when compared to the City Archival




Historic photographs and measurements of the demolished main building.
These concerns must be investigated and verified by the commission.

MISSION VILLAGE

This proposed component violates several of the R-H zoning 28.27.050
Buiiding Regulations that are: 1. SETBACK the proposed project has
requested a modification to encroach into the front yard setback and interior
yard setback areas contrary to the legislative intent of the ordinance. 4.
HEIGHT LIMITATIONS, ALL OTHER BUILDINGS: Buildings, other than the
main building, shall not exceed two (2) stories in height. The proposed four
(4) two (2) story buildings over a subterranean parking garage cannot be
allowed as they are three (3) stories in height.

Zoning determinations, contrary to the R-2-4.0-R-H zone, are being made
by City staff in regard to the Mission Village proposal. Previous discussions
between the City and applicant focused on the R-H Zone and that buildings
other than the main building may not exceed two stories in height. The
applicant could not comply and the City repeated this problematic issue
again in another letter to the applicant, However, this was resolved by the
City in an E-mail to the applicants which said: “After much discussion here
at the City, Staff has determined that, for zoning purposes, the Mission
Village buildings are two story buildings and the underground parking
structure is a separate building not counted as part of the building.” Clearly,
this decision is contrary to the R-H zone and City Zoning Ordinance
Interpretations for Basements & Cellars nor does it comply with Chapter 5 of
the 2007 California Building Code, which clearly determines these buildings
are all three stories and would not be allowed under the R-H zoning.

Planning staff cannot change these ruies of building height and only a
Variance (Chapter 28.92090) submitted to the Planning Commission or City
Council will allow this change to happen to the R-H zone height limitations.
Also, the Commission or Council may upon their own motion, in specific
cases, initiate proceedings for granting of a variance. I believe all the
neighbors adjacent and near to the proposed Mission Village would be in
favor of this and I would also support such a motion.



PARKING

The proposed 52-car tandem-parking garage under the Mission Village
Complex has raised several concerns as it must use City streets (Mission
Ridge and Alvarado) to access and connect to the Main Building. As some of
you are aware the California Environmentai Quality Act (CEQA) has new
guidelines for mitigation of greenhouse gas emissions as well as their effects
on the environment. Some reasonable conditions of use should be reviewed
and considered for this parking arrangement.

Bicycle parking is required for this project at a ratio of 1 space per 7 cars
and is not identified nor shown on the plans. Parking spaces of 100 cars
require 14 bicycle spaces to be located near to and visible from the Main
building and the public street frontage on Alvarado Street. As more than 5
bicycle spaces are needed a shelter may also be required to protect the
bicycles, preferably integral with the architecture of the main building.

RECENT CORRESPONDENCE from ORIENT- EXPRESS

I received a letter from Philip Gesue, Director of Global Real Estate for
Orient-Express Hotels, which updated the status of their renovations. 1
agreed with this letter and definitely do support his efforts to get El Encanto
up and running again.

However, I must amend one of his statements regarding the surveys made
by two structural engineering firms. None of these reports deemed the
originat main building as “structurally unsound” but identified the existing
building structure and earthquake resisting systems which would, under the
proposed additions and renovations, need to be brought up to current 2001
California Building Codes (CBC). T received these two reports and one other
from the City after weeks of waiting for the City to locate them. The 5 page
report from local engineering firm of Ehlen Spiess & Haight and the 54 page
Nabih Youssef & Associates structural evaluations both incorporated the
2004 future remodeling proposed and Nabih Youssef also noted, while the
existing building does not pose an immediate life~-safety concern, moderate




to major levels of damage to the structural and non-structural systems
would be expected during a major level earthquake. All of these reports
suggested ways to bring the existing building up to minimum compiiance
with the 2001 CBC without demolition of the existing main building.

The necessary upgrading to the 2001 CBC plus the ambitious 2006 revisions
being proposed by the Orient-Express really decided the need to demolish
the original Historic Main Building.

Having been a guest at the E! Encanto many years ago and now living a
block away for the past 30 years I really do support the Orient-Express and

will help in any way I can to see the Fi Encanto reborn. Let’s just do it by
the rules and regulations.

Sincerely,

Wtz

Trevor ]. Martinson
Architect, Planner & Forensic

1849 Mission Ridge Road
Santa Barbara, CA. 93103-1857

(805) 965-2385
FAX 965-5457



ATTACHMENT 2

City of Santa Barbara

California

PLANNING COMMISSION-

STAFF REPORT
REPORT DATE: September 3, 2009
AGENDA DATE: September 10, 2009

PROJECT ADDRESS: 1900 Lasuen Road (MST2007-00140)
: El Encanto Hotel

TO: Planning Commission
FROM: Planning Division, (805) 564-5470

Danny Kato, Senior Planner W -
Kathleen Kennedy, Associafe 1annerw
L. INTRODUCTION ‘

On February 12, 2009, the Planning Commission approved the El Encanto Hotel Revised Master Plan.
Subsequently, an appeal of the Planning Commission approval was filed. The appeal letter expressed
concerns that the neighbors, who reside to the north of the project site, would be adversely affected by
the proposed project, and that the El Encanto Hotel will lose its historic charm and features, with the
primary concern being noise and activity associated with the utility distribution facility, underground
operations facility and surface parking lot proposed in the northwest corner.

On April 28, 2009, the City Council held the appeal hearing and directed the applicant to work with the
neighbors to formulate a mutually agreeable redesign of the northwest corner prior to returning to the
Planning Commission and Council. Since the Council hearing, Staff held a series of meetings with the
applicant and appellants {o resolve the appeal issues. As a result, the applicant has made project
revisions to the northwest corner, as described below, that are acceptable to both the applicant and the
neighbors who filed the appeal (see Exhibit A — Neighbor’s letter). The neighbors have stated that,
upon approval of the project revisions by the Planning Commission, the appeal would be withdrawn.
Hence, once the appeal is withdrawn, it will not be necessary to return to Council.

IL. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The applicant and the neighbors have agreed on a redesign of the northwest corner that consists of
three, new one-story cottages (#37, 38 & 39) above an underground, 42-space, valet parking garage.
The operations/back of house facilities, reduced from 8,773 square feet to approximately 4,300 square
feet, would be located in the three new cottages. Components of the utility distribution facility would
be located in cottage 39, in the underground parking garage, and underneath the previously approved,
but not constructed, cottage 29.

As a result of relocating the parking underground, one parking space would be relocated to the Mission
Village underground valet parking garage located in the northeast corner. The proposal also includes
900 square feet of additional underground mechanical space that was not previously proposed in the
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Mission Village underground valet parking garage (see Exhibit B — Applicant’s letter & Exhibit C —
Project Plans). All other components of the Revised Master Plan remain as approved on February 12,
2009,

I, REQUIRED APPLICATIONS

The discretionary applications required for this project revision are:

1. Modification to allow the above-ground portion of the underground parking structure to
encroach into the front setback along Alvarado Place (SBM(C§28.27.050);

2, Modifications to provide less than the required distance between buildings in the northwest
corner (SBMC§28.27.050.2); and

3. Transfer of Fxisting Development Rights of 6,000 square feet (instead of 10,000 square feet

as previously approved) of non-residential floor area to the project site (SBMC§28.95).

IV.  RECOMMENDATION

The Planning Commission approved the Revised Master Plan with the previous design in the northwest
corner. It is Staff’s understanding that the project revisions resolve the neighbor’s concerns and meet
the needs of the applicant.

With the approval of the requested Modifications, the proposed project conforms to the City’s Zoning
and Building Ordinances and policies of the General Plan. Therefore, Staff recommends that the
Planning Commission adopt the Addendum to the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration, and approve
the project revisions, making the findings outlined in Section VI of this report, subject to the same
conditions of approval associated with the February 12, 2009 Planning Commission approval (see
Exhibit D - PC Resolution 004-09). '

V. ZONING ORDINANCE CONSISTENCY

The project revisions would meet the requirements of the R-H, Resort-Residential Hotel Zone, with the
exception of the required front setback along Alvarado Place and the required distances between
buildings. The setback requirement from all perimeter lot lines is 30 feet for one-story buildings. The

requirement for the distance between buildings is a minimum of 15 feet or the height of the taller
building.

Modifications: A modification is requested to allow the above-ground portion of the underground
parking structure to encroach approximately 6 feet, 3 inches into the front setback along Alvarado
Place for a length of approximately 18 feet. Due to the sloping topography of the project site, this
small portion of the parking structure would be slightly above grade (15 inches max.} at the southwest
corner.  Staff is in support of the minor encroachment, which is substantially less than the
encroachments requested by the previous proposal and less than the existing surface parking lot which
currently encroaches ten feet into the front setback.

The operations/back of house facility was reduced in size from 8,773 square feet to approximately
4,300 square feet, when it was changed from a below grade to an above grade facility. Given the site
constraints at the northwest corner, it would be difficult to meet the 15 foot minimum distance between
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buildings requirement without further reducing the size of the cottages; therefore, Staff is in support of
the modification request.

VI. ISSUES

A, DESIGN REVIEW

Per the direction of the City Council, the proposed project revisions were not required to be reviewed
by the Historic Landmarks Commission prior to review by the Planning Commission; however,
preliminary and final approval of the design is required by the Historic Landmarks Commission,
following an approval by the Planning Commission.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The Final Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) adopted by the Planning Commission on F ebruary
12, 2009, together with the attached Addendum dated September 3, 2009, for the project revisions
have been determined to be adequate environmental documentation for this project, and satisfy all the
requirements of CEQA. The Addendum to the Final MND describes the project revisions. The
primary changes include the replacement of the surface parking lot with an underground parking
garage, the relocation of the operations facility into three, new cottages and the relocation of the utility
distribution facility further from the northerly property line. The Addendum did not identify new
significant environmental effects. These documents will be considered by the Planning Commission
prior to acting on the project (see Exhibits E -~ Addendum & F — Final MND).

. TRANSFER OF EXISTING DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS

As a result of the relocation of the operations/back of house from a below grade to an above grade
facility, the amount of square footage needed has been reduced; therefore, the request to transfer
existing development rights has been reduced from 10,000 to 6,000 square feet.

- VII.  FINDINGS

The Planning Commission finds the following:

A. ADDENDUM TO THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (CEQA GUIDELINES
15164)
L. In the Planning Commission’s independent judgment there is no substantial

evidence that this project will have a significant effect on the environment; and,

2. Minor technical changes and additions are necessary to complete environmental
review. However, a Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration is not
required because the proposed project remains largely unchanged from the
existing project described in the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration for the El
Encanto Revised Master Plan,

3. No substantial changes are proposed in the project and no substantial changes
have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which would require major revisions of the Final Mitigated Negative
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Declaration. No new information of substantial importance shows a new or
more severe impact. Additionally, no new information of substantial importance
shows that a previously considered infeasible mitigation or alternative or a new
mitigation or alternative that would now be feasible and substantially reduce the
impact of the project are known to exist (CEQA Guidelines §15162(a)).

4. The Planning Commission has considered the Addendum, dated September 3,
2009, for the project revisions for the El Encanto Hotel (MST2007-00140),
together with the adopted Final Mitigated Negative Declaration for the original
project, and public comments received.

5. The Addendum to the adopted Final Mitigated Negative Declaration has been
prepared in compliance with California Environmental Quality Act
requirements.  The Addendum together with the adopted Final Mitigated
Negative Declaration constitute adequate environmental analysis of the project.

MODIFICATIONS (SBM(C§28.27.050)

The modification request to allow the above-ground portion of the underground parking
structure to encroach info the front setback along Alvarado Place is consistent with the
purposes and intent of the Zoning Ordinance and is necessary to secure an appropriate
improvement on a lot because the minor encroachment is substantially less than the
encroachments requested by the previous proposal and less than the existing surface
parking lot which currently encroaches ten feet into the front setback, as described in
Section V of this Staff Report.

The modification requests to provide less than the required distance between buildings
for the proposed three, new cottages in the northwest corner is consistent with the
purposes and intent of the Zoning Ordinance and is necessary to secure an appropriate
improvement on a lot because it would be difficult to meet the 15 foot minimum
distance between buildings requirement without further reducing the size of the
cottages, as described in Section V of this Staff Report.

TRANSFER OF EXISTING DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS (SBM(§28.95.060)

i The proposed development plans for both the sending and receiving sites are
consistent with the goals and objectives of the General Plan of the City of Santa
Barbara and the Municipal Code. The mixed-use development on the sending
site received approval by the City Council on April 17, 2001 and was
determined to be consistent with the goal and objectives of the General Plan and
the requirements of the Zoning Ordinance. The Land Use Element acknowledges
the El Encanto Hotel as an acceptable use in the Riviera neighborhood. The
Revised Master Plan, which provides for the continuation of the project site as a
hotel, is therefore in compliance with the General Plan. With approval of the
requested Modifications, the receiving site (El Encanto Hotel) is consistent with
the requirement of the Resort-Residential Hotel Zone.
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Exhibits:

Mmoo e

The proposed developments will not be detrimental to the site(s), neighborhood
or surrounding areas. The sending site project was approved by the City Council
and the Architectural Board of Review, which found the project to be
appropriate.  The El Encanto Hotel Revised Master Plan has reduced its
potential impacts to a less than significant level and has addressed
neighborhood concerns with project revisions to the design in the northwest
COVner,

The floor area of proposed nonresidential development on the receiving site
does not exceed the sum of the amount of Existing Development Rights
transferred when added to the amount of Existing Development Rights on the
receiving site, and does not exceed the maximum development allowed by the
applicable zoning of the receiving site. The proposed iotal new floor area for
the Revised Master Plan (8,312 sq. fi.) does not exceed the sum of the
transferred square footage (6,000 sq. fi.) and the Small and Minor Additions of
Measure E square footage (2,312 sq. fi.). The total development on the site does
not exceed the maximum development allowed by the R-H Zone.

Each of the proposed nonresidential developments on the respective sending
site(s) and receiving site(s) will meet all standards for review as set forth in
Section 28.87.300.E of the Municipal Code and all provisions of this Chapter,
and will comply with any additional specific conditions for a transfer approval.
The sending site received approval by the City Council on April 17, 2001 and
met all standards for review. With approval of the requested Modifications, the
receiving site (El Encanto Hotel) complies with all standards for review in
Section 28.87.300.

Development remaining, or to be built, on a sending site is appropriate in size,
scale, use, and configuration for the neighborhood and is beneficial to the
community. The development on the sending site received approval by the City
Council on April 17, 2001 and has been constructed. The development was
approved by the Architectural Board of Review which found it 1o be compatible
with the surrounding neighborhood.

Neighbor’s letter, dated August 3, 2009 (w/o attachments)

Applicant's letter, dated August 26, 2009

Project Revision Plans

Planning Commission Resolution 004-09

Addendum to the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration

Final Initial Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration (The document is also available on the City

website at: hitp.//www.santabarbaraca.gov/Resident/Environmental Documents/1900 Lasuen Road.)




August 3, 2009

Paul Casey

Community Development Director
City of Santa Barbara,

630 Garden Street

Santa Barbara, California 93101

Re:  Resolution of Neighborheod Appeal Apainst El Encanto Modification Plan.

This letter is to confirm that in accordance with the direction given by Council Members,
and under your supervision as facilitator, Orient Express the owner of Bl Encanto Hotel
has made some appropriate changes to their design and configuration of the N.W. Corner
which are deemed satisfactory by Appellants. Please accept this letter as our concurrence
with the conceptual proposal put forward by representatives of Orient Express 85 a means
of resolving of our appea! of the Planning Commission's decision on El Encanto. As we
understand the proposal, which was made in two different meetings, the applicant will
make the following changes to the northwest corner of the project, as outlined in the
conceptual drawings and diagrarms attached as (Exhibits: 1 & 2)

1. Replace the surface parking with an underground podium facility.

2. Reduce the size and bulk and relocate the "back of house” facilities
from vnderground to three one-story cottages constructed above the
new underground podium parking facility. Identified on the attached
drawings as cottages 1-2-3 which will all be located within the
required setbacks.

L3

- Relocate the UDF cooling towers and underground facilities under the
southwest comner of the parking garage, with the vents through new coitage
#3 (three),, the southernmost of these new cottages (facing the main
driveway and the main hotel), with an approximate distance of no less
than 150 feet from Mission Ridge Road, and 85 feet from Alvarado

- Place. -

4. Relocate the boiler, pumps, and any backup generators undérground
below cottage #29.

EXHIBIT A



[4
5. Loecate the garage ventilation upits’in the underground parking facility
and locate the garage air vents away from the Appelants' properties,
Mission Ridge Rd, and Alvarado Place, perhaps in cottage #2 (as
proposed at the last meeting on Monday July 27", 2009) but as far
away from appellants' properties as possible..

