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5.3.2 Impact Significance Thresholds

Long-Term Impacts. The APCD has adopted thresholds of significance for evaluating a
project’s air quality impacts. Based on those thresholds, a project will not have a significant
project-specific or cumulative air quality impact if operation of the project will:

e Emit (from all project sources, both stationary and mobile) less than the daily trigger
for offsets or Air Quality Impact Analysis set in the APCD New Source Review Rule,
for any pollutant ( i.e., 240 pounds/day for ROC or NOx; and 80 pounds/day for
PMo.

e Emit less than 25 pounds per day of NOx or ROC from motor vehicle trips only.

e Not cause or contribute to a violation of any California or National Ambient Air
Quality Standard (except ozone).

e Not exceed the APCD health risk public notification thresholds adopted by the APCD
Board (10 excess cancer cases in a million for cancer risk and a Hazard Index of more
than one (1.0) for non-cancer risk.

e Be consistent with the latest adopted federal and state air quality plans for Santa
Barbara County.

Short-Term Impacts. Pursuant to the APCD’s impact significance thresholds, short-
term impacts to air quality from construction are less than significant if standard mitigation
measures for fugitive dust are implemented. Since Santa Barbara County violates the State
standard for PMio, policies of the 1979 Air Quality Attainment Plan require that all discretionary
construction activities implement dust control measures, regardless of the significance of fugitive
dust impacts. Dust control measures are also required to minimize the potential for dust-related
nuisance impacts. APCD Rule 345, Control of Fugitive Dust from Construction and Demolition
Activities establishes limits on the generation of visible fugitive dust emissions at demolition and
construction sites.

The APCD has not established quantitative thresholds for short-term construction-related
emissions because the total amount of construction emissions from all construction projects that
occur within the air basin constitute a minor amount of the total pollution emissions, and the
emissions are temporary. However, under APCD Rule 202 D.16, if the combined emissions
from all construction equipment used to construct a stationary source which requires an
Authority to Construct permit have the potential to exceed 25 tons of any pollutant, except
carbon monoxide, in a 12-month period, the owner of the stationary source shall provide offsets
under the provisions of Rule 804 and shall demonstrate that no ambient air quality standard will
be violated. This threshold is used in this EIR to determine the significance of construction-
related air pollutant emissions.
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5.3.3 Checklist Responses

a. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

Consistency with the Santa Barbara County 2022 Ozone Plan means that direct and
indirect emissions associated with the project are accounted for the Ozone Plan’s
emissions growth assumptions and the project is consistent with policies adopted in the
Ozone Plan. The population growth data used to forecast emissions in the 2022 Ozone
Plan were obtained from the California Department of Finance, which is similar to the
SBCAG Regional Growth Forecast 2050 (January 2019). The KITP House project
would provide short-term housing and lodging for persons participating in KITP
programs, and the number of residents would vary based on the duration of each
individual’s stay. Overall, the Project would result in a population increase in the Isla
Vista area. However, the estimated January 1, 2025 population of Santa Barbara County
1s 447,132 but was forecast as 470,188 in the 2022 Ozone Plan. In addition, the
population of the Project area (City of Goleta) is increasing at a lower annual rate (0.4
percent) than the County as a whole (0.6 percent) (California Department of Finance,
2025).

The Project would also have an unquantifiable, yet potentially substantial, air quality
benefit that would result from providing residences for KITP program participants that
are located near the UCSB Main Campus, which would reduce automobile commute
distances and trips from more distant residences in the Project region. In addition,
proposed building design characteristics include meeting or exceeding LEED “Gold”
standards, which would include the use of energy efficient design measures that would
minimize project-related air emissions.

Since the proposed Project would not induce population growth that could exceed the
projections of the 2022 Ozone Plan, it would not conflict with the 2022 Ozone Plan and
related impacts would be less than significant.

b. Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard?

Short-Term Construction Impacts. Project-related construction activities that would
result in air pollutant emissions include site preparation and grading, foundation
installation, building construction, parking lot paving, the application of architectural
coatings (i.e., paint) and motor vehicle trips. The CalEEMod v2022.1.1.29 computer
model was used to estimate the Project’s construction-related emissions. The analysis
assumed that project-related construction activities would occur over a 27-month period,
from January 2026 to April 2028.

A summary of construction-related emissions resulting from the KITP House Project is
provided on Table 5.3-1. The complete CalEEMod model results are provided in
Appendix B. Short-term construction-related emissions of ozone precursor pollutants
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(ROG and NOx) would be substantially lower than the 25 tons per year emissions
guideline the APCD uses to determine the significance of construction-related emission
impacts.

Therefore, short-term emissions of criteria pollutants would be less than significant and
no mitigation is required. The construction equipment operation mitigation measures
included in APCD-recommended mitigation measure AQ-2 would further reduce the
Project’s less than significant contribution of construction-related emissions of ROG and
NOx. Implementation of these mitigation measures is not required to reduce project-
related construction equipment emission air quality to a less than significant level.

Table 5.3-1
KITP House Project Estimated Annual Construction Air Pollutant Emissions
(tons/year)
Year ROC NOx Cco PMiy | PMas
2026 0.15 1.24 1.45 0.14 0.08
2027 0.29 0.61 0.79 0.03 0.02
Total 0.44 1.85 2.24 0.17 0.10

Source: CalEEMod 2022.1.1.29

Peak emissions of PMio and PM2s (dust and exhaust) would occur in 2026, and would be
approximately 0.14 and 0.08 tons per year respectively.  Short-term project-related
emissions of PMio would incrementally contribute to an existing air quality standard
exceedance, and fugitive dust has the potential to result in significant nuisance impacts.
Construction-related dust emissions would be reduced to less than significant with the
implementation of proposed mitigation measure AQ-1, which provides dust control best
management practices recommended by the APCD.

Long-Term Operation Emissions. Long-term emissions resulting from the operation
of the KITP House Project include project-generated vehicle trips (mobile sources) and
on-site area sources. The long-term emissions (peak day-summer) resulting from the
Project were estimated using the CalEEMod v. 2022.1.1.29 computer model (Appendix
B) and are summarized on Table 5.3-2.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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Table 5.3-2
Long-Term Operational Air Pollutant Emissions Estimates
(pounds/peak day)
Emission Source ROG NO | CO PMjy | PMys

Mobile 0.66 0.28 2.32 0.31 0.08
Mobile Threshold 25 25 - -- --
Non-Mobile (Area) Sources 1.41 0.02 1.87 <0.01 [<0.01
Total Emissions 2.08 0.30 4.19 0.31 0.08
Total Operation Threshold 240 240 - 80 -

Source: CalEEMod v. 2022.1.1.29

Emissions resulting from the KITP House project would not exceed the APCD
significance thresholds of 25 pounds per day for mobile emissions; 240 pounds per day
for ozone precursor emissions; or 80 pounds per day for PMio emissions. Therefore, the
project would result in a less than significant project-specific air quality impact.

c. Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Short-Term Construction Emissions. Diesel engines emit a complex mixture of air
pollutants, mainly composed of gases, vapors and fine particles. The visible emissions
in diesel exhaust are known as particulate matter, and consist of carbon particles (soot)
and other gases that become visible as they cool. Diesel exhaust particles carry many of
the harmful organic compounds and metals present in the exhaust. Exposures to
airborne respirable diesel particulate matter (DPM) can result in respiratory symptoms
such as changes in lung function, and cardiovascular disease. In 1998, California
identified diesel particulate matter as a toxic air contaminant based on its potential to
cause cancer and other adverse health effects.

The major sources of DPM are diesel-fueled vehicles such as trucks and buses,
construction equipment, portable equipment such as drilling rigs, trains, marine vessels,
and power generation. Traffic on U.S. 101 is a principal source of diesel exhaust
emissions in the project region.

The proposed Project would expose surrounding residential land uses to DPM emitted by
heavy equipment used to construct the project. However, the small project site (1.24
acres) would limit the amount of heavy equipment operating at one time, which would
also limit the DPM emission rate. Heavy equipment use would mostly occur for a limited
period of time during site preparation and grading activities, and diesel-powered
construction equipment used at the project site would have Tier 4 engines, which result in
reduced DPM emissions compared to older diesel engines. Due to the relatively low
DPM emission rate and short duration of peak emissions, substantial pollutant
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concentrations are not anticipated. Therefore, project-related DPM emissions are
considered a less than significant impact.

Long-Term Emissions. The KITP House project would not include industrial or
commercial uses or processes that would have the potential to result in emissions of air
pollutants or toxic air contaminants. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations, and project-related emissions
would be less than significant.

d. Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely
affecting a substantial number of people?
The KITP House Project would be a residential facility and would not result in operations
or processes that would have the potential to result in substantial short- or long-term
odor-related impacts. Therefore, the project would result in less than significant odor-
related impacts.

5.3.4 Cumulative Impacts

The APCD’s Scope and Content of Air Quality Sections in Environmental Documents
(2022) provides the following guidance related to the evaluation of project-related cumulative
impacts:

“ As discussed in the APCD Environmental Review Guidelines, the cumulative contribution of
project emissions to regional levels should be compared with existing programs and plans,
including the most recent Ozone Plan. Due to the county's nonattainment status for ozone and
the regional nature of ozone as a pollutant, if a project's air pollutant emissions of either of the
ozone precursors (NOx or ROC) exceed the long-term thresholds, then the project's cumulative
impacts will be considered significant. For projects that do not have significant ozone precur sor
emissions or localized pollutant impacts, if emissions have been taken into account in the most
recent Ozone Plan growth projections, regional cumulative impacts may be considered to be
insignificant. When a project’ s emissions exceed the thresholds and are clearly not accounted for
in the most recent Ozone Plan growth projections, then the project is considered to have
significant cumulative impacts that must be mitigated to a level of insignificance.”

As described under checklist item “a” above, the proposed Project would not induce
population growth that could exceed the projections included in the 2022 Ozone Plan. As
described in checklist items “a” and “b,” the Project’s ozone precursor emissions would not
exceed adopted significance thresholds and are accounted for in the growth projections of the
2022 Ozone Plan.

Project-related dust emissions would be minimized to the extent feasible with the
implementation of mitigation measures identified below in Section 5.3.5 (Mitigation Measures),
and cumulative development in the Project region would also be required to implement these
requirements. The parcels adjacent to the project site are developed with residential structures
and would not be used to construct cumulative development projects identified in Section 1.8
(Cumulative Development) of this IS/MND. Therefore, cumulative development would not
expose residents of buildings adjacent to the project site to substantial pollutant concentrations
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associated with construction-related diesel particulate emissions. As a result, the Project’s
cumulative air emission impacts would be less than significant.

5.3.5 Mitigation Measures

The implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce the construction-
related fugitive dust impacts of the KITP House Project to a less than significant level. The
proposed Project would not result in long-term air emissions that would have the potential to
result in a project-specific or cumulative air quality impact.

Impacts Reduced to a Less Than Significant Level with Proposed Mitigation

IMPACT AQ-1 Dust emissions from project-related construction activities would result
in a significant air quality impact and contribute to existing non-
attainment conditions for PM;,.

AQ-1a. The following dust control measures have been recommended by the
Santa Barbara County APCD. All of these measures shall be
implemented at the project site during construction.

1.

During construction, use water trucks, sprinkler systems, or dust
suppressants in all areas of vehicle movement to prevent dust
from leaving the site and from exceeding the APCD’s limit of
20% opacity for greater than 3 minutes in any 60-minute period.
When using water, this includes wetting down areas as needed but
at least once in the late morning and after work is completed for
the day. Increased watering frequency should be required when
sustained wind speed exceeds 15 mph. Reclaimed water should be
used whenever possible. However, reclaimed water should not be
used in or around crops for human consumption.

. Onsite vehicle speeds shall be no greater than 15 miles per hour

when traveling on unpaved surfaces.

. Install and operate a track-out prevention device where vehicles

enter and exit unpaved roads onto paved streets. The track-out
prevention device can include any device or combination of
devices that are effective at preventing track out of dirt such as
gravel pads, pipe-grid track-out control devices, rumble strips, or
wheel-washing systems.