6. Our agreement with the above plaps is with the clear understanding
that the City of Saunta Barbara will not approve any futwre
madification(s) on the N. W. Corner which contradicts the above
proposed plans.

‘We believe these changes address our concerns and we appreciate the applicant's
willingness 10 incorporate these concessions into their design plan and are prateful for
this, Assuming the submittal to the Planning Commission reflects the changes outlined
above and is limited to those changes, we hereby declare that we shall support the
approval of the above changes at the Planning Commission aad Historic Landmarks
Commission, and if the above chaoges are approved as proposed, we will formally
withdraw our appeal to the City Council.

Please accept owr thanks for your help to co-ordinate and facilitate the finding of
a solution to address our concems. We look forward and will do our best to help make
sure that El Encanto will return to Santa Barbara 1o everyone’s satisfaction. .

Sincerely,

/e 0~
“~Farrokh and Sally E%e@n

TR v / <
Y

(J4n and Joanna&6n Yurt

el

Attachments: Exhibits 1 & 2 (The notes on drawings attached was taken at our final
meeting with Orient Express, on July 27, 2008).

cc: Mayor Marty Blum, and Members of the City Council
Chairwoman Stella Larson and Members of the Planning Commission
Doug Fell-Orient Express.
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Planning Commission
City of Santa Barbara

630 Garden Street
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

RE: Project Description Letter for E] Encanto Hotel — Revisions to Previously Approved
Preject (MST2007-00140) _

Dear Commissioners:

On behalf of the applicant, El Encanto, Inc., we are pleaséd to provide the following project
description of the proposed revisions to the previously approved project components affecting

the northwest portion of the E] Encanto property, located at 1900 Lasuen Road in the City of
Santa Barbara.

Background

On February 12, 2009, the Planning Commission adopted the Final Mitigated Negative
Declaration and approved the Development Plan and modification requests for the El Encanto
Hotel Revised Master Plan. The Revised Plan involved the following project components:

» Pool/Fitness Center (Group E) - 2,775 square feet;

® Re-approval of Cottages 27 and 28 (Group K) — 1,934 square feet;

¢ Operations Facility, Utility Distribution Facility, and a valet surface parking lot to
accommodate 43 cars {Group L) - 11,569 square feet;

e Mission Village (Group M), five new cottages (30-34) with a valet parking structure
below to accommodate 51 parking spaces; and, '

e Reconfiguration of the existing entry drive off of Alvarado Place and improvements to
the service area adjacent to the Main building.

An appeal hearing of the Planning Commission approval was held before the City Council on
April 28, 2009 which focused upon the neighbor objections to the location of the Utility
Distribution Facility and the surface configuration of the valet parking lot in the northwest corner
of the project site. City Council directed the project team to attempt to find a compromise with
the neighbors with respect to the concerns stated by the appellants and remanded the project to
Planning Commission. Since the appeal hearing and pursuant to a collaborative process between
the neighbors and El Encanto, facilitated by Community Development Director, Paul Casey, the

BOD SANTA BARBAP » =m=-wm om0 o
TEL 805 966-2758

CTFORNTIA 93101

fo@sepps.com

EXHIBIT B



Planning Commission

El Encanto - Revisions 1o Previously Approved Project

MST2007-00140
26 August 2009
Page 2 of 4

project components proposed in the northwest portion of the site (Group L) have been revised.
As a result of the project revisions, an additional parking space, 52 spaces total from 51, is
proposed in the Mission Village parking structure which necessitated reconfiguration of the
subterranean mechanical area (900 square feet). The following deseription provides detaiis of
the project revisions agreed to by the applicant and appellants.

Operations/ Back of House Cottages, Utility Distribution Facility {UDFE) & Undereround

Valet Parking Structure
FEBRUARY 2009 APPROVAL PROPOSED REVISIONS
Operations/Back of House Operations/Back of House

Underground (below surface parking)

Three (3) Cottages, above underground parking

Approximately 8,773 SF

Approximately 4,300 SF

Valet Surface Parking lot

Underground Valet Parking Garage

43 valet parking spaces

42 valet parking spaces

Perimeter screen walls

Ventilation equipment

Tree wells

Utility Distribution Facility

Utility Distribution Facility

Mechanical equipment in single structure

Mechanical equipment segregated

Predominately below grade

Predominately below grade

Located in northwest corner of site

Located below Cottage 29

Approximately 2,796 SF

Cooling tower located in SW corner of parking
garage

Approximately 2,162 SF including the area
below Cottage 29 (boiier and pump room)

'Storag Below Cottage 29

Storage Below Cottage 29

Comﬁlete}y subterrancan

Compiletely subterranean

Approximately 743 SF

Approximately 950 SF

Transfer of Existing Development Rights (TEDR)

Development of the Operations/Back of House Cottages, utility mechanical areas (previously
Utility Distribution Facility) and subterranean mechanical area to serve the Mission Village
parking garage necessitate 6,000 square feet of floor area as compared to 10,000 square feet of
transterred development rights previously approved. As a result of the project revisions, the
project application includes a proposal to transfer 6,000 square feet of existing development

rights to the site.




Planning Commission

El Encanto - Revisions to Previously Approved Project
MST2007-00140

26 August 2009

Page 3 of 4

Envirgnmental Issues

Acoustic Analysis

A letter addendum, dated August 20, 2009 to the Sound Impact Analysis Report, prepared by
Newson Brown Acoustics, dated November 20, 2008 has been prepared to evaluate potential
noise impacts related to the revisions described above. The addendum concludes that the
relocation of the condensed water cooling equipment from the northwest corner of the property
to the southwest corner of the parking structure results in a sound reduction of an additional
8dB(A) during the nighttime and 5dB(A) lower during the daytime and evening periods.

Discreticnary Approvals for Consideration

The project requests the following discretionary actions for consideration which are required to
approve the revisions to the previously approved project:

1. Modification of the front yard setback along Alvarado Place to allow a portion of the

underground podium parking structure to encroach into the front yard setback per SBMC
§28.27.050.

2. Modifications to provide less than the required linear distance between the structures

located above the underground parking as a result of the project revisions per SBMC
§28.27.050.2.

L

Transfer of Existing Development Rights of non-residential floor area to the project site
per SBMC §28.95.

Proiect Findings and Justifications

Linear Distance Berween Structures

The modification request to provide less than the linear distance between structures is directly
related to the project revisions to provide the parking in an underground structure which
necessitated proposing the Operations/Back of House structures above the parking garage and
with adequate buffer from adjacent properties. The revised Operations/Back of House structures
adhere to the 30-foot front yard setback requirement. Additionally, many of the existing cottages
on the property do not conform to the building separation development standard.

Yard Modification

The subject site is located in the R-2/4.0/R-H, Resort-Residential Hotel zone district which
requires a 30-foot setback for single-story structures and a 40-foot setback for tWo-story



Planning Commission

El Encanto - Revisions to Previously Approved Project
MST2007-00140

26 August 2009

Page 4 of 4

structures in both the front and interior yards. Currently, the property is non-conforming to the
vard setback standards.

The surface parking lot currently encroaches ten feet into the front vard setback along Alvarado
Place. The project revision proposes that a portion of the parking podium structure encroach 6-
feet 3-inches into the 30-foot front setback for a distance of just over 18 feet in length, where the
structure begins to daylight from below grade due to the sloping topography. The encroachment
18 technical in nature; the requested zoning modification is reasonable and appropriate.

Transfer of Existing Development Rights

The proposed development complies with all provisions of the Zoning Ordinance upon approval
of the requested modification. The development will result in a project that enhances the

neighborhood aesthetics and character; the proposed project design is sensitive to the historic
character of the site, ‘ :

On behalf of the applicant and project team, we thank you for vour consideration of the project

revisions necessary to reach a compromise between the neighbors and El Encanto as directed by
City Council.

Sincerely,
SUZANNE ELLEDGE
PLANNING & PERMITTING SERVICES

dvaw% @/

Trish Alien, AICP
Senior Planner
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City of Santa Barbara

California

CITY OF SANTA BARB.ARA PLANNING COMMISSION

RESCLUTION NQ. 004-09
1960 L.ASUEN RoAD
MODIFICATIONS, DEVELOPMENT PLAN APPROVALS,
TRANSFER OF EXISTING DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS, AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FEBRUARY 12,2609

APPLICATION OF TRISH ALLEN, SUZANNE ELLEDGE PLANNING & PERMITTING
SERVICES, AGENT FOR ORIENT EXPRESS HOTELS, TRAINS & CRUISES, EL
ENCANTO HOTEL AND GARDEN VILLAS, 1906 LASUEN ROAD, APN 019-170-022, R-
2/4.0/R-H: TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL/ 4 UNITS PER ACRE/ RESORT-RESIDENTIAL
HOTEL ZONES, GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION: RESIDENTIAL, 3 UNITS/ACRE
(MSTZ067-00140)

The proposed project is a Revised Master Plan consisting of the following components:
I} a predominantly underground utility distribution facility and a surface valet parking lot with an
operations facility below in the northwest corner; 2) Mission Village, consisting of 5 cottages with a
valet parking garage below in the northeast comer; 3} Cottages 27 and 28, which were previously
approved and eliminated; and 4) a swimming pool with a fitness center below. The proposal also
includes a realignment of a small portion of the sandstone wall at the main driveway entrance on
Alvarado Place to provide better circulation. Also, a new trash enclosure, screening gate, retaining
walls and landscaping are proposed for the service area adjacent to the Main Building. The four
parking spaces that were previously approved in the service area would be relocated to the Mission
Village parking structure.

The discretionary applications required for this project are:

I. Modification to allow the utility distribution facility and Mission Village to encroach into the
front setback along Mission Ridge Road (SBMC§28.27.050);

2. Modification to allow the utility distribution facility and surface parking lot to encroach into the
front setback along Alvarado Place (SBMC§28.27.050);

3. Modification to allow Mission Village and Cottages 27 and 28 to encroach into the interior
setback on the east side of the property (SBMC§28.27.050);

4. Modifications to provide less than the required distance between buildings
(SBMC§28.27.050.2); -

5. Development Plan Approval, as defined within R-H Zone standards (SBMC§28.27.100),;

0. Development Plan Approval to allocate 7,021 square feet of non-residential square footage -
from the Minor Addition and Small Addition categories (SBMC§28.87.300); and

7. Transfer of Existing Development Rights of 10,000 square feet of non-residential floor area to

the project site (SBM(C§28.95),

EXHIBITD




PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION Ne. 004—09
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The Planning Commission also considered approval of the Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared
for the project pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15074

- WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has held the required public hearing on the above
application, and the Applicant was present.

WHEREAS, 6 people appeared to speak in favor of the application, and 13 people appeared to
speak in opposition thereto, and the following exhibits were presented for the record:

1. Staff Report with Attachments, February 3, 2009,
2. Site Plans
3. Correspondence received in support of the project:
a. Helena Seyffert-Hill, Santa Barbara, CA
b. Don and Mary Schmidt, Santa Barbara, CA
C. Geiler Family, via email
d. Claire Bogaard, Pasadena, Santa Barbara, CA
€. Raymond and Nancy Fisher, Santa Barbara, CA
f. Jim Knight, The Riviera Association, via email
g. Paul Cashman, former president of The Riviera Association, via email
4. Correspondence received in opposition to the project:
a. Judy Orias, Allied Neighborhood Association, via email
b. Marc Chytilo, Attorney at Law, via email
c. Naomi Kovacs, Citizens Planning Association, via email _
d. Frank Hotchkiss, via email 3
e. McKenna Spaulding, via email
f. Ronald Hays, Santa Barbara, CA
g Farrokh Nazerian, Santa Barbara, CA
h. Robert Adams, , via email

—

Paula Westbury,. Santa Barbara,CA
J- Neighborhood petition of 69 signatures



PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 00409
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NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Planning Commission:

Approved the subject application making the following findings and determinations:

A, Final Mitigated Negative Declaration Adoption
' I. The Planning Commission has considered the proposed Final Mitigated
Negative Declaration together with comments received during the public review
period process.

2. The Planning Commission finds on the basis of the whole record before it
(including the initial study and comments received) that there is no substantial
evidence that the project will have a significant effect on the environment.

3. The Planning Commission finds that the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration
reflects the Planning Commission’s independent judgment and analysis.

4. The Planning Commission finds that the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration
has been prepared in compliance with CEQA, and constitutes adequate
environmental evaluation for the proposed project.

s. A mitigation monitoring and reporting program for measures required in the
project or made a condition of approval to mitigate or avoid significant
environmental effects has been prepared.

6. The location and custodian of the documents or other materials which constitute
the record of proceedings upon which this decision is based is the City of Santa
Barbara Community Development Department, 630 Garden Street, Santa
Barbara, California.

B. Modifications (SBMC§28.27.050)

The modification requests to allow the surface valet parking lot to encroach into the

front setback along Alvarado Place; Mission Village Cottages 32 and 33 to encroach

into the front setback along Mission Ridge road; Mission Village Cottages 33 and 34

and Cottages 27 and 28 to encroach into the eastern interior setback and the

modification requests to provide less than the required distance between buildings are
consistent with the purposes and intent of the Zoning Ordinance and are necessary to
secure an appropriate improvement on a lot, because the amount of encroachment is less
than or equal to the encroachment of the amenities that previously existed in these
locations, and there is substantial landscape and visual buffers between these amenities
and their respective lot lines, as described in Section VII of the Staff Report.

C. Development Plan Approval (SBMC§28.87.300)

I

The proposed development complies with all provisions of the Zoning
Ordinance. With the approval of the requested Modifications, the proposed
Revised Master Plan will be in compliance with the R-H Zone standards, as
described in Section VII of the Staff Report.
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The proposed development is consistent with the principles of sound community
planning. The proposed project is consistent with the principles of sound
community planning by maintaining the current use of the property as a resort
hotel, which is an allowed use in the R-H Zone, and conforms to the General
Plan description of the neighborhood, as described in Section VII of the Staff
Report. Further, the project has been designed to minimize the impact on its
residential neighbors.

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. All exterior alterations
onsite require review and approval by the Historic Landmarks Commission
(HLC). The HLC has conceptually reviewed the project and has found it to be
compatible with the existing buildings and the surrounding neighborhood.

The proposed development will not a have a significant unmitigated adverse
impact upon City and South Coast affordable housing stock. 7he project would
not result in a significant impact to City and South Coast affordable housing
stock as it will maintain the current use as a resort hotel. and will not increase
the number of rooms or employees, as described in Section § of the Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration.

The proposed development will not have a significant unmitigated adverse
impact on the City's water resources, Adequate City services are currently
available to the project site. Water resource impacts are not anticipated with
the construction of the proposed development because there will be no increase
in water demand as described in Section 9 of the Initial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declaration.

The proposed development will not have a significant unmitigated adverse
impact on the City's traffic. Traffic impacts are not anticipated with the
construction of the proposed development because the hotel maintains the same
number of rooms as the previously existing hotel, as described in Section 1] of
the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration.

Resources will be available and traffic improvements will be in place at the time
of project occupancy. Adequate City services are currently available to the
project site, and traffic improvements arve not required.
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D. Development Plan in R-H Zone (SBMC§28.27.100)

1.

The proposed development is consistent with the regulations in the R-H zone.
With the approval of the requested Modifications, the proposed Revised Master
Plan will be in compliance with the R-H Zone standards, as described in Section
VII of the Staff Report.

The proposed development meets the intent of the R-H Zone District by
ensuring the least possible conflict with or disturbance of the amenities attached
to and associated with adjoining residential areas. The project has reduced its
potential impacts 1o a less than significant level, and including amenities to
increase landscaping and reduce noise, as described in Section VIILC. of the
Staff Report.

E. Transfer of Existing Development Rights (SBMC§28.95.060)

1.

The proposed development plans for both the sending and receiving sites are
consistent with the goals and objectives of the General Plan of the City of Santa
Barbara and the Municipal Code. The mixed-use development on the sending
site received approval by the City Council on April 17, 2001 and met all
standards for review. With approval of the requested Modifications, the
receiving site (El Encanto Hotel) will comply with all standards for review in
Section 28.87. 300.E., as stated in the findings C 1 through C.7 above.