. If importation, exportation, and stockpiling of fill material is

involved, soil stockpiled for more than one day shall be covered,
kept moist, or treated with soil binders to prevent dust generation.
Trucks transporting fill material to and from the site shall be
tarped from the point of origin.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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5. Minimize the amount of disturbed area. After clearing, grading,
earthmoving, or excavation is completed, treat the disturbed area
by watering, OR using roll-compaction, OR revegetating, OR by
spreading soil binders until the area is paved or otherwise
developed so that dust generation will not occur. All roadways,
driveways, sidewalks etc. to be paved should be completed as
soon as possible.

6. Schedule clearing, grading, earthmoving, and excavation
activities during periods of low wind speed to the extent feasible.
During periods of high winds (>25 mph) clearing, grading,
earthmoving, and excavation operations shall be minimized to
prevent fugitive dust created by onsite operations from becoming
a nuisance or hazard.

7. The contractor or builder shall designate a person or persons to
monitor and document the dust control program requirements to
ensure any fugitive dust emissions do not result in a nuisance and
to enhance the implementation of the mitigation measures as
necessary to prevent transport of dust offsite. Their duties shall
include holiday and weekend periods when work may not be in
progress. The name and telephone number of such persons shall
be provided to the Air Pollution Control District prior to
grading/building permit issuance and/or map clearance. The dust
control mitigation measures listed above are best management
practices that reduce short-term dust emission impacts to a less
than significant level.

Recommended Mitigation Measures for Less Than Significant Impacts

The following mitigation measures are recommended by the Santa Barbara County
APCD to reduce project-related emissions of criteria pollutants to the extent feasible.
Implementation of the following mitigation measures will further reduce an already less than
significant impact.

IMPACT AQ-2 Construction equipment emissions resulting from the development of the
proposed project would contribute to emissions of NOx, PM19, PM25 and
diesel particulate matter.

AQ-2a. The following measures recommended by the APCD would further
reduce the project’s less than significant contribution of short-term
emissions of NOx, PM1o, PM2s, and diesel particulate matter:

1. All portable diesel-powered construction equipment greater than
50 brake horsepower (bhp) shall be registered with the state’s
portable equipment registration program OR shall obtain an

University of California, Santa Barbara
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10.

APCD permit.

Fleet owners of diesel-powered mobile construction equipment
greater than 25 hp are subject to the California Air Resource
Board (CARB) In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets Regulation
(Title 13, California Code of Regulations (CCR), §2449), the
purpose of which is to reduce NOx, diesel particulate matter
(DPM), and other criteria pollutant emissions from in-use off-road
diesel-fueled vehicles. Off-road heavy-duty trucks shall comply
with the State Off-Road Regulation.

Fleet owners of diesel-fueled heavy-duty trucks and buses are
subject to CARB’s On-Road Heavy-Duty Diesel Vehicles (In-
Use) Regulation (Title 13, CCR, §2025), the purpose of which is
to reduce DPM, NOx and other criteria pollutants from in-use
(on-road) diesel-fueled vehicles.

All commercial off-road and on-road diesel vehicles are subject,
respectively, to Title 13, CCR, §2449(d)(3) and §2485, limiting
engine idling time. Off-road vehicles subject to the State Off-
Road Regulation are limited to idling no more than five minutes.
Idling of heavy-duty diesel trucks during loading and unloading
shall be limited to five minutes, unless the truck engine meets the
optional low-NOx idling emission standard, the truck is labeled
with a clean-idle sticker, and it is not operating within 100 feet of
a restricted area.

Off-road heavy-duty diesel equipment with engines meeting the
CARB Tier 4 emission standards if available or Tier 3 emission
standards should be used to the maximum extent feasible

On-road heavy-duty equipment with model year 2010 engines or
newer should be used to the maximum extent feasible.

Diesel powered equipment should be replaced by electric
equipment whenever feasible. Electric auxiliary power units
should be used to the maximum extent feasible.

Equipment/vehicles using alternative fuels, such as compressed
natural gas (CNG), liquefied natural gas (LNG), propane or
biodiesel, should be used on-site where feasible.

Catalytic converters shall be installed on gasoline-powered
equipment, if feasible.

All construction equipment shall be maintained in tune per the
manufacturer’s specifications.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

The engine size of construction equipment shall be the minimum
practical size.

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.

Construction worker trips should be minimized by requiring
carpooling and by providing for lunch onsite.

Construction truck trips should be scheduled during non-peak
hours to reduce peak hour emissions whenever feasible.

Proposed truck routes should minimize to the extent feasible
impacts to residential communities and sensitive receptors.

Construction staging areas should be located away from sensitive
receptors such that exhaust and other construction emissions do
not enter the fresh air intakes to buildings, air conditioners, and
windows.
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Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Adequately
Addressed in
LRDP EIR

Less Than
Significant with  Less Than
Project-level Significant
Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

No
Impact

5.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -

a)

b)

d)

Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect,
either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive,
or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on
any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and
Game or US Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on
state or federally protected
wetlands (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other
means?

Interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?
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Project Less Than
Potentially Impact Significant with  Less Than No
Issues Significant Adequately Project-level Significant Impact
Impact Addressed in Mitigation Impact
LRDP EIR Incorporated
f) Conflict with the provisions of an

adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, v
Natural Community Conservation O O 0 0

Plan, or other applicable habitat
conservation plan?

5.4.1 Setting

Project Site. The KITP House project site is primarily an unpaved informal parking lot
surrounded by weedy annual plants, with five cork oaks (Quercus suber) planted as landscaping
along El Colegio Road. A small sapling coast live oak (about four inches in diameter) occurs
along the southern property boundary. The central parking area supports only scattered weedy
plants, while perimeter areas support mostly wild oats (Avena fatua) with knot-weed (Polygonum
aviculare) common in more frequently disturbed arcas. Twenty-one plant species were observed
during a field survey conducted by a qualified biologist on June 9, 2025. Eighteen (86 percent)
of these plant species are not native to California and 11 species are considered invasive.
Wildlife observed during the June 9, 2025 field survey was limited to American crow, European
starling, song sparrow, western gull and pocket gopher. The most common species observed was
song sparrow, but breeding behavior was not observed.

Adjacent Areas. The project site is surrounded by multi-family residential land uses;
however, the Del Sol Vernal Pool Preserve, which is vegetated with native and non-native
vegetation communities as well as several sensitive vernal pools and wetlands, is located
approximately 1,600 feet to the west, and the Storke Wetlands are located approximately 1,300
feet to the north. The Storke Wetlands, were historically a southwestern extension of the Goleta
Slough, but were cut off by roads, berms, drainage ditches, and tide gates. The Storke Wetlands
cover approximately 37 acres and provide a variety of wetland and upland habitat types.

San Clemente Habitat Restoration Area and Stormwater Management System is located
approximately 250 feet north of the project site, across El Colegio Road. This area supports
wetlands and several special-status species, including southern tarplant, spiny rush, Santa
Barbara honeysuckle, Cooper’s hawk, northern harrier, southern California rufous-crowned
sparrow and white-tailed kite.

The 430-acre Goleta Slough is approximately 2,500 feet north of the project site and is a
regionally important wetland supporting numerous special-status plant and wildlife species in a
variety of habitats, including estuary, tidal creek, tidal marsh, and freshwater wetlands. The
Goleta Slough is catalogued as Coastal Wetlands by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National
Wetlands Inventory and identified as Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHA).
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54-2



KITP House Project Initial Study and MND
Biological Resources

5.4.2 Checklist Responses

a. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

The project site and developed parcels adjacent to the site do not support habitat for any
candidate, sensitive, or special status species, and none were observed during the field
survey. Development-related construction and long-term activities, such as increased
noise, dust, lighting, and human presence, have the potential to disturb candidate,
sensitive, or special status wildlife species. However, the habitat closest to the proposed
project site at the San Clemente Habitat Restoration Area on the north side of El Colegio
Road, and adjacent to the San Clemente Villages student residence facility, would be
sufficiently distant from the KITP House site and would not be adversely affected by
project-related activities.

As described in Section 5.10 (Hydrology and Water Quality) of this IS/MND, runoff
from the project site ultimately drains to the Goleta Slough. Under existing conditions,
peak stormwater discharges from the project site are 2.85 cubic feet per second (cfs)
during a 5-year storm. After the implementation of the Project, peak stormwater
discharges from the project site during a 5-year storm would be reduced to 0.22 cubic feet
per second. Generally similar decreases in peak flow discharges from the project site
would also result during the 10-, 25-, and 100-year storms. These decreases in runoff
from the project site would not adversely affect the amount of water discharged to the
Goleta Slough from its 45 square mile watershed.

Also as described in section 5.10, the KITP House Project would not be a substantial
source of substances that would result in significant impacts to stormwater quality. In
addition, stormwater that is discharged from the project site would have been collected in
the proposed project site storm drain system, and treated by an on-site underground
hydrodynamic separator. This treatment system would remove substances from runoff
such as trash and leaves, sediment, and pollutants adsorbed (attached) to sediment
particles. Therefore, the Project would have less than significant water quality-related
impacts on candidate, sensitive, or special status species located in sensitive habitat areas
near the project site.

The proposed Project would remove five cork oak and three palm trees from the project
site, however, two of the removed cork oak tree would be salvaged and replanted on the
site. The net loss of six trees from the project site would be off-set at more than a 1:1
ratio by the proposed Project’s landscape plan (Figure 2.2-12), which would plant trees
throughout the site.

The removal of the existing on-site trees does have the potential to affect nesting birds
which may include direct mortality of eggs and/or nestlings, and loss of young through
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disturbance-related nest abandonment. Potentially significant impacts to breeding birds
associated with Project-related tree removal would be reduced to less than significant
with implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1A, BIO-1B, and BIO-1C, which
require avoidance of the bird breeding season and active nests. With the implementation
of these measures, the Project’s impacts on nesting birds would be reduced to less than
significant.

b. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or
by the California Department of Fish and Game or USFish and Wildlife Service?

Based on the findings of the biological field survey described in Section 5.4.1, the KITP
House project site does not support riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
communities. The San Clemente Habitat Restoration Area located on the north side of El
Colegio Road near the project site; and the Goleta Slough, located approximately 2,500
feet north of the project site, support riparian and other sensitive natural communities.
As described in response “a” above, the proposed Project would have a less than
significant impact on those habitat areas and the biological resources they support.

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but
not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

Based on the findings of the biological field survey described in section 5.4.1, the KITP
House project site does not support wetlands. The San Clemente Habitat Restoration
Area supports wetlands, approximately 250 feet north of the project site. As described in
response “a’ above, the proposed Project would not affect those wetlands.

During construction, stormwater would be filtered on-site using best management
practices (silt fence, straw wattles, etc.) and discharged to the existing storm drain along
El Colegio Road and ultimately to the Goleta Slough, which supports wetlands.
Following construction, most stormwater from the project site would infiltrate into the
soil beneath the proposed buried stormwater detention facility and would have a
negligible effect on the volume or quality of water supporting wetlands of the Goleta
Slough. Therefore, the KITP House project would have a less significant impact on
wetlands.
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d. Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or

f.

5.4.3

migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

The KITP House project site is surrounded by multi-family residential land uses and does
not provide habitat or vegetative cover that would facilitate its use by wildlife to travel
through the project area or region. Therefore, the KITP House project would have no
impact related to wildlife migration.

Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree protection policy or ordinance?

Please refer to Table 5.11-1 (California Coastal Act Consistency Analysis) in Section
5.11 ( Land Use) of this IS/MND for an evaluation of the KITP House Project’s
consistency with applicable requirements of the California Coastal Act. That analysis
concluded that with the implementation of mitigation measures identified by this
IS/MND, the Project would be consistent with applicable biological resource protection
requirements.

Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional or state
habitat conservation plan?

The KITP House project site is not included in any habitat or natural community
conservation plan.  Therefore, the project would have no impact related to the
implementation of such plans.

Cumulative Impacts

The proposed Project would implement mitigation measures described in Section 5.4.4

(Mitigation Measures) below that would minimize potential impacts on biological resources
(nesting birds) that may occur at the project site. In addition, the Project would result in an
increase in the number of potential nesting trees on the project site. Therefore, the Project’s
potential wildlife impacts would be less than significant and not cumulatively considerable.
Other cumulative development projects identified in Section 1.8 (Cumulative Development) of
this IS/MND have the potential to discharge stormwater to the Goleta Slough. However, with
the Project’s proposed stormwater detention facility, on-site infiltration, and treatment of runoff
that exceeds the capacity of the detention system, the Project would not result in cumulatively
considerable water volume or quality impacts to the Goleta Slough. Therefore, the KITP House
Project would result in a less significant cumulative impact on sensitive habitats, animals, and
plants located in the Goleta Slough.
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5.4.4 Mitigation Measures

Impacts Reduced to a Less Than Significant Level

Implementation of the following measures would reduce potential impacts of the Project
on biological resources to a less than significant level.