The proposed developments will not be detrimental to the site(s), neighborhood
or surrounding areas. The sending site project was approved by the City Council
and the Architectural Board of Review, which found the project to be
appropriate, and the El Encanto Hotel project has reduced its potential impacts
to a less than significant level, and included amenities to increase landscaping
and reduce noise.

The floor area of proposed nonresidential development on the receiving site
does not exceed the sum of the amount of Existing Development Rights
transferred when added to the amount of Existing Development Rights on the
receiving site, and does not exceed the maximum development allowed by the
applicable zoning of the receiving site. The proposed total new floor area of
17,021 sf. does not exceed the sum of the transferred square footage (10,000
square feet) plus the 7,021 s.f of Small and Minor Additions of Measure E
square foolage allowed for the site plus the amount of existing development,
The proposed development does not exceed the maximum development allowed
by the R-H Zone.
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4, Each of the proposed nonresidential developments on the respective sending
site(s) and receiving site(s) will meet all standards for review as set forth in
Section 28.87.300.E of the Municipal Code and ali provisions of this Chapter,
and will comply with any additional specific conditions for a transfer approval.
The sending site received approval by the City Council on April 17, 2001 and
met all standards for review. With approval of the requested Modifications, the
receiving site (El Encanto Hotel) will comply with all standards for review in
Section 28.87.300.E., as stated in the findings C.1 through C.7 above.

5. Development remaining, or to be built, on a sending site is appropriate in size,
scale, use, and configuration for the neighborhood and is beneficial to the
community. The development on the sending site received approval by the City
Council on April 17, 2001 and has been constructed. The development was
approved by the Architectural Board of Review which found it to be compatible
with the surrounding neighborhood.

I Said approval is subject to the following conditions:

A. California Department of Fish and Game Fees Required. Pursuant to Section
21089(b) of the California Public Resources Code and Section 711.4 et. seq. of the
California Fish and Game Code, the approval of this project shall not be considered
final unless the specified Department of Fish and Game fees are paid and filed with the
California Department of Fish and Game within five days of the project approval,
Without the appropriate fee, the Notice of Determination cannot be filed and the project
approval is not operative, vested, or final. The fee shall be delivered to the Planning
Division immediately upon project approval in the form of a check payable to the
California Department of Fish and Game,

B. Design Review. The project is subject to the review and approval of the Historic

Landmarks Commission (HLC). HLC shall not grant preliminary approval of the
project until the foHowing Planning Commission land use conditions have been
satisfied: :

i. Arborist Report. Prior to submittal to the HLC for preliminary approval of
development in the northwest corner, the arborist report (required per Condition
E.2 below) shall be reviewed and approved by the City’s Environmental
Analyst. If" any of the trees are to be removed pursuant to the arborist
determination, the trees shall be replaced with skyline trees.

2. Canopy Trees. At least six canopy trees (minimum 36 inch box size) shall be
incorporated into the final plans in the Mission Village area as required by the
Historic Landmarks Commission on June 11, 2008.

3. Screened Check Valve/Backflow. The check valve or anti-backflow devices
for fire sprinkler and/or irrigation systems shall be provided in a location
screened from public view or included in the exterior wall of the building.
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C. Recorded Counditions Agreement. Prior to the issuance of any Public Works permit or
Building permit for the project on the Real Property, the Owner shall execute a written
instrument, which shall be reviewed as to form and content by the City Attorney,
Community Development Director and Public Works Director, recorded in the Office of
the County Recorder, and shall include the following:

[. Approved Development. The development of the Real Property approved by
the Planning Commission on February 12, 2009 is limited a Resort-Residential
Hotel consisting of a main building, restaurant, swimming pool, fitness center,
valet parking, utility distribution facility, associated back of house facilities, and
up to 97 guest rooms within the improvements shown on the project plans
signed by the chair of the Planning Commission on said date and on file at the
City of Santa Barbara.

2. Uninterrupted Water F low. The Owner shall provide for the uninterrupted
flow of water onto the Real Property including, but not limited to, swales,
natural watercourses, conduits and any access road, as appropriate.

3. Recreational Vehicle Storage Prohibition. No recreational vehicles, boats, or
trailers shall be stored on the Real Property.

4. Landscape Plan Cempliance. The Owner shall comply with the Landscape
Plan approved by the Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC). Such plan shall
not be modified unless prior written approval is obtained from the HLC. The
landscaping on the Real Property shall be provided and maintained in
accordance with said landscape plan. If said landscaping is removed for any
reason without approval by the HLC the owner is responsible for its immediate
replacement.

5. Storm Water Pollution Control and Drainage Systems Maintenance. Qwner
shall maintain the drainage system and storm water pollution control devices
intended o intercept siltation and other potential pollutants (including, but not
limited to, hydrocarbons, fecal bacteria, herbicides, fertilizers, etc.) in a
functioning state (and in accordance with the Operations and Maintenance
Procedure Plan prepared in accordance with the Storm Water Management Plan
BMP Guidance Manual). Should any of the project’s surface or subsurface
drainage structures or storm water pollution control methods fail to capture,
infiltrate, and/or treat water, or result in increased erosion, the Owner shall be
responsible for any necessary repairs to the system and restoration of the eroded
area. Should repairs or restoration become necessary, prior to the
commencement of such repair or restoration work, the applicant shall submit a
repair and restoration plan to the Community Development Director to
determine if an amendment or a new Building Permit is required to authorize
such work. The Owner is responsible for the adequacy of any project-related
drainage facilities and for the continued maintenance thereof in a manner that
will preclude any hazard to life, health, or damage to the Real Property or any
adjoining property.
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Uperational Covenants. The Owners shall operate the hotel in accordance
with the following requirements:

a.

Parking. All parking spaces shall be kept open and available for the
parking of vehicles in the manner for which the parking spaces were
designed and permitted.

Landscape Maintenance. All landscaping shown on the approved
Landscaping Plan shall be maintained and preserved at all times in
accordance with the Plan,

Trash and Recycling. Trash holding areas shall include recycling
containers with at least equal capacity as the trash containers, and
trash/recycling areas shall be easily accessed by the consumer and the
trash hauler. Green waste shall either have containers adequate for the
landscaping or be hauled off site by the landscaping maintenance
company. If no green waste containers are provided on-site, the green
waste will be hauled off site.

Gates. Any gates that have the potential to block access to any
designated commercial space shall be locked in the open position during
business hours.

Visitor Information Program. A Visitor Information Program shall be
prepared and implemented, subject to review and approval by the Public Works
Director. The program shall include, but not be limited to:

Provide links to alternative transportation sites on the company website.

Provide information to visitors (prior to them coming) regarding
alternative transportation available in Santa Barbara.

Provide free shuttle service to and from airport, rail, regional bus
services and downtown locations.

A means of providing train, bus and airline schedules and maps to
prospective hotel guests,

A means of providing hotel guests with information on alternative
transportation modes, schedules, and maps of access to the Central
Business District, beach area and other local and regional points of
interest. In addition, the hotel operator shall contact the Metropolitan
Transit District to purchase bus and/or shutile passes or tokens for hotel
guests. These passes shall be available to any guests who request them,

Advertisement for and solicitation of meetings and other events which
includes explanation of the City's clean air and energy reduction goals
and an explanation of the benefits of using alternative transportation
modes.
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g. A means of coordinating special events with the City so that appropriate
traffic conirols, rerouting, and timing of events can be achieved.

Recyclable Material Use and Collection. Hotel and restaurant operators shall
encourage guests to recycle by using recyclable materials, and providing
sufficient and appropriate receptacles, such as recycling containers, in each
room. Recyclable material and green waste collection and pick-up areas shall be
provided on-site for the hotel and restaurant operations. A minimum of 50
percent of the area devoted to holding trash for the project shall be used for
recycling purposes.

BMP Training. Employee training shall be provided on the implementation of
Best Management Practices (BMPs) in order to prevent or reduce the discharge
of pollutants to storm water from buildings and ground maintenance. The
training shall include using good housekeeping practices, preventive
maintenance and spill prevention and control at outdoor loading/ unloading
areas in order to keep debris from entering the storm water collection system.

D. Public Works Requirements Prior to Building Permit Issuance. The Owner shall
submit the following, or evidence of completion of the following to the Public Works
Department for review and approval, prior to the issuance of a Building Permit for the

project.

L.

Dedication(s). Easements as shown on the approved El Encanto Revised
Master Plan and described as follows, subject to approval of the easement scope
and location by the Public Works Department and the Building and Safety
Division:

A twenty-foot (20°) wide easement for City water main purposes as required for

relocation of existing water main as shown on the approved El Encanto Revised
Master Plan.

Hydrology Report. The Owner shall submit a final hydrology report prepared
by a registered civil engineer or licensed architect demonstrating that the new
development will not increase runoff amounts above existing conditions for a
25-year storm event. Any increase in runoff shall be retained on-site.

Mission Ridge Public. Improvements. The Owner shall submit C-1 public
improvement plans for construction of improvements along the property
frontage on Mission Ridge Road and at the intersection of Alvarado Place. The
C-1I plans shall be submitted separately from plans submitted for a Building
Permit and shall be prepared by a licensed civil engineer. As determined by the
Public Works Department, the improvements shall include the following:
remove existing hedges from public right-of-way along Mission Ridge Road,
abandonment and/or removal of the portion of the existing City owned water
main currently traversing the subject property, and construction of new City
water main aligned within the Mission Ridge Road rights-of-way eventually
crossing the northeastern portion of the property through a twenty-foot 20m
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water main utility easement offered to the City and connecting to the existing
City owned water main in Mira Vista Avenue, construct driveway apron as
shown on approved plans with adequate site visibility, installation of"
approximately five hundred fifty linear feet (550°) of new City standard curb
and gutter along entire property frontage including intersection corner of
Mission Ridge Road and Alvarado Place, crack seal to the centerline of the
street along entire subject property frontage and slurry seal a minimum of 20
feet beyond the limit of all trenching, connection to City sewer main, public
drainage improvements with supporting drainage calculations, preserve and/or
reset survey monuments and contractor stamps, supply and install
directional/regulatory traffic control signs per the 2006 MUTCD w/CA
supplements, storm drain stenciling where applicable, and provide adequate
positive drainage from site. Streetlights shall be installed in accordance with the
City Streetlight Design Guidelines as determined by the City Engineer. Any
work in the public right-of-way requires a Public Works Permit.

Lasuen Road Public Improvements. The Owner shall submit C-1 public
improvement plans for construction of improvements along the property
frontage on Lasuen Road. As determined by the Public Works Department, the
improvements shall- include the following: curb and gutter where damaged,
crack seal to the centerline of the street along entire subject property frontage
and slury seal a minimum of 20 feet beyond the limit of all trenching,
connection to City water and sewer mains, public drainage improvements with
supporting drainage calculations and/or hydrology report for installation of
drainage pipe, curb drain outlets, detention, erosion protection, preserve and/or
reset  survey monuments and contractor stamps, supply and install
directional/regulatory traffic control signs per the 2006 MUTCD w/CA
supplements, provide storm drain stenciling, and provide adequate positive
drainage from site. Streetlights shall be installed in accordance with the City
Streetlight Design Guidelines as determined by the City Engincer. Any work in
the public right-of-way requires a Public Works Permit.

Alvarado Place Public Improvements. The Owner shall submit C-1 public
improvement plans for construction of improvements along the property
frontage on Alvarado Place and at the intersection of Alvarado Place and Lasuen
Road. The C-1 plans shall be submitted separately from plans submitted for a
Building Permit and shall be prepared by a licensed civil engineer. As
determined by the Public Works Department, the improvements shall include
the following: remove existing hedges from public right-of-way along Alvarado
Place, construct driveway apron as shown on approved plans, curb and gutter
where damaged, crack seal to the centerline of the street along entire subject
property frontage and slurry seal a minimum of 20 feet beyond the limit of all
trenching, connection to City water and sewer mains, public drainage
improvements with supporting drainage, preserve andfor reset survey
monuments and contractor stamps, supply and install directional/regulatory
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.

traffic control signs per the 2006 MUTCD w/CA supplements, storm drain
stenciling, provide adequate positive drainage from site. Streetlights shall be
installed in accordance with the City Streetlight Design Guidelines as
determined by the City Engineer. Any work in the public right-of-way requires
a Public Works Permit.

Agreement to Construct and Install Improvements. The Owner shall submit
an executed Agreement to Construct and Install Improvements, prepared by the
Engineering Division, an Engineer’s Estimate, signed and stamped by a
registered civil engineer, and securities for constmction of improvements prior
to execution of the agreement.

Encroachment Permits, Any encroachment or other permits from the: City or
other jurisdictions (State, Flood Control, County, etc.) for the construction of
improvements (including any required appurtenances) within their rights of way
{easement).

Removal or Relocation of Public Facilities. Removal or relocation of any
public utilities or structures must be performed by the Owner or by the person or
persons having ownership or control thereof.

Approved Public Improvement Plans and Concurrent Issuance of Public
Works Permit. Upon acceptance of the approved public improvement plans, a
Public Works permit shall be issued concurrently with a Building permit.

Drainage and Water Quality. Final project plans for grading, drainage,
stormwater facilities, and project development shall be subject to review and
approval by City Building Division and Public Works Department per City
regulations prior to issuance of any building or public works permits. At a
minimum, any increase in stormwater runoff (based on a 25-year storm event)
shall be retained on-site, and the project shall be designed to capture and treat
the calculated amount of runoff from the project site for a 1 inch storm event,
over a 24-hour period. Sufficient engineered design and adequate mitigation
measures shall be employed to ensure that no significant construction-related or
long-term effects from increased runoff, erosion and sedimentation, urban water
quality pollutants, or groundwater pollutants would result from the project. (W-

1

Erosion Control/Water Quality Protection Plan. Prior to the issuance of a
demolition permit for the proposed project, the applicant or project developer
shall prepare an erosion control plan that is consistent with the requirements
outlined in the Procedures for the Control of Runoff into Storm Drains and
Watercourses and the Building and Safety Division Erosion/Sedimentation
Control Policy (2003). The erosion control/water quality protection plan shall
specity how the required water quality protection procedures are to be designed,
implemented and maintained over the duration of the development project. A
copy of the plan shall be submitted to the Community Development and Public
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Works Departments for review and approval, and a copy of the approved plan
shall be kept at the project site. At minimum, the erosion control/water quality
protection plan prepared for the proposed project shall address the
implementation, installation and/or maintenance of each of the following water
resource protection strategies:

e Paving and Grinding

e Sandbag Barriers

s  Spill Prevention/Control

= Solid Waste Management

e Storm Drain Inlet Protection

¢ Stabilize Site Entrances and Exits

¢ Illicit Connections and Illegal Discharges
¢ Water Conservation

e Stockpile Management

¢ Liquid Wastes

» Street Sweeping and Vacuﬁming

¢ Concrete Waste Ma:aagemem

® Sanitary/Septic Waste Management

¢ Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance
= Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning

e Vehicle and Equipment Fueling (W-2)

12 Minimization of Storm Water Pollutants of Concern. The Owner shall
submit project plans incorporating long-term BMPs to minimize storm water
pollutants of concern to the extent feasible, and obtain approval from Public
Works Engineering. The approved facilities shall be maintained in working
order for the life of the project. (W-3)

13, Storm Drain System Stenciling and Signage. Within the project area, the
- applicant shall implement stenciling of all storm drain inlets and catch basins,
and posting of signs at all public access points along channels and creeks, with
language in English and Spanish and graphic icons prohibiting dumping, per
approved plans. The applicant shall submit project plans to the satisfaction of
Public Works Engineering that identify storm drain inlet locations throughout

the project area, and specified wording and design treatment for stenciling of

storm drain inlets and signage for public access points that prohibit dumping.

The owners association shall maintain ongoing legibility of the stenciling and
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14.