BIO-1 The removal of trees from the project site could impact nesting birds.

BIO-1A

BIO-1B

BIO-1C

To avoid disturbance or loss of active bird nests, any removal of
project site trees that provide nesting habitat for birds shall be
conducted between September 15 and February 15, outside of the
typical nesting season.

If tree removals are determined to be necessary during the typical
nesting season (February 15 to September 15), nesting bird surveys
shall be conducted by a qualified biologist immediately prior to the
proposed action.  Surveys shall follow standard protocols as
established by CDFW and/or CCC. If the biologist determines that a
tree is being used for nesting at that time, disturbance shall be avoided
until after the young have fledged from the nest and achieved
independence. If no nesting is found to occur, necessary tree removal
could then proceed.

To avoid indirect disturbance of active bird nests by Project
construction occurring within the typical nesting season, a qualified
biologist shall be retained to conduct one or more pre-construction
surveys per standard protocols approximately one week prior to
construction, to determine presence/absence of active nests adjacent to
the project site. The survey shall be conducted to detect any bird
breeding or nesting behavior on the project site or within 500 feet for
raptors and 300 feet for all other bird species. If no breeding or
nesting activities are detected, noise-producing construction activities
may proceed. If breeding/nesting activity is confirmed, work activities
within 300 and/or 500 feet of the active nest(s) shall be delayed until
the young birds have fledged and left the nest.
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5.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would
the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance v
of a historical resource as O o O O
defined in Section
15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance v
of an archaeological O O O O
resource pursuant to
Section 15064.5?
¢) Disturb any human

remains, including those O O v m O
interred outside of
dedicated cemeteries?

The potential for the Project to result in impacts to cultural resources is based primarily
on a Project-specific evaluation conducted by Applied EarthWorks, Inc. The results of the
evaluation are included in a report titled Phase 1 and Extended Phase 1 Archaeological
Investigations for the University of California, Santa Barbara Kavli Institute for Theoretical
Physics Residence Project, Isla Vista, California (March, 2025). A summary of the report and
its conclusions are provided below. Due to the potential sensitivity of the location of cultural
resources, the confidential report is on file with the UCSB Office of Campus Planning and
Design and may be reviewed by appropriately qualified persons.

5.5.1 Setting

Regional Setting

Archaeological Resources. Archaeological evidence of human habitation in the Santa
Barbara Channel area dates to at least 13,000 years before present (B.P.), however, it was not
until approximately 9000 B.P. that human presence became more widespread. Cultural
adaptations during the Milling Stone Horizon are characterized by a foraging lifeway with
subsistence concentrated on collection of shellfish and other ocean resources. Intensive use of
plant resources was also common during this period when manos and metates (milling stones)
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were used to process wild seeds and plants. Following the Milling Stone Horizon, between about
5,000 and 2,000 years ago, local prehistoric lifeways were characterized by greater emphasis on
hunting large land mammals such as deer and elk, a well-developed flaked stone tool industry,
and a shift from the use of manos and metates in favor of mortars and pestles. This cultural
adaptation was followed by a gradual increase in the use of marine resources, including fish and
sea mammals, and the development of more complex political and economic systems during the
Middle and Late periods of prehistory through the time of contact with Europeans.

At the time of European contact, the Chumash inhabited villages and towns in coastal and
inland areas extending from the Santa Monica Mountains in the south to present-day Paso Robles
in the north, including the northern Channel Islands. Spanish expeditions to the Santa Barbara
Channel area encountered densely populated villages along the Santa Barbara/Goleta coast, some
with as many as 800-1,000 residents. Interior mainland areas were more sparsely populated,
although several larger inland communities are known. Important differences in subsistence
practices, social and political organization, and other cultural features existed among the
different zones within Chumash territory.

The Project site is located within the Barbarefio geographic and linguistic subarea of the
Chumash Indians. Several ethnohistorically known named villages are near the Project area. The
villages of Helo, Heliyik, and Shishilop were located around the peripheries of Goleta Slough,
which is approximately 2,500 feet north of the Project site.

Historical Resources. The Project area lies within the former boundaries of Rancho Dos
Pueblos, granted by Mexican Territorial Governor Juan Bautista Alvarado to Nicholas Den (a
naturalized Mexican citizen) in 1842. Rancho Dos Pueblos extended from present-day Fairview
Avenue in Goleta west to El Capitan State Beach. Primary activities associated with the rancho
included ranching and agriculture.

With the signing of the Treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo in 1858, California became a
territory of the United States. Officials created Santa Barbara County as one of California’s
original counties when it became a state in 1850. The period between 1850 and 1880 saw the
Goleta area begin to shift from sparsely populated cattle ranches to farmsteads and towns. By the
1870s, local growers had begun to plant citrus groves. In 1887, the Southern Pacific Railroad
connected Santa Barbara County to Los Angeles and in 1901 to San Francisco, bringing with it
the expansion and growth of ranching and agriculture in the Goleta Valley. Agricultural activity
in the Goleta Valley initially centered on growing lima beans, cultivating walnut and olive tree
groves, and dairying.

Oil production along the Goleta coast began in the 1920s and boomed in 1928 with the
discovery of the Ellwood oil fields. After 1937, oil production began to decline; however, natural
gas was also discovered along the coast and is still being tapped today. In 1941, the City of Santa
Barbara bought Mescalitan Island and the surrounding tide flats. This event caused a dramatic
change to the Goleta Slough due to intensified infilling of the slough and development of the
area by the U.S. Marine Corps during World War II.
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Project Area Setting

Records Search. A records search was conducted by staff at the Central Coast
Information Center (CCIC) of the California Historical Resources Information System to find
information on past cultural resources studies and recorded historic and precontact resources
with 0.5 mile of the KITP House project site. This background research identified five
archaeological sites and one historic building within the 0.5-mile search radius. The research
also identified 19 prior studies within the search radius. A brief description of the identified
resources is provided below.

CA-SBA-50. This site was originally recorded in 1929 and was further investigated in
1973, and 1978. It is located on the western end of what was formerly the Goleta Slough. The
site extends from the west side of Los Carneros Road but lacks a clear eastern boundary. A low-
density shell and lithic scatter was found on this site, and excavations found intact cultural
deposits 8-28 inches below the ground. It was concluded that this site was probably a short-term
hunting camp. Archaeologists sought the eastern boundary of this site in 2001, but found no
evidence that CA-SBA-50 went past Los Carneros Road.

CA-SBA-1784 and CA-SBA-1785. These sites were constructed by the UCSB
Anthropology Department for instructional purposes.

CA-SBA-3392. This site was first recorded in 1996, and an additional investigation was
conducted in 2022. The site is south of the Goleta Slough at the southeast corner of Mesa Road
and Stadium Road. The initial investigation identified a small shell scatter and a broken green
Franciscan chert flake. During construction monitoring in 2022, three marine shells uncovered
and it was noted that the site integrity was severely compromised by previous construction
activities.

CA-SBA-4106. This site is south of Mesa Road between Los Carneros and Stadium
Road, A light scatter of shell, two pieces of chert debitage, three pieces of thermally altered rock,
and a fragment of white improved earthenware were observed.

In addition to these previously recorded sites, the CCIC provided information related to
the following investigations.

e In 2007, human remains were found in the habitat restoration arca west of San
Clemente Housing and north of the Munger Physics Residence, during
implementation of the Habitat Restoration Plan. Three fragments of human bone were
identified, which were confirmed as fragments of a human femur. No additional
human remains were identified during survey of the discovery area. Estuarine shell
observed within the survey area was likely associated with imported fill and gravel
and were considered noncultural. Small fragments of fire-altered sandstone were
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observed within 2 meters of the discovery location, but no intact cultural deposits
were observed.

e In 2023 a Phase 1 cultural resource survey was conducted on a 1.26-acre parcel at
6587 Cervantes Road, approximately 0.2 miles east of the proposed KITP House
project site. No cultural material was found during this survey.

Historical Resources. The CCIC records search identified a previous investigation that
concluded the adjacent Friendship Manor building was not eligible to be included on the
California Register of Historical Resources. The Final EIR prepared for the UCSB 2010 LRDP
indicates that there are no recognized historically significant structures located on the UCSB
Storke Campus, which is adjacent to the project site on the north side of El Colegio Road. The
Final EIR also indicates that the National Register of Historic Places lists one property,
(Campbell No. 2), located on the West Campus. The listings of the California Historical
Landmarks of the Office of Historic Preservation, and the California Points of Historical Interest
do not identify any properties on the Storke Campus. The Helana T. Devereux Hall, is located
on the Devereux School grounds (West Campus area) and is Santa Barbara County Landmark
No. 27.

Project Site Setting

Archeological Resources. A Phase I archaeologic resources survey was conducted on
the Project site in February, 2025. Two archeologists walked transects no more than 5 meters
apart across the site, and areas with rodent holes were inspected with trowel scrapes to examine
the exposed soil. The survey revealed sparse marine shell fragments in the northeastern corner
of the project site. These shell fragments were small, generally less than 1/8 inch. The fragments
were concentrated around the gopher holes in this area only. Similar rodent holes in other parts
of the property did not show any evidence of shell or other cultural material.

Other marine shell fragments were found in five piles of sandy soil throughout the lot that
were the result of geotechnical boring which brought the deeper soils to the surface. The shell-
containing soil from the boring cores came from the Sisquoc Formation, which began 1617 feet
below the surface and should not be considered cultural. However, because the soil in which
shells were found in the gopher holes in northeast corner was both intact soil and different from
that in the boring cores, it is possible that the shells found on the northeast corner of the project
are cultural. To determine whether there were subsurface deposits of cultural material in this
area, an Extended Phase 1 excavation was conducted.

In March, 2025, five shovel test pits (STPs) were excavated in the northeastern corner of
the project site. STPs 1, 2, and 4 yielded shell fragments. An undifferentiated clam shell
fragment was found in STP 1. STP 2 yielded three undifferentiated clam fragments, and STP 4
had two small shell fragments The shells in all of these shovel test pits were found in disturbed
contexts containing modern debris such as glass, asphalt, and concrete.
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Historical Resources. There are no permanent structures located on the project site.
Native American Qutreach

On January 28, 2025, Applied EarthWorks requested a Sacred Lands File search from the
California Native American Heritage Commission and corresponded with local Native
Americans to solicit their concerns regarding cultural resources in the study area.
Representatives of the Barbarefio/Venturefio Band of Mission Indians, Chumash Council of
Bakersfield, Coastal Band of the Chumash Nation, Northern Chumash Tribal Council, Santa
Ynez Band of Chumash Indians, and the Barbarenio Band of Chumash Indians were contacted.
None of the contacts expressed concerns about the Project area specifically, although the
sensitivity of the area was noted. Additional information regarding consultation with local
Tribes as required by Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) is included in Section 5.18 (Tribal Cultural
Resources) of this IS/MND.

5.5.2 Checklist Responses

a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in 815064.5?

There are no structures located on the project site, therefore, the Project would not have
the potential to result in direct impacts to a historical structure. The proposed project site
is located east of and adjacent to Friendship Manor building, however, the records search
conducted by CCIC indicated that the building was not eligible for listing on the
California Register of Historical Resources. In addition, the Project would not result in
any alterations to the adjacent building. Therefore, the KITP House Project would have
no impact on significant historical resources.

b. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to 815064.5?

Background research conducted for the Project found no evidence of prehistoric or
historic-era archaeological sites within the Project site. = The nearest recorded
archaeological site, CA-SBA-50, is approximately 0.3 miles northwest of the site, and
two others, CA-SBA-4106 and CA-SBA-3392, are slightly farther from the site to the
northeast. In addition, human remains were identified approximately 0.15 miles
northwest of the site. The proximity of these sites to the proposed Project location
supported the likelihood that cultural material could be found in the Project area. In
response, a Phase I, and Extended Phase I investigations were conducted on the project
site.