15.

signage for the life of the project, and shall inspect at least annually and submit
report to City annually. (W-4)

Passive Drainage Techniques. Passive/nature water treatment design
techniques such as bioswales, infiltration basins, etc, shall be incorporated into
open space areas, groundcover, and courtyards to treat the small, frequent storm
events that impact water quality in Santa Barbara (a | inch storm event, over a
24-hour period). These types of passive/natural capture and filtration design
options shall be implemented as opposed to mechanical/underground options,
which pose maintenance problems and often times, do not treat runoff as
efficiently. These measures shall be incorporated into the drainage plan and
shall be subject to review and approval by City Building Division and Public
Works Department per City regulations prior to issuance of any building or
public works permits. {W-5)

Solid Waste Management Plan. The Applicant shalf develop and implement a
Solid Waste Management Plan to reduce waste generated by construction and
demolition activities. Consistent with City of Santa Barbara ordinances and in
order to achieve the waste diversion goals required by state law, the Contractor
may choose to separate waste and recyclables on-site or use a combination of
source separation and a construction and demolition (C&D) sorting facility. The
Solid Waste Management Plan shall include the following:

a. Contact information: The name and contact information of who will be
responsible for implementing the Solid Waste Management Plan.

b. Waste assessment: A brief description of the proposed project wastes to
be generated, including types and estimated quantities during the
construction phase of this project. A minimum of 90% of demolition
and construction materials shall be recycled or reused.

c. Recycling and waste collection areas: Waste sorting and/or collection
and/or recycling areas shall be clearly indicated on the project plans and
approved by the City Solid Waste Specialist.

d. Transportation: A description of the means of transportation of
recyclable materials and waste (whether materials will be site-separated
and self-hauled to designated centers, or whether mixed materials will be
collected by a waste hauler and removed from the site to be processed)
and destination of materials.

e. Landfill information: The name of the landfill(s) where trash will be
disposed of and a projected amount of material that will be landfilled.

L Meetings: A description of meetings to be held between applicant and

contractor to ensure compliance with the site Solid Waste Management
Plan. :
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Alternatives to landfilling: A list of each material proposed to be
salvaged, reused, or recycled during the course of the Project.

Contingency Plan: An alternate location to recycle and/or stockpile C&D
in the event of local recycling facilities becoming unable to accept
material (for example: all local recycling facilities reaching the
maximum tons per day due to a time period of unusually large volume).

Implementation and Documentation of Solid Waste Management Plan:

(1)

2)

(3)

(4)

()

(©)

7

Manager: The Permit Applicant or Contractor shall designate an
on-site patty (or parties) responsible for instructing workers and
overseeing and documenting results of the Solid Waste
Management Plan for the Project Site Foreman. The contact will
notify the Public Works Department immediately should any
deviance from the Solid Waste Management Plan be necessary.

Distribution: The Contractor shall distribute copies of the Solid
Waste Management Plan to the Job Site Foremen, impacted
subcontractors, and the Architect.

Instruction: The Permit Applicant or Contractor shall provide on-
site instruction of appropriate separation, handling, and recycling,
salvage, reuse, and return methods to be used by all parties at the
appropriate stages of project development,

Separation and/or Collection areas: The Permit Applicant or
Contractor shall ensure that the approved recycling and waste
collection areas are designated on site.

Construction of Recycling and Waste container facilities:
Inspection shall be made by Public Works to ensure the
appropriate storage facilities are created in accordance with AB
2176 (2003-04 Legislative Session), California State Public
Resources Code 42911 and City of Santa Barbara Zoning
Ordinances.

Hazardous wastes: Hazardous wastes shall be separated, stored,
and disposed of according to federal, state and local regulations.

Documentation: The Contractor shall submit evidence at each
inspection to show that recycling and/or reuse goals are being
met and a Summary of Waste Generated by the Project shall be
submitted on a monthly basis. Failure to submit this information
shall be grounds for a stop work order, The Summary shall be
submitted on a form acceptable to the Public Works Department
and shall contain the following information:
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(a)  Disposal information: amount (in tons or cubic yards) of
material landfilled; identity of the landfill; total amount of
tipping fees paid at the landfill; weight tickets, manifests,
receipts, and invoices (attach copies).

(b) Recycling information: amount and type of material (in
tons or cubic yards); receiving party, manifests, weight
tickets, receipts, and invoices (attach copies).

{c) Reuse and salvage information: list of items salvaged for

: reuse on project or campus (if any); amount (in tons or
cubic yards); receiving party or storage location.

(8) Contingency Plan: The Permit Applicant or Contractor shall
detail the location and recycling of stockpiled material in the
event of the implementation of a Contingency Plan. (PS-1)

16. Traffic Control Plan. A traffic control plan shall be submitted, as specified in
the City of Santa Barbara Traffic Control Guidelines. Traffic Control Plans are
subject to approval by the Public Works Director/Transportation Manager.

E. Community Development Requirements with Building or Public Works Permit

Application. The following shall be submitted with the application for any Building or
Public Works permit and finalized prior to Building or Public Works Permit issuance:

L.

Transfer of Existing Development Rights. The documents transferring the
development rights from the sending site to the receiving site shall be submitted
to the Community Development Director for review and approval prior to
execution.  Once the documents effecting the transfer of rights has been
executed and recorded, evidence of the recording shall be submitted to the
Community Development Department.

Eucalyptus Tree Preservation. The eucalyptus trees, located along Alvarado
Place in the northwest portion of the site, and identified as historically
significant, shall be retained unless a City-approved arborist determines that
their preservation is not feasible or recommended due to their existing condition
relative to life expectancy, disease, or safety reasons. The final design shall, to
the maximum extent feasible, preserve the eucalyptus trees located along
Alvarado Place. Prior to building permit issuance, final plans shall be
accompanied by a City-approved arborist report stating that the design will not
adversely impact the eucalyptus trees and shall be subject to the review and
approval of the City’s Environmental Analyst. If any of the trees are to be
removed pursuant to the arborist determination, the trees shall be replaced with
skyline trees. (CR-2) '

APCD Form Required. Prior to demolition, an “Asbestos
Demolition/Renovation Notification® form must be delivered to APCD.
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Requirement. Owner shall implement
the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the project’s
mitigation measures, as stated in the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the
project.

Project Environmental Coordinator Reguired. Submit to the Planning
Division a contract with a qualified representative for the Owner, subject to
approval of the contract and the representative by the Planning Division, to act
as the Project Environmental Coordinator (PEC). The PEC shall be responsible
for assuring full compliance with the provisions of the Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program (MMRP) and Conditions of Approval to the City. The
contract shall include the following, at a minimum:

a. The frequency and/or schedule of the monitoring of the mitigation
measures.

b. A methed for monitoring the mitigation measures.

c, A list of reporting procedures, including the responsible party, and
frequency.

d. A list of other monitors to be hired, if applicable, and their qualifications.

e. Submittal of monthly reports during demolition, excavation, grading and

footing installation and monthly reports on all other construction activity
regarding MMRP and condition compliance by the PEC to the
Community Development Department/case planner.

f. ‘The PEC shall have authority over all other monitors/specialists, the
contractor, and all construction personnel for those actions that relate to
the items listed in the MMRP and conditions of approval, including the
authority to stop work, if necessary, to achieve compliance with
mitigation measures. '

Construction Notice. At least 20 days prior to commencement of construction,
the contractor shall provide written notice to all property owners and residents
within 300 feet of the project area. The notice shall contain a description of the
proposed project, a construction schedule including days and hours of
construction, the name and phone number of the Project Environmental
Coordinator (PEC) who can answer questions, and provide additional
information or address problems that may arise during construction. A 24-hour
construction hot line shall be provided. Informational signs with the PEC’s
name and telephone number shall also be posted at the site. (N-1)

Contractor and Subcontractor Notification. The Owner shall notify in
writing all contractors and subcontractors of the site rules, restrictions, and
Conditions of Approval. Submit a copy of the notice to the Planning Division.
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Park Commission Tree Removal Approval. Submit to the Planning Division
verification of approval from the Park Commission for the removal of any trees
within the front setback.

Letter of Commitment for Pre-Construction Conference. The Owner shall
submit to the Planning Division a letter of commitment that states that, prior to
disturbing any part of the project site for any reason and after the Building
permit has been issued, the General Contractor shall schedule a conference to
review site conditions, construction schedule, construction conditions, and
environmental monitoring requirements.  The conference shall - include
representatives  from the Public Works Department Engineering and
Transportation Divisions, the assigned Building Inspector, the Planning
Division, the Property’ Owner, the Architect, the Arborist, the Landscape
Architect, the Project Engineer, the Project Environmental Coordinator, the
Contractor and each subcontractor.

Air Pollution Control District Permits. APCD permits are required for
individual (or grouping) of boilers or large water heaters and for any electrical

- generator driven by a diesel engine rated at 50 bhp or greater.

F. Building Permit Plan Requirements. The following requirements/notes shall be
incorporated into the construction plans submitted to the Building and Safety Division
for Building permits.

1.

Design Review Requirements. Plans shall show all design, landscape and tree
protection elements, as approved by the Historic Landmarks Commission,

Grading Plan Requirement for Archaeological Resources. The following
information shall be printed on the grading plans:

If archaeological resources are encountered or suspected, work shall be halted or
redirected immediately and the Planning Division shall be notified. The
archaeologist shall assess the nature, extent, and significance of any discoveries
and develop appropriate management recommendations for archaeological
resource treatment, which may include, but are not limited to, redirection of
grading and/or excavation activities, consultation and/or monitoring with a
Barbarefio Chumash representative from the most current City Qualified
Barbarefio Chumash Site Monitors List, etc.

If the discovery consists of possible human remains, the Santa Barbara County
Coroner shall be contacted immediately. If the Coroner determines that the
remains are Native American, the Coroner shall contact the California Native
American Hetitage Commission. A Barbarefio Chumash representative from the
most current City Qualified Barbarefio Chumash Site Monitors List shall be
retained to monitor all further subsurface disturbance in the area of the find.
Work m the arca may only proceed after the Planning Division grants
authorization,
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If the discovery consists of possible prehistoric or Native American artifacts or
materials, a Barbarefio Chumash representative from the most current City
Qualified Barbarefio Chumash Site Monitors List shall be retained to monitor all
further subsurface disturbance in the area of the find. Work in the area may only
proceed after the Planning Division grants authorization.

Post-Construction Eresion Control and Water Quality Plan. Provide an
engineered drainage plan that addresses the existing drainage patterns and leads
towards improvement of the quality and rate of water run-off conditions from
the site by capturing, infiltrating, and/or treating drainage and preventing
erosion. The Owner shall employ passive water quality methods, such as
bioswales, catch basins, or storm drain on the Real Property, or other measures
specified in the Erosion Control Plan, to intercept all sediment and other
potential pollutants (including, but not limited to, hydrocarbons, fecal bacteria,
herbicides, fertilizers, etc.) from the parking lot areas and other improved, hard-
surfaced areas prior to discharge into the public storm drain system, including
any creeks. All proposed methods shall be reviewed and approved by the Public
Works Department and the Community Development Department. Maintenance
of these facilities shall be provided by the Owner, as outlined in Condition C.5
above, which shall include the regular sweeping and/or vacuuming of parking
areas and drainage and storm water methods maintenance progran.

Trash Enclosure Provision. A trash enclosure with adequate area for recycling
containers (an area that allows for a minimum of 50 percent of the total capacity
for recycling containers) shall be provided on the Real Property and screened
from view from surrounding properties and the street.

Dumpsters and containers with a capacity of 1.5 cubic yards or more shall not be
placed within five (5) feet of combustible walls, openings, or roofs, unless
protected with fire sprinklers, '

Recyclable Material Use and Collection. Hotel and restaurant operators shall
provide sufficient and appropriate recycling receptacles in each room.
Recyclable material and green waste collection and pick-up areas shall be
provided on-site for the hotel and restaurant operations. A minimum of 50
percent of the area devoted to holding trash for the project shall be used for
recycling purposes.

Private Driveway Improvements. The proposed private driveway shall be
constructed to the standards provided in the Subdivision Design and
Improvement Standards and as approved by the Public Works Director.

Conditions on Plans/Signatures. The final Planning Commission Resolution
shall be provided on a full size drawing sheet as part of the drawing sets. Fach
condition shall have a sheet and/or note reference to verify condition
compliance. If the condition relates to a document submittal, indicate the status
of the submittal (e.g., Archaeologist contract submitted to Community
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Development Department for review). A statement shall also be placed on the
above sheet as follows: The undersigned have read and understand the above
conditions, and agree to abide by any and all conditions which is their usual and
customary responsibility to perform, and which are within their authority to
perform.

Signed:

Property Owner Date

Contractor _ Date License No.

Architect | Date License No.

Engineer Date License No.
G. Construction Implementation Requirements. All of these construction requirements

shall be carried out in the field by the Owner and/or Contractor for the duration of the
project construction.

1.

Construction Dust Control ~ Minimize Disturbed Area/Speed. Minimize

amount of disturbed area and reduce on site vehicle speeds to 15 miles per hour
or less. (AQ-1)

Construction Dust Control - Watering. During site grading and transportation
of fill materials, regular water sprinkling shall occur using reclaimed water
whenever the Public Works Director determines that it is reasonably available.
During clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation, sufficient quantities of
water, through use of either water trucks or sprinkler systems, shall be applied to
prevent dust from leaving the site. Fach day, after construction activities cease,
the entire area of disturbed soil shall be sufficiently moistened to create a crust.

Throughout construction, water trucks or sprinkler systems shall also be used to
keep all areas of vehicle movement damp enough to prevent dust raised from
leaving the site. At a minimum, this will include wetting down such areas in the
late morning and after work is completed for the day. Increased watering
frequency will be required whenever the wind speed exceeds 15 mph. (AQ-2)

Construction Dust Control — Tarping. Trucks transporting fill material to and
from the site shall be covered from the point of origin. (AQ-3)

Construction Dust Control — Gravel Pads. Gravel pads shall be installed at ail
access points to prevent tracking of mud on to public roads. (AQ-4)

Construction Dust Control ~ Stockpiling. If importation, exportation and
stockpiling of fill material are involved, soil stockpiled for more than two days
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10,

11.

13.

shall be covered, kept moist, or treated with soil binders to prevent dust
generation, (AQ-5)

Construction Dust Control — Disturbed Area Treatment. After clearing,
grading, earth moving or excavation is completed, the entire area of disturbed
soil shall be treated fo prevent wind pickup of soil, This may be accomplished
by: :

Seeding and watering until grass cover is grown:

Spreading soil binders;

c. Sufficiently wetting the area down to form a crust on the surface with
repeated soakings as necessary to maintain the crust and prevent dust
pickup by the wind;

d. Other methods approved in advance by the Air Pollution Control
District. (AQ-6) ' '

Construction Dust Control — Paving. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks,
etc., shall be paved as soon as possible. Additionally, building pads shall be laid
as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders are used. (AQ-7)

Construction Dust Control — PEC. The contractor or builder shall designate a
person or persons to monitor the dust control program and to order increased
watering, as necessary, to prevent transport of dust offsite. Their duties shall
include holiday and weekend periods when construction work may not be in
progress. The name and telephone number of such persons shall be provided to
the Air Pollution Control District upon request. {AQ-8)

Portable Construction Equipment. All portable diesel-powered construction
equipment shall be registered with the state’s portable equipment registration
program OR shall obtain an APCD permit. (AQ-9)

Fleet Owners. Fleet owners are subject to sections 2449, 24492, and 24493 in
Title 13, Article 4.8, Chapter 9, of the California Code of regulations (CCR) to0
reduce diesel particulate matter (and criteria pollutant emissions from in-use off-
road diesel-fueled vehicles,

See http://www.arb.ca.gov/regact/2007/ordiesl()?/frooai.pdf. (AQ-10)
Engine Size. The engine size of construction equipment shall be the minimum
practical size. (AQ-11)

Equipment Numbers. The number of construction equipment operating
simultaneously shall be minimized through efficient management practices to
ensure that the smallest practical number is operating at any one time. (AQ-12)

Equipment maintenance. All construction equipment shall be maintained in
tune per the manufacturer’s specifications. (AQ-13)
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14,

I5.

16.

17.

8.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

Catalytic Converters. Catalytic converters shall be installed on gasoline-
powered equipment, if feasible. (AQ-14)

Diesel Construction Equipment. Diesel construction equipment meeting the
California Air Resources Board (CARB) Tier | emission standards for off-road
heavy-duty diesel engines shall be used. Equipment meeting CARB Tier 2 or
higher emission standards should be used to the maximum extent feasible. (AQ-
£5)

Engine Timing and Diesel Catalytic Converters, Other diesel construction
equipment, which does not meet CARB standards, shall be equipped with two to
four degree engine timing retard or pre-combustion chamber engines. Diesel
catalytic converters, diesel oxidation catalysts and diesel particulate filters as
certified and/or verified by EPA or California shall be installed, if available.
(AQ-16)

Diesel Replacements. Diesel powered equipment shall be replaced by electric
equipment whenever feasible. (AQ-17)

Idling Limitation. Idling of heavy-duty diesel trucks during loading and
unloading shall be prohibited; electric auxiliary power units shall be used
whenever possible. (AQ-18)

Demolition/Construction Materials Recyeling. Recycling and/or reuse of
demolition/construction materials shall be carried out in accordance with the
Solid Waste Management Plan developed pursuant to Condition D.15.

Construction-Related Truck Trips. Construction-related truck trips shall not
be scheduled during peak hours (7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. to 6:00
p.n.). The purpose of this condition is to help reduce truck traffic on adjacent
streets and roadways.

Construction-Related Traffic Routes. The route of construction-related traffic
shall be established to minimize trips through surrounding residential
neighborhoods, subject to approval by the Transportation Manager.

Traffic Control Plan. All elements of the approved Traffic Control Plan shall
be carried out by the Contractor.

Construction Hours. Noise-generating construction activities (which may
include preparation for construction work) shall be permitted weekdays between
the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., excluding holidays observed by the City as
legal holidays: New Year's Day (January 1st); Martin Luther King Jr.'s Birthday
(3rd Monday in January); President’s Day (3rd Monday in February); Memorial
Day (Last Monday in May); Independence Day (July 4th); Labor Day (Ist
Monday in September); Thanksgiving Day (4th Thursday in November); Day
Following Thanksgiving Day (Friday following Thanksgiving); Christmas Day
(December 25th). *When a holiday falls on a Saturday or Sunday, the preceding
Friday or following Monday respectively shall be observed as a legal holiday.
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24,

25,

26.

27,

28.

Occasional night work may be approved for the hours between 5 p.m. and § a.m.
on weekdays by the Chief of Building and Zoning per Section 9.13.015 of the
Municipal Code. In the event of such night work approval, the applicant shall
provide written notice to all property owners and residents within 300 feet of the
project property boundary and the City Planning and Building Divisions at least
48 hours prior to commencement of any. Night work shall not be permitted on
weekends and holidays. (N-2)

Construction Parking/Storage/Staging., Construction parking and storage
shall be provided as follows:

a. During construction, free parking spaces for construction workers and
construction shall be provided on-site or off-site in a location subject to the
approval of the Public Works Director. Construction workers are prohibited
from parking within the public right-of-way, except as outlined in subparagraph
b. below.

b. Parking in the public right of way is permitted as posted by Municipal
Code, as reasonably allowed for in the 2006 Greenbook (or latest reference), and
with a Public Works permit in restricted parking zones. No more than three 3
individual parking permits without extensions may be issued for the life of the
project,

C. Storage or staging of construction materials and equipment within the
public right-of-way shall not be permitted, unless approved by the
Transportation Manager. -

Street Sweeping. The property frontage and adjacent property frontages, and -
parking and staging areas at the construction site shall be swept daily to decrease
sediment transport to the public storm drain system and dust.

Construction Best Management Practices (BMPs). Construction activities

shall address water quality through the use of BMPs, as approved by the
Building and Safety Division.

Mitigation Monitoring Compliance Reports. The PEC shall submit monthly
reports during demolition, excavation, grading and footing installation and
monthly reports on all other construction activity regarding MMRP compliance
to the Community Development Department.

Construction Contact Sign. Immediately after Building permit issuance,
signage shall be posted at the points of entry to the site that list the contractor(s)
and Project Environmental Coordinator’s (PEC) name, contractor(s) and PEC’s
telephone number(s), work hours, site rules, and construction-related conditions,
to assist Building Inspectors and Police Officers in the enforcement of the
conditions of approval. The construction contact phone number shall include an
option to contact a person instead of a machine in case of emergency. The font
size shall be a minimum of 0.5 inches in height. Said sign shall not exceed six
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29,

30.

31.

32.

33.

34,

35,

36.

feet in height from the ground if it is free-standing or placed on a fence. It shall
not exceed 24 square feet if in a multi-family or commercial zone or six square
feet if in a single family zone,

Construction Equipment Sound Control. All construction equipment,
including trucks, shall be professionally maintained and fitted with standard
manufacturers” mufiler and silencing devices. (N-3)

Sound Barriers. As determined necessary by the Planning Division, the project
shall employ sound control devices and techniques such as noise shields and
blankets during the construction period to reduce the level of noise to
surrounding residents and businesses. (N-4) '

Location of Equipment. Siting of cranes, hoists, or other semi-stationary
heavy equipment shall be as far away noise-sensitive uses as practical
consistent with construction requirements. (N-5)

b

Electrical Powered Equipment. Electrical powered equipment shall be used
instead of equipment driven by internal combustion engines where feasible, (N-
6)

No ldling of Equipmeht. Equipment shall not be left idling for long periods;
instead, it should be switched off. (N-7)

Location of Delivery Area. An area shall be designated for delivery of
materials and equipment to site. This area shall be located as far from residential
properties as is practical, consistent with construction requirements. This area
shal! be protected by a temporary barrier blocking the line of sight from the
source to any operable residential window. (N-8)

Graffiti Abatement Required. Owner and Contractor shall be respansible for
removal of all graffiti as quickly as possible. Graffiti not removed within 24
hours of notice by the Building and Safety Division may result in a Stop Work
order being issued, or may be removed by the City, at the Owner's expense, as
provided in SBMC Chapter 9.66. '

Unanticipated Archaeological Resources Contractor Notification. Prior to
the start of any vegetation or paving removal, demolition, trenching or grading,
contractors and construction personnel shall be alerted to the possibility of
uncovering unanticipated subsurface archacological features or artifacts
associated with past human occupation of the parcel. If such archaeological
resources are encountered or suspected, work shall be halied immediately, the
City Environmental Analyst shall be notified and the applicant shall retain an
archacologist from the most current City Qualified Archaeologists List. The
latter shall be employed to assess the nature, extent and significance of any
discoveries and to develop appropriate management recommendations for
archaeological resource treatment, which may include, but are not limited to,
redirection of grading and/or excavation activities, consultation —and/or
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monitoring with a Barbarefio Chumash representative from the most current City
qualified Barbarefio Chumash Site Monitors List, etc.

If the discovery consists of possible human remains, the Santa Barbara County
Coroner shall be contacted immediately. If the Coroner determines that the
remains are Native American, the Coroner shail contact the California Native
American Heritage Commission. A Barbarefio Chumash representative from the
most current City Qualified Barbarefio Chumash Site Monitors List shall be
retained to monitor all further subsurface disturbance in the area of the find,
Work in the area may only proceed after the Environmental Analyst grants
authorization,

If the discovery consists of possible prehistoric or Native American artifacts or
materials, a Barbarefio Chumash representative from the most current City
Qualified Barbarefio Chumash Sité Monitors List shall be retained to monitor all
further subsurface disturbance in the area of the find. Work in the area may only
proceed after the Environmental Analyst grants authorization.

H. Prior to Certificate of Occupancy. Prior to issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy,
the Owner of the Real Property shall complete the following:

1.

Repair Damaged Public Improvements. Repair any damaged public
improvements (curbs, gutters, sidewalks, roadways, etc.) subject to the review
and approval of the Public Works Department per SBMC §22.60.090. Where
tree roots are the cause of the damage, the roots shall be pruned under the .
direction of a qualified arborist.

Complete Public Improvements. Public improvements, as shown in the

improvement/building plans, including utility service undergrounding and
installation of street trees.

Cross-Connection Inspection. The Owner shall request a cross connection
inspection by the Public Works Water Reclamation/Cross Connection Specialist.

Fire Hydrant Replacement, Replace existing nonconforming type fire
hydrant(s) with commercial-type hydrant(s) described in Standard Detail 6-
003.1 Paragraph 2 of the Public Works Department Standard Details.

Noise Measurements. Submit a final report from a licensed acoustical
engineer, verifying that noise levels are within acceptable levels as specified in
the Noise Element. In the event the noise is not mitigated to acceptable levels,
additional mitigation measures shall be recommended by the noise specialist and
implemented subject to the review and approval of the Building and Safety
Division and the Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC).

New Construction Photographs. Photographs of the new construction, taken
from the same locations as those taken of the story poles prior to project
approval, shall be taken, attached to 8 5 x 11 board and submitted to the
Planning Divisjon.
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7. Mitigation Monitoring Report, Submit a final construction report for
mitigation menitoring.

Litigation Indemnification Agreement. In the event the Planning Commission
approval of the Project is appealed to the City Council, Applicant/Owner hereby agrees
to defend the City, its officers, employees, agents, consultants and independent
contractors (“City’s Agents™) from any third party legal challenge to the City Council’s
denial of the appeal and approval of the Project, including, but not limited to, challenges
filed pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (collectively “Claims™).
Applicant/Owner further agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the City and the City’s
Agents from any award of attorney fees or court costs made in connection with any
Claim.

Applicant/Owner shall execute a written agreement, in a form approved by the City
Attorney, evidencing the foregoing commitments of defense and indemnification within
thirty (30) days of the City Council denial of the appeal and approval of the Project.
These commitments of defense and indemnification are material conditions of the
approval of the Project. If Applicant/Owner fails to execute the required defense and
indemnification agreement within the time allotted, the Project approval shall become
null and void absent subsequent acceptance of the agreement by the City, which
acceptance shall be within the City’s sole and absolute discretion. Nothing contained in
this condition shall prevent the City or the City’s Agents from independently defending
any Claim. Ifthe City or the City’s Agents decide to independently defend a Claim, the
City and the City’s Agents shall bear their own attorney fees, expenses, and costs of that
independent defense.

NOTICE OF APPROVAL TIME LIMITS:

The approval, per Santa Barbara Municipal Code §28.87.350, shall expire four (4) years from
the date of approval unless:

1.

A building or grading permit for the work authorized by the development plan is issued
prior to the expiration date of the approval.

A time extension is granted by the Staff Hearing Officer for one (1) year prior to the
expiration date of the approval, only if it is found that there is due diligence to
implement and complete the proposed project. No more than one (1) time extension

" may be granted.

This motion was passed and adopted on the 12" day of February, 2009, by the Planning
Commission of the city of Santa Barbara, by the following vote:

AYES: 6 NOES: 1 (Lodge) ABSTAIN:0 ABSENT: 0
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I hereby certify that this Resolution correctly reflects the action taken by the city of Santa
Barbara Planning Commission at its meeting of the above date.

oLl s Mok 19 2009

9&51”1&%& Feliciano, P}amﬁng Commission Secretary Date

THIS ACTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION CAN BE APPEALED TO THE CITY

COUNCIL WITHIN TEN (10) DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE ACTION WAS TAKEN BY THE
PLANNING COMMISSION.




CITY OF SANTA BARBARA

ADDENDUM
TO MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR EL ENCANTO HOTEL, 1900 LASUEN ROAD
MST2007-60140
September 3, 2609

This Addendum is prepared in accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, which
provides that an addendum to an adopted negative declaration may be prepared if only minor
changes or additions are necessary to make the prior document adequate for the current project.

PRIOR ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT

A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was prepared for the El Encanto Hotel Revised Master
Plan. The project analyzed in the MND consisted of the following components: 1) a
predominantly underground utility distribution facility and a surface valet parking lot with an
underground operations facility below in the northwest corner; 2) Mission Village, consisting of
5 cottages with an underground valet parking garage below in the northeast corner; 3) new
Cottages 27 and 28; and 4) a swimming pool with a fitness center below.

The MND concluded that, with application of identified mitigation measures, no significant
effects on the environment would result from the project. The Draft MND was circulated for
public review and comment, and the Final MND was adopted by the Planning Commission on
Pebruary 12, 2009. Mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant impacts associated with
biological resources, cultural resources, noise, and public services were incorporated into the
project as conditions of approval. Recommended standard mitigation measures were also
applied as conditions to minimize adverse but not significant impacts associated with air quality,
cultural resources, and water resource issues.

REVISED PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The El Encanto Hotel Revised Master Plan was approved by the Planning Commission on
February 12, 2009, and was subsequently appealed by the neighbors of the project. On April 28,
2009, the City Council held the appeal hearing and directed the applicant to work with the
neighbors to formulate a mutually agreeable redesign of the northwest corner.

EXHIBITE
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The applicant and the neighbors have agreed on a redesign of the northwest corner that consists
of three, new one-story cottages (#37, 38 & 39) above an underground, 42-space, valet parking
garage. The operations/back of house facilities, reduced from 8,773 square feet to approximately
4.300 square feet, would be located in the three new cottages. Components of the utility
distribution facility would be located in cottage 39, in the underground parking garage, and
underneath the previously approved, but not constructed, cottage 29.

As a result of relocating the parking underground, one parking space would be relocated to the
Mission Village underground valet parking garage located in the northeast comer. The proposal
also includes 900 square feet of additional underground mechanical space that was not
previously proposed in the Mission Village underground valet parking garage. All other
components of the Revised Master Plan remain as approved on February 12, 2009.

CHANGES IN ENVIRONMENTAL CIRCUMSTANCES

There have been no substantial changes in existing environmental conditions since preparation of
the Mitigated Negative Declaration.

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATIONS

Staff determined that the project revisions required additional analysis in the areas of noise and
historic resources.

Noise: The project revisions were analyzed in a report prepared by Newsom Brown Acoustics,
dated August 20, 2009 (see Attachment 1). The report concludes that the relocation of the utility
distribution facility further south from the neighboring residential property lines will result in
operational sound levels that are lower than the previous design. Also, the combined sound level
for the utility distribution facility and the ventilation systems for the underground parking garage
would be well below the City’s normally acceptable exterior thresholds of 60 dB(A) Ldn for
residential areas and 70 dB(A) Ldn for hotels. Therefore, the long-term operational noise
impacts for the project revisions would remain less than significant.

Historic Resources: The City’s Urban Historian has determined that the impacts to historic
resources as a result of the project revisions would remain less than significant (see Attachment
2). Also, the group of five eucalyptus trees, identified in the MND as historically significant,
would not be impacted by the project revisions.

All mitigation measures identified in the Mitigated Negative Declaration would continue to

apply to the revised project as conditions of approval, such that no significant impacts would
result.

CEQA FINDING

Based on the above review of the project, in accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section
15162, no Subsequent Negative Declaration is required for the project revisions, because new
information and changes in project description, circumstances, impacts and mitigations are not
substantial and do not involve new significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified impacts.
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This Addendum identifies the project revisions. With application of identified mitigation
measures, all project impacts will be less than significant. This Addendum, together with the
Mitigated Negative Declaration, constitutes adequate environmental documentation in
compliance with CEQA for the revised project.

__ Date: j}/; / 07

K‘Sth[een Kcnnedv, Assocmte lanner

Prepared by:

Reviewed by \)( “\(/\/\4 f { b4 Q;M?QJ Date: “ i / O(““f

Debra Andaloro, Envirenmental Analyst/Senior Planner

Attachments
1. Acoustical Review, Newson Brown Acoustics LLC, dated August 20, 2009
2. Urban Historian Memo, dated August 26, 2009




20 August 2009

Trish Allen

Suzanne Elledge Pianning and Permitting Services, inc
800 Santa Barbara Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Subject:  El Encanto Hotel & Villas, Santa Barbara, CA
Acoustical Review of Revised Master Plan Drawings

Dear Trish,

Based on our review of the Revised Master Pian drawings dated 17" of August 2008, we note that the
underground utility distribution facllity previously located in the north west corner of the Ef Encanto Hotel
site is now located further into the site. As a resuit, both the water heating equipment and the condensed
water cooling equipment ventilation opening are now located further east from the westerly property line
and further scuth from the northerly property line compared to the previous design of the utility distribution
facility approved by Santa Barbara City Ptanning Commission on the 127 of February 2008. We also note
that the surface parking lot previously located in the north west of the Ef Encante Hotel site is now located
below grade in approximately the same area. This report presents an analysis of the acoustical
improvements that occur as a resuit of these changes and reviews of the mitigation measures
incorporated to reduce sound transfer. Other project components analyzed in our Sound Impact Analysis
Report dated the 20" of November 2008 including the Mission Village partially subterranean podium
parking structure, remain unchanged. The analysis and review of the incorporated mitigation measures

and the recommended mitigation measures included in the following report have been based upeon the
following considerations:

* Section 9.16 of the City of Santa Barbara's Municipal Code, which relates to noise,

+  The Noise Flement, adapted August 1979 and amended November 1883, included in the City of
Santa Barbara’s General Pian,

= The existing noise environment at the neighboring residential property lines,
* Revised utility distribution facility, back of house and parking drawings (attachment A).

® Subterranean parking structure and underground boiler and pump room mechanical mark-up
{attachment B). :

¢ Condensed water coaling equipment sound data (included with our Sound Impact . Analysis
Report dated the 20" of November 2008).