Shell fragments were found near bore and rodent holes during the surface survey. The
fragments near the bore holes are interpreted as geological and natural in origin based on
geological and soil references for the area. Coring logs indicated the shell was likely from
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5.5.3

the Sisquoc Formation at a depth greater than 15 feet. The Extended Phase 1
investigation conducted to assess whether the shells found near rodent holes in the
northeast corner of the project site were associated with intact cultural deposits resulted
in the recovery of very few shell fragments from within disturbed contexts alongside
modern debris. No other cultural material (e.g., lithics, bone, ground stone) was found,
and no significant, intact cultural deposits were discovered within the Project area.
Therefore, Project activities are unlikely to encounter buried archaeological deposits
during construction. However, given the reported presence of human remains and intact
archaeological deposits outside the Project area, the Project does have the potential to
impact previously undetected archaeological resources. With the implementation of
mitigation measures identified in Section 5.5.4 below, this potentially significant impact
would be reduced to a less than significant level.

Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
dedicated cemeteries?

As described in response “b” above, there is low potential for buried archaeological
resources to be located at the project site. In the unlikely event that Native American or
historic-period burials are encountered during project-related construction activities, a
significant cultural resource impact would result. If human remains are encountered
during construction, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires that no further
disturbance shall occur until the Santa Barbara County Coroner has made the necessary
findings as to origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.
If the remains are determined to be of Native American descent, the coroner has 24 hours
to notify the Native American Heritage Commission. If avoidance of the remains is not
feasible, they must be excavated and removed by a qualified archaeologist in the presence
of the Most Likely Descendent. Repatriation of the exhumed remains and all associated
items shall be conducted in accordance with the requirements of the California Native
American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act [California Public Health and Safety
Code (HSC) Sections 8010-8011]. With the implementation of the requirements
described above, potential impacts to a human burial would be reduced to less than
significant. Implementation of these regulatory requirements would be implemented in
accordance with the requirements of mitigation measures included in Section 5.5.4.

Cumulative Impacts

As described in response “b” above, there is low potential for buried archaeological

resources to be located at the project site. In addition, in the unlikely event that potentially
significant resources are discovered, the Project would be required to implement measures to
minimize impacts to those resources. The mitigation measures included in Section 5.5.4 identify
specific requirements that must be implemented in the event that potentially significant resources
are detected. Since the potential for the Project to impact known intact cultural resources is low,
and mitigation measures would be implemented to reduce unanticipated impacts to a less than
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significant level, the potential for the Project to result in cumulatively considerable impacts to
cultural resources would also be reduced to less than significant.

5.5.4 Mitigation Measures

Potential project-specific and cumulative impacts to cultural resources that have the
potential to result from the proposed Project can be reduced to a less than significant level with
the implementation of the following mitigation measures.

IMPACT CUL-1 Ground disturbing activities at the Project site have the potential to
result in significant impacts to cultural resources.

CUL-1a. A pre-construction meeting shall be conducted by an
archaeologist and a Chumash Tribal® representative. Meeting
attendees shall include the archaeologist, local Chumash Tribal
representative, construction supervisors, and heavy equipment
operators to ensure that all parties understand the cultural
resources monitoring program and their respective roles and
responsibilities. All construction personnel who would work on
the site during any phase of ground disturbance shall be required
to attend the meeting. The names of all personnel who attend the
meeting shall be recorded denoting that they have received the
required training.

The meeting shall review the following: types of archaeological
resources that may be uncovered; provide examples of common
archaeological artifacts and other cultural materials to examine;
describe why monitoring is required; what makes an
archaeological resource significant; identify monitoring
procedures; what would temporarily halt construction and for
how long; describe a reasonable resource discovery scenario (i.e.,
feature or artifact); describe reporting requirements and the
responsibilities of the construction supervisor and crew, and
consequences of violating State laws and regulations. The
meeting shall make attendees aware of prohibited activities,
including vehicle use in protected areas, and educate construction
workers about the inappropriateness of unauthorized collecting
of artifacts that can result in impacts on cultural resources, and
requirements for confidentiality and culturally appropriate
treatment of any discovery of significance to Chumash Tribes.

3 These mitigation measures specify participation by Chumash Tribal representatives because, and as described in
Section 5.5.1 above, the project site is located within an area formerly inhabited by Chumash Tribes.
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CUL-1b. An archaeologist and Chumash Tribal provided monitor shall be
retained to monitor activities conducted on the project site, such
as the removal of existing paving, initial grading activities,
ground disturbing activities, and the removal of on-site trees.

CUL-1c. The archaeologist and Chumash Tribal Monitor shall have the
power to temporarily halt or redirect project construction in the
event that potentially significant cultural resources are exposed.
The Tribal Monitor(s) will have all necessary background
training to identify and recommend appropriate treatment for any
discoveries, including sites and objects of cultural value. Based
on monitoring observations and the actual extent of project
disturbance, the Tribal Monitor(s) and Project archaeologist shall
have the authority to refine the monitoring requirements as
appropriate (i.e., work be temporarily stopped, diverted or
slowed within 100 feet of the direct impact area; change to spot
checks; reduce or increase the area to be monitored) in
consultation with the UCSB Office of Campus Planning and
Design.  Upon completion of the monitoring program a
monitoring report shall be presented to the UCSB Office of
Campus Planning and Design and to the Central Coast
Information Center (CCIC).

CUL-1d. In the event that archaeological resources are unearthed during
project construction, all earth disturbing work within the
vicinity of the find must be temporarily suspended or redirected
until a Chumash Tribal representative and archaeologist has
evaluated the nature and significance of the find. After the find
has been appropriately evaluated, work in the area may resume.
Significant cultural resources may remain on-site at the
direction of the Chumash Tribal representative, Project
archaeologist, and the University. Culturally appropriate
treatment may be, but is not limited to, processing materials for
reburial, minimizing handling of cultural objects, leaving
objects in place within the landscape, or returning objects to a
location within the project area where they will not be subject to
future impacts.

CUL-1e. If human ancestral remains are unearthed, State Health and
Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires that no further disturbance
shall occur until the County Coroner (or if necessary an
osteologist/zooarchaeologist) has made the necessary findings
as to origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 5097.98. If the remains are determined to be of Native
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American descent, the coroner has 24 hours to notify the Native
American Heritage Commission. If avoidance of the remains is
not feasible, they shall be excavated and removed by a qualified
archaeologist in the presence of the Most Likely Descendent.
Repatriation of the exhumed remains and all associated items shall
be conducted in accordance with the requirements of the Chumash
Tribal Representative and the California Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act (Health and Safety Code 8010-
8011).
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5.6.1 Setting

The project site is a vacant parcel and does not include buildings or other land uses that
require the use of energy resources. The property is used to park vehicles, however, no on-site
lighting is provided to facilitate this use.