« Underground boiler and purp room supply fan sound data (included with our Sound Impact
Analysis Report dated the 20" of November 2008).

e Air ventilation fan sound data (attachment C) for the subterranean parking structure air ventilation
system.

Please refer to our Sound impact Analysis Report dated the 20" of November 2008 for the sound levels
measured during the acoustical survey of the EI Encanto Hotel site and surrounding area and an
explanation of the criteria required by the City of Santa Barbara.

ATTACHMENT 1
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Underground Utility Distribufion Facility Sound Imgpact Analysis

From the revised project drawings (attachment A) we note that the water heating and cooling equipment
is still located below grade and that the water healing equipment is still located in .a separate
subterranean mechanical room. The water heating equipment is now located beneath Cofttage 29 and,
as discussed above, both the water heating and water cooling equipment are located further interior to
the project site compared fo the previous design of the utility distribution facility approved by Santa
Barbara City Planning Commission on the 12" of February 2009. It is anticipated that the condensed water
cooling equipment will be the loudest item of mechanical equipment in the underground utility distribution
facility. This is consistent with our report dated the 20" of November 2008.

El Encanto Hotel wishes to minimize sound transmission, therefore the following sound control measures
have been incorporated into the project drawings (attachment A):

i) 10 foot long silencers in both the intake and ventilation ductwork serving the condensed
water cooling equipment, Based upon the condensed water cooling eguipment noise data
provided by the manufacturer (included with our Sound Impact Analysis Report dated the
20th of November 2008), the silencers shali be specified as |AC type 10HLFL or equivalent.

ii) 2" thick internal acoustical lining in both the intake and ventilation ductwork serving the
condensed water cooling equipment. :

i) Acoustical lining of all available wall and ceiling surfaces within the room which houses the

. condensed water cooling equipment. This shail be specified similar to detail TR/1 (included
with ocur Sound Impact Analysis Report dated the 20" of November 2008).

Please refer to our report dated the 20" of November 2008 for an expianation of the condensed water

cooling equipment daytime and nighttime operation; the revised location would not alter the equipment
operation, :

Based upon the sound data for the condensed water cooling equipment (included with our Sound Impact
Analysis Report dated the ‘20th of November 2008) it is anticipated that the above sound control will at
most result in a sound level of approximately 17 dB(A) at the closest residential property line {previousty
identified as 1978 Mission Ridge Road) during the nighttime period of 10:00 pm to 7:00 am due to the
sound generated at the ventilation opening which serves the condensed water cooling equipment. This is
8dB(A) lower compared to the previous design of the utility distribution facility proposed in the plans
approved by Santa Barbara City Planning Commission on the 12" of February 2009 and substantially lower

than the quietest ambient background noise level measured at site during the nighttime. period (23.6
dB(A) L.

During the daytime period it is anticipated that the above sound controf will at most result in a sound level
of approximately 21 dB(A) at the closest residential property line due to the sound generated at the
ventilation opening which serves the condensed water cooling equipment. This is 5dB(A) lower
compared to the previous design of the utility distribution facility approved by Santa Barbara City Planning
Commission the 12" of February 2008 and substantiatly lower than the quietest ambient background noise
levels measured at site during the daytime and evening periods (30 4 dB{A} Lag).

At a minimum, sound control such as |1AC type 3ML silencers shall be incorporated into the ventilation
system serving the underground boiler and pump room to reduce the transfer of sound frem ihis
equipment to the closest residential property line.

With the sound control discussed above, the sound level due to the condensed water cooling eguipment
at the closest residential property fine shall be less than the lowest ambient background noise level
measured during the acoustical survey of the E| Encanto Hotel site and surrounding area. The sound
controi measures have been designed to a dramatically more stringent standard than reguired in the City
of Santa Barbara Municipal Code and as a result the sound level due to the condensed water cooling

equipment at the closest residential property fine would be substantially lower than the reqguired limit of 50
dB(A) CNEL,
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Subterranean Parking Structure Air Ventilation Fan Sound Impact Analysis

From the mark-up (attachment B) we note that the subterranean parking structure will contain a single air
ventilation fan. Since the Ef Encanto Hotel wishes to minimize sound transmission, therefore at g

minimum an IAC type 3ML silencer shall be incorporated into the air ventilation ductwork connected to the
air ventilation fan.

Based upon the sound data for the air ventiiation fan (attachment C) it is anticipated that the above sound
control will result in a sound level of approximately 20 dB(A) at the closest residential property line due to
the air ventilation fan, This is lower than the quietest ambient background noise level (23.6 dB(A)} Log)
measured af site during the nighttime period.

With the sound control discussed above, the sound level due to the air ventilation fan at the closest
residential property line shall be less than the lowest ambient background noise level measured during
the acoustical survey of the Ei Encanto Hotel site and surrounding area. The sound control measures
have been desigred to a dramatically more stringent standard than required in the City of Santa Barbara
Municipal Code and as a result the sound level due to the air ventilation fan at the closest residential
property iine would be substantially lower than the required limit of 60dB{A) CNEL,

Subterranean Parking Structure Sound impact Analysis

El Encanto Hotel wishes to minimize sound fransmigsion, therefore the subterranean parking structure will
be enclosed on all sides with the exception of an entrance for vehicles and an entrance for pedestrians,
which is accessed via a subterranean corridor.  Both the vehicle entrance and ihe entrance to the

subterranean pedestrian corridor face south into the EI Encantc Hotel site away from the ciosest
residential properties.

Combhined Noise Sources

At the closest residential property line we anticipate that the combined sound level from the condensed
water coofing equipment and ventilation systems will at most be approximately 24dB(A). This is
comparable to the quietest ambient background noise level (236 dB(A} Leo) measured at site during the
nighttime period. The sound control measures have been designed to a dramatically more stringent
standard than required in the City of Santa Barbara Municipal Code and as a result the combined sound
level at the closest residential property line would be substantially lower than the required fimit of 60dB(A)

CNEL. Please refer to our report dated the 20" of November 2008 for an expianation and example of
decibel addition. '

We trust that this is adeguate for your current needs. Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any
questions.

Yours Sincerely,
Newson Brown Acoustics, LLC

fan Boorer

c.c. Minh Pham - Project Selutions, LL.C

05-156/8
projfEl Encanto Hotel\Central Plant 2irpt?_finat_2
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GQEENHE@K Printed Date: 9/12/2008

Job: PSL-002 Central Plant - Fans
Building Value in Air Product Type: Fan
Maric ’@-1 [

© | | BSQ iNow this is SE-1. |._//

Belt Drive Centrifugal Inline Fan

Left 19.88 Right -
Slda Siin Tag: Mark 1

STANDARD CONSTRUCTION FEATURES

J * Galvanized steel housing » Backward inclined aluminuem wheei » Two bolted
access panels « integral duct connection fanges « Ball bearing motors + Adjustabie

l--— 19.88 ~w~i motor puliey + Adiustabie motor plate » Fan shaft mounted in ball bearing pitlow
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City of Santa Barbara
Planning Division

Memorandum
DATE: August 26, 2009
TO: Kathleen Kennedy, Associate Planner
FROM: Jake Jacobus, Urban Historian
SUBJECT: £l Encanto Project Revisions to Northwest Corner

| have reviewed the current project revisions to the Revised Master Plan for the EI

Encanto project as submitted by the applicant dated August 17, 2009, and offer the
foliowing: _

The Historic Structures Report by Preservation Planning Associates, dated December
2002, (approved by the Historic Landmarks Commission on January 8, 2003),
determined that the pergola, pond, rockery, and Cottage 16 are all Landmark-worthy
structures. In addition to being historically significant individually, the above mentioned
structures will be classified as contributing resources of the proposed El Encanto
Historic District. Both the original and revised proposals call for the protection,
restoration, and continued use of the pergola, pond, rockery, and Cottage 16.

The area of disturbance associated with the revised proposal for the underground
parking garage, utility distribution facility, and back of house cottages does not appear
to be any closer to the historic pergola, pond, rockery, and Cottage 16, than the area
specified in the original proposal. For this reason, impacts from construction associated
with the revised proposal are anticipated to be similar to those associated with the
original proposal. The visual impacts will be reduced because the exposed structures,
three back of house cottages, are smaller than the exposed area of the original
proposed at-grade parking lot. The revised proposal also provides the opportunity for
additional landscape material between the new above-grade back of house cottages.

The northwest corner of the site was originally the location of three historic craftsman
style cottages, which previously housed the back of house aciivities for the hotel. As a
component of the original proposal, the three historic cottages have been moved further
into the site and restored for use as hotel rooms. Although the back of house cottages,
as detailed on the revised plans, are larger in footprint area than the relocated
craftsman-style cottages, the overall scale of the three proposed cottages appears to be
consistent with the existing and proposed structures within close proximity.
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Although the three relocated cottages were craftsman in style, the buildings closest to
the proposed back of house cottages (existing Cottage 16 and new Cottage 29), are
Spanish Colonial Revival in style. Therefore, the use of the Spanish Colonial Revival
style for the proposed back of house cottages appears to be appropriate.

The proposed configuration of the underground parking structure allows for the
preservation of five large historically significant Eucalyptus trees along Alvarado Place.
Additionally, the podium of the underground parking garage is mostly below finished
grade, which will allow for additional landscape material above the parking garage and
between the back of house cottages, in keeping with the abundantly vegetated
character of the rest of the hotel campus.

It is my professional opinion that the impacts associated with the revised proposal

appear to be similar to those previously described in the Historic Structures and Sites
Report (and associated addenda) prepared of the original proposal.

Page 2 of 2
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3 PRELIMINARY MATTERS:

Requests for continuances, withdrawals, postponements, or addition of ex-agenda
items. '

Senior Planner Danny Kato announced that a request had been received to
ontinue Item IV. 631 Olive Street. The Commission agreed to make a
devision at the time the item was scheduled to be heard.

2. Mr. Katowreviewed the Commission’s prior request to move the order of Item
IV, 631 Gar e&S;::et with Item V, 920 Summit Road.

MOTION: White/Jostes
Switch the agenda orHEO\filmrn IV. with item V.
This motion carried by the foll

owi{vote:

Ayes: 5 Noes: 1 (Jacobs) Abstain'.()\Absent: 1 (Bartlett)

B. Comments from members of the public pertaining to“items not on this agenda.

Chair Larson opened the public hearing at 1:06 P.M. and;<ith no one wishing to
speak, closed the hearing. \\

III. POST CITY COUNCIL APPEAL:

ACTUAL TIME: 1:07 P.M.

EX PARTE COMMUNICATION:
Commissioners White, Bartlett, and Lodge disclosed an ex parte communication with
representatives of the Orient Express Hotel.

APPLICATION OF TRISH ALLEN, SUZANNE ELLEDGE PLANNING &
PERMITTING SERVICES, AGENT FOR ORIENT EXPRESS HOTELS, TRAINS
& CRUISES, EL. ENCANTO HOTEL AND GARDEN VILLAS, 1900 LASUEN
ROAD, APN 019-170-022, R-2/4.0/R-H: TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL/ 4 UNITS
PER ACRE/ RESORT-RESIDENTIAL HOTEL ZONES, GENERAL PLAN
DESIGNATION: RESIDENTIAL, 3 UNITS/ACRE (MST2007-00140)

The proposal is a project revision to the approved El Encanto Hotel Revised Master
Plan. The proposed project consists primarily of revisions to the design of the northwest
corner of the project site. The proposal consists of three, one-story cottages (#37, 38 & 39)
above an underground, 42-space, valet parking garage. The operations/back of house
facilities would be located in the three cottages. Components of the utility distribution
facility would be located in cottage 39, in the underground parking garage, and underneath
cottage 29. As a result of relocating the parking underground, one parking space would be
relocated to the Mission Village underground valet parking garage located in the northeast
corner.
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The proposal also includes 900 square feet of additional underground mechanical space that
was not previously proposed in the Mission Village underground valet parking garage.
All other components of the Revised Master Plan remain as approved on February 12, 2009.

The discretionary applications required for this project revision are:

1: Modification to allow the above-ground portion of the underground parking
structure to encroach into the front setback along Alvarado Place
(SBMC§28.27.050);

2 Modifications to provide less than the required distance between buildings in the
northwest corner (SBMC§28.27.050.2); and

3. Transfer of Existing Development Rights of 6,000 square feet (instead of 10,000
square feet as previously approved) of non-residential floor area to the project
site (SBMC§28.95).

The Planning Commission will consider approval of the Addendum to the Mitigated
Negative Declaration prepared for the project pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act Guidelines Section 15164,

Case Planner: Kathleen Kennedy, Associate Planner
Email: KKKennedy@SantaBarbaraCA.gov

Kathleen Kennedy, Associate Planner, gave the Staff presentation.

Trish Allen, Suzanne Elledge Planning and Permitting, briefly explained the utility
distribution facility plans and stated that a landscape plan was not required at this time
because it would later be reviewed by the Historic Landmarks Committee.

Jim Lefever, Gensler Architects, answered the Planning Commission’s questions stating that
less grading would be required with the proposed project revisions and that efforts have
been made to save the Eucalyptus trees.

Chair Larson opened the public hearing at 1:19 P.M.

The following people spoke in support of the project:

Greg Parker

Bruce Love

Bill Beckers (had to leave early)

Jeannine Daniel

Charles Croninger

Trevor J. Martinson (supported the project, but raised some concerns)
Edward Cooper

Mary Moore

Geoff Rutkowski

Sandra Hotchkiss
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11. Richard Potter

12.  David Hughes

13.  Gloria Hendley

14,  Farrokh Nazerian

15.  Sally Nazerian

16. Collette Phillippi

17. Jim Knight, President, Riviera Association
18. Tim Angelo

19. Joanna Von Yurt

20. Jan Von Yurt

21. Delia Smith

22, Steve and Nancy Petchan

Ms. Kennedy added that a voice message had been received from Mariam Hanlon in support
of the project. Chair Larson read the names of public correspondence recorded into the
resolution. With no one else wishing to speak, the public hearing was closed at 1:39 P.M.

Joe Poire, Santa Barbara City Fire Batalian Chief, stated that while the Eucalyptus trees
have never been conditioned for removal and are combustible, there are ways that they can
be made reasonably fire-safe. Anne Marx, Wildlife Fire Specialist, stated that the trees
would be evaluated for health and stability in order to determine which trees would be
removed, if any.

Staff added that the five historically designated eucalyptus trees could only be removed if an
arborist report states that they need to be removed. Scott Vincent, Assistant City Attorney,
reminded the Commission that the conditions of approval did address removal of the
Eucalyptus trees based on an arborist recommendation.

Staff answered additional Planning Commission’s questions in response to Trevor
Martinson’s concerns, stating that the height of the main building was approved to be 2’
taller than the original building, and that building inspectors have confirmed that the
building is being constructed per the approved plans; stated that the only changes being
considered were the project revisions for the northwest corner and the additional
underground square footage in the northeast corner, and explained that city Staff refers to
city records to determine square footage amounts, not County records.

The Commissioners made the following comments:

1. The Planning Commission acknowledged the collaboration and cooperation of the
applicant, city Staff, and the neighbors to reach a recommendation that would
address the concerns of each and made for a better project. This is a model example
of mediation between an applicant and neighbors and should serve other applicants.

il Commissioner Jacobs hoped that the Historic Landmark Commission would work
with the applicant to create a welcoming pedestrian entry way with connectivity to
the crosswalk by Alvarado Place. .
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IV.

3, Commissioner Lodge commented on the beauty of the Eucalyptus trees and felt that
a good plan for maintenance would make them reasonably safe.
MOTION: Jostes/Thompson Assigned Resolution No. 034-09

Approved the Addendum to the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration; and approved the
project revisions, making the findings for the two Modifications and the Transfer or Existing
Development Rights, as outlined in the Staff Report, subject to the same conditions of
approval as the February 12, 2009 approval (Planning Commission Resolution 004-09).

This motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: 7 Noes: 0 Abstain: 0 Absent: 0

Chair Larson announced the ten calendar day appeal period.

Chair Larson called for a break at 2:11 P.M and reconvened the meeting at 2:18 P.M.
Commissioners Bartlett and Jacobs recused themselves from Item V, and Commissioner
Jacobs announced that she was unable to attend Item IV because of a scheduling conflict.

They both left the dais at 2:29 P.M.

The following two items were heard out of order, as noted by the actual time.

STAFF HEARING OFFICER APPEAL:

ACT TIME: 3:52 P.M.

RECUSAL: avoid any actual or perceived conflict of interest, Commissioner Bartlett
recused himself dueto working with the Housing Authority as a client and left the dais at
2:29P.M.

APPEAL BY HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY OF SANTA BARBARA OF
THE STAFF HEARING OFFICER’S APPROVAL OF THE APPLICATION OF
SEFTON GRAHAM FOR THE“GREEN LIGHT DISPENSARY, 631 OLIVE
STREET, 031-160-005 C-M ZONE, GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION:
RESIDENTIAL, 12 UNITS PER ACRE (MST2008-00577)

The project consists of a change of use for appro iqgtely 629 square feet of an existing
1,091 square foot single-family residence in order to establish a medical cannabis dispensary
at 631 Olive Street. The remaining 462 square feet of thé“building would be a residential

unit. The discretionary application required for this proja:‘tam\a‘l\:[edical Cannabis

Dispensary Permit (SBMC §28.80.030).

The Environmental Analyst has determined that the project is exe p}tX from further
environmental review pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Aet Guidelines
Section 15303, New Construction or Conversion of Small Structures. _




City of Santa Barbara
California

CITY OF SANTA BARBARA PLANNING COMMISSION

RESOLUTION NO. 034-09
1900 LASUEN RoaAp -
ADDENDUM TO MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION, MODIFICATIONS,
AND TRANSFER OF EXISTING DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS
SEPTEMBER 10, 2009

APPLICATION OF TRISH ALLEN SUZANNE ELLEDGE PLANNING & PERMITTING
SERVICES, AGENT FOR ORIENT. EXPRESS HOTELS. TRAINS & CRUISES, EL
ENCANTO HOTEL AND GARDEN VILLAS, 1900 LASUEN ROAD, APN 019-170-022, R-
2/4.0/R-H: TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL/ 4 UNITS PER ACRE/ RESORT-RESIDENTIAL
HOTEL ZONES, GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION: RESIDENTIAL. 3 UNITS/ACRE
(MST2007-00140)

The proposal is a project revision to the approved El Encanto Hotel Revised Master Plan. The
proposed project consists primarily of revisions to the design of the northwest comer of the project
site. The proposal consists of three, one-story cottages (#37, 38 & 39) above an underground, 42-
space, valet parking garage. The operations/back of house facilities would be located in the three
cotfages. Components of the utility distribution facility would be located in cottage 39, in the
underground parking garage, and underneath cottage 29. As a result of relocating the parking
underground, one parking space would be relocated to the Mission Village underground valet parking
garage located in the northeast corner.

The proposal also includes 900 square feet of additional underground mechanical space that was not
previously proposed in the Mission Village underground valet parking garage.

All other components of the Revised Master Plan remain as approved on February 12, 2009.

The discretionary applications required for this project revision are:

% g Modification to allow the above-ground portion of the underground parking structure to
- encroach into the front setback along Alvarado Place (SBMC§28.27.050);
2. Modifications to provide less than the required distance between buildings in the northwest
corner (SBMC§28.27.050.2); and '
3 Transfer of Existing Development Rights of 6,000 square feet (instead of 10,000 square feet

as previously approved) of nan-residential floor area to the project site (SBMC§28.95).

The Planning Commission considered approval of the Addendum to the Mitigated Negative

Declaration prepared for the project pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines
Section 15164,

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has held the required public hearing on the above
application, and the Applicant was present, ’
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WHEREAS, 23 people appeared to speak in favor of the application, and no one appeared to
speak in opposition thereto, and the following exhibits were presented for the record:

1. Staff Report with Attachments February 5, 2009; and September 3, 2009

2. Site Plans

3. Correspondence received in support of the project:

a Ashley Radosevic, via email

b Barbara Rogers Scolin, via email

c. Walter Michaejlenko, DD$/MD, via email
d

Kellam de Forest, via email

e. Fleurette Barsom-Janigian, via email
: Kate Ford, via email
g. Robert and Virginia Guess, via email

h. Jim Knight, The Riviera Association, Santa Barbara, CA

4. Correspondence received in opposition to the project:

a. Paula Westbury, Santa Barbara, CA

5. Correspondence received with concerns about the project:

a, Trevor J, Martinson, Santa Barbara, CA

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Planning Commission:
L. Approved the subject application making the following findings and determinations:

A. Addendum to the Mitigated Negative Declaration (CEQA Guidelines 15164)

1.

In the Planning Commission’s independent judgment there is no substantial
evidence that this project will have a significant effect on the environment; and,

Minor technical changes and additions are necessary to complete environmental
review. However, a Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration is not
required because the proposed project remains largely unchanged from the
existing project described in the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration for the E] -
Encanto Revised Master Plan.

No substantial changes are proposed in the project and no substantial changes
have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which would require major revisions of the Final Mitigated Negative
Declaration. No new information of substantial importance shows a new or
more severe impact. Additionally, no new information of substantial importance -
shows that a previously considered infeasible mitigation or alternative or a new
mitigation-or alternative that would now be feasible and substantially reduce the
impact of the project are known to exist (CEQA Guidelines §15162(a)).
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4. The Planning Commission has considered the Addendum, dated September 3,
2009, for the project revisions for the El Encanto Hotel (MST2007-00140),
together with the adopted Final Mitigated Negative Declaration for the original
project, and public comments received.

5. The Addendum to the adopted Final Mitigated Negative Declaration has been
prepared in compliance with California Environmental Quality Act
requirements. The Addendum together with the adopted Final Mitigated
Negative Declaration constitute adequate environmental analysis of the project.

Modifications (SBMC§28.27.050)

The modification request to allow the above-ground portion of the underground parking
structure to encroach into the front setback along Alvarado Place is consistent with the
purposes and intent of the Zoning Ordinance and is necessary to secure an appropriate
improvement on a lot because the minor encroachment is substantially less than the
encroachments requested by the previous proposal and less than the existing surface
parking lot which currently encroaches ten feet into the front setback, as described in
Section V of this Staff Report.

The modification requests to provide less than the required distance between buildings
for the proposed three, new cottages in the northwest corner is consistent with the
purposes and intent of the Zoning Ordinance and is necessary to secure an appropriate
improvement on a lot because it would be difficult to meet the 15 foot minimum
distance between buildings requirement without further reducing the size of the
cotiages, as described in Section V of this Staff Report.

Transfer of Existing Development Rights (SBMC§28.95.060)

1. The proposed development plans for both the sending and receiving sites are
consistent with the goals and objectives of the General Plan of the City of Santa
Barbara and the Municipal Code. The mived-use development on the sending
site received approval by the City Council on April 17, 2001 and was
delermined to be consistent with the goal and objectives of the General Plan and
the requirements of the Zoning Ordinance. The Land Use Element acknowledges
the El Encanto Hotel as an acceptable use in the Riviera neighborhood The
Revised Master Plan, which provides for the continuation of the project site as a
hotel, is therefore in compliance with the General Plan. With approval of the
requested Modifications, the receiving site (El Encanto Hotel) is consistent with
the requirement of the Resort-Residential Hotel Zone.

o

The proposed developments will not be detrimental to the site(s), neighborhood
or surrounding areas. The sending site project was approved by the City
Council and the Architectural Board of Review, which found the project to be
appropriate. The E! Encanto Hotel Revised Master Plan has reduced its
potential impacts 1o a less than significant level, and has addressed
neighborhood concerns with project revisions to the design in the northwest
corner.




PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 034—09
1900 LASUEN ROAD

SEPTEMBER 10, 2009

PaGe4

1. The floor area of proposed nonresidential development on the receiving site
does not exceed the sum of the amount of Existing Development Rights
transferred when added to the amount of Existing Development Rights on the
receiving site, and does not exceed the maximum development allowed by the
applicable zoning of the receiving site. The proposed total new floor area for
the Revised Master Plan (8,312 sq. Jt) does not exceed the sum of the
fransferred square footage (6,000 sq. fi ) and the Small and Minor Additions of
Measure E square footage (2,312 sq. ft.). The total development on the site does
not exceed the maximum development allowed by the R-H Zone,

4, Each of the proposed nonresidential developments on the respective sending
site(s) and receiving site(s) will meet all standards for review as set forth in
Section 28.87.300.E of the Municipal Code and all provisions of this Chapter,
and will comply with any additional specific conditions for a transfer approval.
The sending site received approval by the City Council on April 17, 2001 and
met all standards for review, With approval of the requested Modifications, the
recetving site (EI Encanto Hotel) complies with all Standards for review in
Section 28.87.300.

5 Development remaining, or to be built, on a sending site is appropriate in size,
scale, use, and configuration for the neighborhood and is beneficial to the
community. The development on the sending site received approval by the City
Council on April 17, 2001 and has been constructed. The development was

approved by the Architectural Board of Review which found it to be compatible
with the surrounding neighborhood.

IL Said approval is subject to the Conditions of Approval in Resolution 004-09 dated February 12,
2009.

This motion was passed and adopted on the 10th day of September, 2009 by the Planning
Commission of the city of Santa Barbara, by the following vote:

AYES:7 NOES:0 ABSTAIN:0 ABSENT:0

1 hereby certify that this Resolution correctly reflects the action taken by the city of Santa
Barbara Planning Commission at its meeting of the above date.

Lt Codis (Bt 67, 2005

\ :
Julie Rodr?ﬁ Planning Commiss{oh Seerttary Date

THIS ACT OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION CAN BE APPEALED TO- THE CITY
COUNCIL WITHIN TEN (10) DAYS AFTER THE DATE THE ACTION WAS TAKEN BY THE
PLANNING COMMISSION.




November 1, 2009
Mayor and City Council
City of Santa Barbara
Re: El Encanto Master Plan Appeal
Dear Mayor and Council members,

We are residents of the Riviera area of the City. We are fully
supportive of the El Encanto Master Plan and urge you to deny the
appeal that is scheduled for a hearing before you on November 10.

Thank you for your consideration of our views.

Respectfully submitted,

David and Linda Hughes
1608 Lasuen Road
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1849 Mission Ridge Santa Barbara, CA. 93102
Santa Barbara

California 93103

(805) 965-2385 (805) 564-5309

Re: Appeal of Planning Commission Approval
on 10 September 2009 - 1900 Lasuen
El Encanto Hotel Revised Master Plan

Dear Mayor Blum and Council members:

As noted, in my enclosed letters of 10 September 2009 to the Planning
Commission (Attachment "A”) , 23 March 2009 to Kathleen Kennedy
(Attachment “"B”) and 15 January 2009 Public Comment to Kathleen
Kennedy (Attachment “C”) it appears the above approvals are in violation of
our City Zoning Ordinances, the City Parking Standards, California State
Building Code Title 24 and the California Environmental Quality Act.

The North-West corner issue was just a portion of the public concerns
mentioned at your City Council Hearing of 28 April and planning staff has
ignored these other important issues by meeting privately with the apnellant
and excluding all other interested parties from this meeting.

Issues brought to your attention and planning staff is:
MAIN BUILDING
Staff in quoting the applicant, inferred several structural engineers reports

deemed the original building as “unsound” and justified demolition of the
historic building. This was not true and these reports suggested ways to



bring the existing building up to minimum compliance with the 2001
California Building Code without demolition of the existing main building.

The existing square footage, of the existing main building, was not 20,389
but 16,676 as certified by the County Assessors office records. Clearly the
Assessor’s office, mandated by state law, must keep detailed records of
every building in its jurisdiction and tax only what has been legally built
thereon. As required, copies of all building permits and plans issued in the
jurisdiction must be sent to the Assessor’s office for their review and
updating of taxable improvements on all properties.

The increase of two feet in height of the new main building is not believable.
It appears an increase much greater in height has been constructed.

SUGGESTED COURSE OF ACTION - MAIN BUILDING

1. Verify the Assessor’s records by requesting the Orient Express to allow
review of these private files and building plans by all interested parties. This
must be requested, in writing, on the Assessor’s forms and agreed to by the
Orient Express.

2. Have a forensic surveyor review and verify the two-foot maximum
increase over the original main buildings height limit.

MISSION VILLAGE

This proposed component violates several of the R-H zoning 28.27.050
Building Regulations that are: 1. SETBACK the proposed project has
requested a modification to encroach into the front yard setback and interior
yard setback areas contrary to the legislative intent of the ordinance. 4.
HEIGHT LIMITATIONS, ALL OTHER BUILDINGS: Buildings, other than the
main building, shall not exceed two (2) stories in height. The proposed four
(4) two (2) story buildings over a subterranean parking garage cannot be
allowed as they are three (3) stories in height.



Zoning determinations, contrary to the R-2-4.0-R-H zone, are being made
by City staff in regard to the Mission Village proposal. Previous discussions
between the City and applicant focused on the R-H Zone and that buildings
other than the main building may not exceed two stories in height. The
applicant could not comply and the City repeated this problematic issue
again in another letter to the applicant. However, this was resolved by the
City in an E-mail to the applicants which said: "“After much discussion here
at the City, Staff has determined that, for zoning purposes, the Mission
Village buildings are two story buildings and the underground parking
structure is a separate building not counted as part of the building.” Clearly,
this decision is contrary to the R-H zone and City Zoning Ordinance
Interpretations for Basements & Cellars nor does it comply with Chapter 5 of
the 2007 California Building Code, which clearly determines these buildings
are all three stories and would not be allowed under the R-H zoning.

Planning staff cannot change these rules of building height limits in the R-H
zone and only a Variance (Chapter 28.92090) submitted to the Planning
Commission or City Council will allow this change to happen to the R-H zone
height limitations. Also, the Commission or Council may upon their own
motion, in specific cases, initiate proceedings for granting of a variance. 1
believe all the neighbors adjacent and near to the proposed Mission Village
would be in favor of this and I would also support such a motion.

SUGGESTED COURSE OF ACTION - MISSION VILLAGE

1. City Council should consider a motion to propose a zoning Variance
(Chapter 28.92090) to allow the applicant to have an additional four (4)
three (3) story buildings on this site at the Mission Village Complex.

PARKING

The parking proposed (100 spaces) doesn't provide enough spaces to
accommodate the intended users e.g. hotel guests, employees and general
public use of the dining rooms, spa etc.



The proposed 52-car tandem-parking garage under the Mission Village
Complex has raised several concerns as it must use City streets (Mission
Ridge and Alvarado) to access and connect to the Main Building which is
prohibited under City Parking Design Standards 28.90.045 (4.) which states:
"Vehicle movements necessary to move cars parked in a tandem
arrangement shall not take place on any public street or alley.” As some of
you are aware the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) also has new
quidelines for mitigation of greenhouse gas emissions as well as their effects
on the environment, which apply to this issue. Some reasonable conditions
of use should be reviewed and considered for this parking arrangement.

Bicycle parking is required under City Parking Design Standards 28.90.045
(5.) for this project at a ratio of 1 space per 7 cars and is not identified nor
shown on the plans. Parking spaces of 100 cars require 14 bicycle spaces to
be located near to and visible from the Main building and the public street
frontage on Alvarado Street. As more than 5 bicycle spaces are needed a
shelter may also be required to protect the bicycles, preferably integral with
the architecture of the main building.

PARKING - SUGGESTED COURSE OF ACTION

1. Count spaces required for the Hotel Guests, employees and general
public uses in the hotel complex and come back with revised totals. The C'ity
Council could consider a reasonable modification of these revised totals if
this compromises the “historic” nature of this site.

2. Tandem parking could be kept intact if the hotel operations stationed
parking attendants at the Mission Village Complex and hotel guests went
their to retrieve their vehicles. As handicapped parking and an elevator are
already present in the garage this would appear to be a minor change in the
operations of the garage.

3. Bicycle parking is required and should be designed and integrated into
this hotel project.



Our zoning and parking ordinances at the City level must be enforced
especially in the unique R-H zone which was to insure the least possible
conflict with or disturbance of the amenities attached to and associated with
adjoining residential areas which is the legal and legislative intent of the R-H
zoning. Also, the State of California, California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) must be enforced and obeyed. As I mentioned, in my closing, to the
Planning Commissioners, “Having been a guest at the El Encanto many years
ago and now living a block away for the past 30 years I really do support the
Orient-Express and will help in any way I can to see the El Encanto reborn.
Let’s just do it by the rules and regulations.”

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.

Respectfully Submitted,

vor J. Martinson
Architect, Planner & Forensic

1849 Mission Ridge Road
Santa Barbara, CA. 93103-1857

(805) 965-2385
FAX 965-5457

Attachments: “A”, “B” and “C”



10 September 2009

Planning Commission
City of Santa Barbara
@ PY City Hall-De La Guerra Plaza
| 735 Anacapa Street
Santa Barbara, CA. 93101

Re: 1900 Lasuen Road
El Encanto Hotel Revised
Master Plan

Dear Chairperson and Commissioners:

As you may recall the City Council Appeal Hearing on 28 April 2009 covered
many issues of concern and not just the northwest corner mentioned in your
Staff Report. My comments made to the Draft Mitigated Negative
Declaration, in my 6-page letter of 15 January 2009, expressed these
concerns, which were overlooked by planning staff and were then reiterated
by me at the appeal hearing. Having represented the three appellants,
before my stepping down on 23 March 2009, I am pleased that the City and
the Orient Express have resolved the northwest corner issue to their
satisfaction and have gained their support.

I think it’s fair to say we all supported the 2004 Master Plan proposed by the
Orient Express but the changes proposed in the 2006 revisions created most
of the problems we face today and they are:

MAIN BUILDING

The demolition of this historic structure has brought many issues to impact
the new proposed building now under construction. The existing square
footage of 16,676, as certified by the County Assessors office, is much lower
than the 20,389 noted and claimed on the plans. The proposed increase in
height of only two feet is not believable when compared to the City Archival

ATTACHMENT "A”
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Historic photographs and measurements of the demolished main building.
These concerns must be investigated and verified by the commission.

MISSION VILLAGE

This proposed component violates several of the R-H zoning 28.27.050
Building Regulations that are: 1. SETBACK the proposed project has
requested a modification to encroach into the front yard setback and interior
yard setback areas contrary to the legislative intent of the ordinance. 4.
HEIGHT LIMITATIONS, ALL OTHER BUILDINGS: Buildings, other than the
main building, shall not exceed two (2) stories in height. The proposed four
(4) two (2) story buildings over a subterranean parking garage cannot be
allowed as they are three (3) stories in height.

Zoning determinations, contrary to the R-2-4.0-R-H zone, are being made
by City staff in regard to the Mission Village proposal. Previous discussions
between the City and applicant focused on the R-H Zone and that buildings
other than the main building may not exceed two stories in height. The
applicant could not comply and the City repeated this problematic issue
again in another letter to the applicant. However, this was resolved by the
City in an E-mail to the applicants which said: “After much discussion here
at the City, Staff has determined that, for zoning purposes, the Mission
Village buildings are two story buildings and the underground parking
structure is a separate building not counted as part of the building.” Clearly,
this decision is contrary to the R-H zone and City Zoning Ordinance
Interpretations for Basements & Cellars nor does it comply with Chapter 5 of
the 2007 California Building Code, which clearly determines these buildings
are all three stories and would not be allowed under the R-H zoning.

Planning staff cannot change these rules of building height and only a
Variance (Chapter 28.92090) submitted to the Planning Commission or City
Council will allow this change to happen to the R-H zone height limitations.
Also, the Commission or Council may upon their own motion, in specific
cases, initiate proceedings for granting of a variance. I believe all the
neighbors adjacent and near to the proposed Mission Village would be in
favor of this and I would also support such a motion.



PARKING

The proposed 52-car tandem-parking garage under the Mission Village
Complex has raised several concerns as it must use City streets (Mission
Ridge and Alvarado) to access and connect to the Main Building. As some of
you are aware the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has new
guidelines for mitigation of greenhouse gas emissions as well as their effects
on the environment. Some reasonable conditions of use should be reviewed
and considered for this parking arrangement.

Bicycle parking is required for this project at a ratio of 1 space per 7 cars
and is not identified nor shown on the plans. Parking spaces of 100 cars
require 14 bicycle spaces to be located near to and visible from the Main
building and the public street frontage on Alvarado Street. As more than 5
bicycle spaces are needed a shelter may also be required to protect the
bicycles, preferably integral with the architecture of the main building.

RECENT CORRESPONDENCE from ORIENT- EXPRESS

I received a letter from Philip Gesue, Director of Global Real Estate for
Orient-Express Hotels, which updated the status of their renovations. I
agreed with this letter and definitely do support his efforts to get El Encanto
up and running again.

However, I must amend one of his statements regarding the surveys made
by two structural engineering firms. None of these reports deemed the
original main building as “structurally unsound” but identified the existing
building structure and earthquake resisting systems which would, under the
proposed additions and renovations, need to be brought up to current 2001
California Building Codes (CBC). I received these two reports and one other
from the City after weeks of waiting for the City to locate them. The 5 page
report from local engineering firm of Ehlen Spiess & Haight and the 54 page
Nabih Youssef & Associates structural evaluations both incorporated the
2004 future remodeling proposed and Nabih Youssef also noted, while the
existing building does not pose an immediate life-safety concern, moderate



to major levels of damage to the structural and non-structural systems
would be expected during a major level earthquake. All of these reports
suggested ways to bring the existing building up to minimum compliance
with the 2001 CBC without demolition of the existing main building.

The necessary upgrading to the 2001 CBC plus the ambitious 2006 revisions
being proposed by the Orient-Express really decided the need to demolish
the original Historic Main Building.

Having been a guest at the El Encanto many years ago and now living a
block away for the past 30 years I really do support the Orient-Express and
will help in any way I can to see the El Encanto reborn. Let’s just do it by
the rules and regulations.

Sincerely,

Trevor J. Martinson
Architect, Planner & Forensic

1849 Mission Ridge Road
Santa Barbara, CA. 93103-1857

(805) 965-2385
FAX 965-5457



23 March 2009

Kathleen Kennedy
City of Santa Barbara, Planning Division

@@ PY P. 0. Box 1990
Santa Barbara, CA. 93102-1990
(805) 564-5470
Re: 1900 Lasuen Road, El Encanto Hotel
Subject: Appeal to City Council
Dear Ms. Kennedy:

Please be advised, as of this date, I no longer represent the three (3)
neighbors, appellants on the above referenced matter.

However, as an individual, interested professional and nearby resident, I
would still request that I receive all City notifications regarding the proposed
project in the future.

Thank you for your professional attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Trevor J. Martinson
Architect, Planner and Forensic

CC: Jan Marco & Joanna von Yurt
Farrokh & Sally Nazerian
Robert & Elizabeth Leslie

Marc Chytilo, Attorney
ATTACHMENT “"B”
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15 January 2009

Kathleen Kennedy

City of Santa Barbara, Planning Division
COPY ol

Santa Barbara, CA. 93102-1990

(805) 564-5470

Re: 1900 Lasuen Road, El Encanto Hotel

Subject: Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration
Public Comment
Dear Ms. Kennedy:

As you know I am a registered California Architect, licensed in 1970 and
came to Santa Barbara in 1972. In 1978 I stayed at the hotel and then
moved to 1849 Mission Ridge Road living there for over 30 years. I think it's
fair to say I am very familiar with the El Encanto and, not owning a car,
have walked through and around the hotel to the Old Mission (Line 22) Bus
stop at Lasuen and Alvarado Place to go downtown. I have eaten frequently
at the restaurant and played tennis on the hotel court with the resident
tennis professional Bob Sherman who lived in one of the cottages at the
time. I represent, in conjunction with Marc Chytilo, Attorney, the three
property owners who have appealed this project to the City Council.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Site History: As a basis, to determine and compare the existing 2004
Master Plan with the Revised 2008 Master Plan now proposed I obtained a
copy of the Cover Letter (Exhibit A) and A.L.T.A. Survey (Exhibit B) by
Waters Land Surveying prepared for El Encanto Associates/Eric Friden in
October 1990 which was sent to Mary Louise Days, Assistant Planner, City of
Santa Barbara Planning Division, requesting the City’s identification of
nonconforming standards and setbacks in the R-2-4.0-R-H zone for the
Hotel. Her reply, on 05 November 1990, (Exhibit C) identified and addressed
these concerns. The focus of this action was to identify non-conforming
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buildings on the site and to locate the distances of intrusions into the R-2-
4.0-R-H setbacks for establishing conforming action to be taken in the future
development of the site. This was to insure the least possible conflict with
or disturbance of the amenities attached to and associated with adjoining
residential areas which is the legal and legislative intent of the R-H zoning.

I have several concerns regarding the Substantial Conformance
Determination made by staff on the Main Building demolition and
reconstruction. My inquiries to how and why staff and the applicants
structural engineer came to this conclusion has not been satisfied, especially
when I requested a copy of the structural engineers report and its findings
and the City could not find it for my review. Furthermore, the square
footage calculations of the main building appear to be grossly inflated as
described below:

To verify this issue I reviewed the Planning Commission’s approval set of the
2004 Master Plan. The first sheet T1.0 Cover Sheet, Project Information and
Sheet Index has both building area tabulations and proposed area
calculations in the upper right hand corner (Exhibit D). These calculations,
when compared to the County of Santa Barbara Assessors Records, were
over estimated by 5,390 square feet. The demolished Main Building
calculated at 20,389 on the 2004 Master Plan was, on the Assessor’s Record,
(Exhibit E) only 16,676 square feet, a difference of minus 3,713 square feet
or over a 17 percent error. Furthermore, the Assessor’s breakdown of the
Main Building (Exhibit F) shows the following facts: Hotel 1% Floor 8585
square feet, Hotel 2" Floor 2089 square feet, Basement Hotel Rooms

2281 square feet, Finished Basement 3721 square feet for a total of 16,676
square feet. The 2004 Master Plan did not mention nor indicate the
Basement Hotel Rooms in their tabulations (Exhibit G) for existing keys
(guest rooms). Please note, the Assessor’s Appraiser, Melissa Bonillo, is
visiting the El Encanto site on a weekly basis to check progress on
construction and demolition. The Assessor’s figures and calculations appear
to be accurate when checking the dimensions and square footages on the
A.L.T.A. Survey (Exhibit B) by Waters Land Surveying to several cottages (7
&13) shown on the site. Has the applicant inflated these figures to obtain
more square footage to the Main Building and the Project? Where did they



obtain these numbers? A complete review of all the buildings, on site, and
the demolished Main Building should be required to investigate and
determine this matter. This new discovery and action certainly should
require an E.I.R.

As staff has noted, the project was not categorically exempt under CEQA and
the above stated issues are new facts, which must be investigated.

Proposed Project Components: 1.) Utility distribution facility and surface
valet parking lot with operations facility below. This proposed component
clearly violates the R-H zoning mandates and the legislative intent of SBMC
28.27.005 which state: “"The purpose of the R-H Zone is to provide for the
highly specialized uses that are associated with the development and
operation of resort-residential hotels and to insure the least possible conflict
with or disturbance of the amenities attached to and associated with
adjoining residential areas.” (Ord. 3710, 1974; Ord. 2585, 1957.) The
proposed Utility Distribution Facility, shown combined yet separated from
the proposed underground Operations Facility and surface Valet Parking for
47 parking spaces, is asking for modifications to encroach into two front
yard setbacks on Mission Ridge Road and Alvarado Place. This request
impacts the adjacent residential area under CEQA Guidelines and is also
contrary to the legislative intent of the R-H zoning and is not necessary. The
existing power plant is now located in the center of the project as shown on
the A.L.T.A. Survey (Exhibit B) by Waters Land Surveying. An alternate site
location, as suggested by the CEQA Guidelines, is available at the proposed
Pool and underground Fitness Center, which has been reviewed and
accepted by the Historic Landmarks Commission. This site would
accommodate the Utility Distribution Facility underground requirements and
be adjacent to Orpet Park on Lasuen Road and away from the residential
area impacts.

The above proposed project, as presented, has unmitigated impacts and
requires an E.I.R.

2.) Mission Village. This proposed component violates several of the R-H
zoning 28.27.050 Building Regulations that are: 1. SETBACK the proposed



project has requested a modification to encroach into the front yard setback
and interior yard setback areas contrary to the legislative intent of the
ordinance. 4. HEIGHT LIMITATIONS, ALL OTHER BUILDINGS: Buildings,
other than the main building, shall not exceed two (2) stories in height. The
proposed five (5) two (2) story buildings over a subterranean parking garage
cannot be allowed as they are three (3) stories in height.

Zoning determinations, contrary to the R-2-4.0-R-H zone, are being made
by the City in regards to the Mission Village proposal. Previous discussions
on 15 August 2008 between the City and applicant (Exhibit H) Item 14. On
page 4, focused on the R-H Zone and that buildings other than the main
building may not exceed two stories in height. The applicant could not show
it and the City repeated compliance with this and the problematic issue
again in the 18 September letter to the applicant. However, this was
resolved by the City in an 01 October E-mail (Exhibit I) to the applicants
which said: “After much discussion here at the City, Staff has determined
that, for zoning purposes, the Mission Village buildings are two story
buildings and the underground parking structure is a separate building not
counted as part of the building.” The 10 October letter to the City by the
applicant repeats this E-mail and mentions that City staff also visited the site
to evaluate this matter. Clearly, this decision is contrary to the City Zoning
Ordinance Interpretations for Basements & Cellars (Exhibit J) nor does it
comply with Chapter 5 of the 2007 California Building Code on pages 133
and 43 (Exhibit K) which clearly determines these buildings are all three
stories and not allowed under the R-H zoning.

The above proposed project, as presented, has unmitigated impacts and
requires an E.I.R.

Visual Aesthetics-Existing Conditions and Project Impacts

1.a) Scenic Views

The noted height increase of the new main building over the demolished one
appears to be much higher than the stated two (2) foot increase mentioned
by the applicant and staff.



Our clients, the Leslies at 1970 Mission Ridge Road, have a wonderful view
of the Channel Islands and the El Encanto. Much to their surprise, their view
of the City and specifically the tower spire of the Arlington Theatre are going
to be blocked by the new construction of the main building. A panoramic
color photograph (Exhibit L) shows the structural steel frame now being
erected at the main building. A close-up of this photograph (Exhibit M)
shows the Arlington spire in the middle of this framework. This spire was
clearly visible to my clients when they bought their house in 2004. This is
not a two (2) foot increase in height but more like eight (8) to ten (10) feet
or perhaps even more! How did this happen?

The noted suspicions mentioned above are also based on the City Archival
photographs 31 and 32 of the west elevation of the main building (Exhibits
N) and (Exhibit O) note the stonewall in Exhibit N is about four (4) feet
high. Now compare this photograph with ones taken just this week (Exhibit
O). Note the wood framed construction fence is eight (8) feet high and this
elevation clearly shows the new building much higher than the original taken
before demolition of the existing main building.

The above proposed and approved main building project, as is now being
built and presented, has new discovered and unmitigated impacts and now
requires an E.I.R. and also another review by the planning commission.

Cultural Resources-Existing Conditions and Project Impacts

4.b) Historic Resources

The addendum, by Preservation Planning Associates, did not clearly
reference nor discuss objectively the original findings on the proposed
northwest corner development. As mentioned, originally this site contained
three (3) Craftsman Cottages surrounded by a number of eucalyptus trees
as well the existing parking lot. My recollection of this site was one of
stepping back in time. In the 1970’s when I stayed at the El Encanto I was
given a map (Exhibit P), which had, all the rooms and parking areas noted.
You will note the red arrows showing access to the northwest corner area,
the heavy lines are paved pathways and the spaced circle lines were
meandering stepping-stones through a magical garden area planted between



the three cottages. As noted in the addendum; “The historical spatial
relationships that characterize El Encanto are clusters of small cottages in
both the Craftsman and Spanish Colonial Revival styles united by
meandering paths and lush landscaping.” Neighbors, on Mission Ridge,
Alvarado Place and above, would use these pathways to go to the main
building for cocktails and dinner enjoying the gardens and fishpond arbor
areas on their way. The parking lot here was much smaller, as shown, and
heavy with lush landscaping. It was, in looking back now, a mistake to
replace this with a larger parking lot. However, the proposed improvements
and cumulative impacts (2004-2008) on this proposed Utility Distribution
Facility, surface valet parking lot and underground operations facility will
completely destroy and obliterate this corner. Clearly, under The Secretary
of Interior’s Standards 1. through 6. have been ignored by the addendum in
citing the 2004 approved project as a done deal and turning a deaf ear to it
and the R-H zoning standards compromised. Despite the addendum’s
circular logic presented several cumulative and unmitigated impacts have
occurred and will require an E.L.R.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit the above comments

Sincerely,

COPY

Trevor J. Martinson
Architect, Planner and Forensic

1848 Mission Ridge Road
Santa Barbara, CA. 93103-1857

(805) 965-2385

Attachments: Exhibits “A” through “O” & “P”
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