The proposed Project would have an all-electric design and no natural gas connections
would be provided. Electricity for the Project would be obtained by connecting to the UCSB
12.47kV distribution system located adjacent to the Munger Physics Residence project on the
north side of El Colegio Road. A new service extension for the Project would be installed
beneath El Colegio Road.

In July 2020, UCSB started purchasing its electricity from the UC Clean Power Program.
This program was initiated by the University of California to meet the UC’s then goal of carbon
neutral electricity use by 2025, and allows UCSB to purchase clean power from carbon-free
generation sources. The University has contracts with renewable energy providers, primarily
large solar projects, that provide solar power to the California electric grid. UCSB buys that
power instead of purchasing it from Southern California Edison, which serves the Project region.
The Clean Power Program also supports grid reliability and progress towards achieving state-
wide decarbonization goals. The Clean Power Program’s energy portfolio has achieved an

annual third-party verified emissions intensity of zero pounds CO2 equivalent per megawatt hour
since 2019.

UCSB completed a 4.8-megawatt solar photovoltaic installation in 2017, and now has
over 6.2 megawatts of on-site solar capacity. The on-campus solar facilities generate over 40
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percent of the campus demand on a peak day, and provide approximately 15 percent of the
UCSB’s annual electricity needs.

5.6.2 Checklist Responses

a) Would the project result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction
or operation?

Construction Energy Use

Equipment and vehicles used to construct the Project would result in a temporary
increase in existing demands for fuel and electricity during the Project’s 27-month
construction period. Most of the equipment and vehicles used to construct the Project
would be powered using gasoline or diesel fuels, although construction activities would
also require temporary connections to electrical power for uses such as the operation of
some construction equipment, lighting, and a construction trailer.

Construction-related use of gasoline and diesel fuel would be required for activities such
as site preparation, construction of proposed building, paving and landscape installation.
Construction operations would also require fuel use for on-road transportation purposes,
such as worker and vendor trips, and material hauling.

The use of fuel and electricity at the project site for construction operations would vary
based on the construction phase, but overall energy use would be temporary, and would be
result in a very small amount of the total gasoline and diesel fuel use in California. To
limit wasteful and unnecessary energy consumption, Project-related construction
contractors would minimize non-essential idling of construction equipment in accordance
with Section 2449 of the California Code of Regulations, Title 13. Such required practices
would limit wasteful and unnecessary energy consumption. It is also expected that
construction contractors would use fuel in a manner that not wasteful or unnecessary as a
cost-saving measure. Therefore, Project-related construction activities would not result in
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project
construction, and short-term, construction-related energy use would be less than
significant.

Building Energy Use

The proposed Project would have an all-electric design and no natural gas connections
would be provided. A heat pump would be used for space heating, and two heat pumps
and a solar thermal system located on the proposed building’s roof would be used to
produce domestic hot water. Other Project-related energy efficiency measures include
compliance with the University’s Policy on Sustainable Practices specific to Green
Building Design requirements, which include meeting LEED Gold requirements and
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5.7.4 Mitigation Measures

The KITP House Project would not result in significant impacts related to geological
hazards and no mitigation measures are required.

University of California, Santa Barbara

5.7-8



Qg
Goleta

3 Goleta Slough it — T ™
(] ) i e e e it A
S e e = T
e #r =il
I, : -‘;‘..fr'-..-..“;-...!--...'....

P | annanwe s R T S 4
Fe e \QERE RANGH FAULT ZONE
l‘., p e Q s =~ h e o
y; - ,‘f__‘__'/"’*_k =
B~ % SRt SRS

\:-_-'".F"""'_‘ ; i it \'.:;\ Trn A=

EXPLANATION

branch of the More Ranch
fault.

————— Geologic contact, location approximate, concealed or inferred

Fault, location approximate where dashed, location concealed (blind)

------ or inferred where dotled; ball and bar on dewnthrown side, tic indicates
dip of fault; single armow indicates minor component af strike-slip,
double arrows indicate strike-slip fault

Sy Anticline, location approximate where dashed, inferred where dotted;

\ plunge dirsction indicated

L Syncline, location appreximate where dashed, inferred where dotted;
plunge direction indicated

- Marine terrace shoreline or strandline, location approximate
ﬁ Strike and dip of inclined beds
e Vertical beds
a5
i [ Strike and dip of overtumed beds
NO Sca |e 2 Optical stimulated lumineseence sample site number 5

H Uranium-series sample sits numbsr 2
3 Radiocarbon sampls site numbar 3

University of California, Santa Barbara Figure 5.7-1

KITP House Project Project Area Fault and Geology Map (Gurrola, 2004)




No Scale

BN MORE RAN CH FAE.‘:I-"'

e gt o i e

Qmt

Approximate
Site Location

[a]

Ob
s

Qe

Qac

[s 73

Qia

Artificial fill (Holocene)—Fill used for construction of hlqh\m-r-. roads,
buildings, airport runways, harhor facilities, brealuat
Beach deposits (Holocene)—Uinconsclidated sand _bra o 1=|al beaches.
Thickness varies seasonally and rarely exceeds 5 m
Dune sand {Holocene)—Unconsolidated wind-blown sand forming ecastal
dunes northwest of Coal Oil Poi
Estuarine deposits (Holocene)—Localy
sand deposited primarily in peritidal enuin
cally active sloughs.

silt, and subordinate
end in low-lyi

coastal areas
Jaximum thickness probably

of modern and hist

bess than 20 m
Alluvium and colluvium (Holocene and upper Plelstocens)—P:
sand, and gravel depasits of modern drair
v and flacdplains. Exposed thickness generally less than ‘JI‘I m
Collwvtum (Holacen acene)—Poorly consolidated, poorly

stratified. and poorly sorted deposits thal mantle gentle to moderate slopes

sl s chially darivad Broo wetthasig snd dovlops movamant of

nearby bedrock. Maximum thickness probably less than 15 m
Intermediate alluvial depos r Plelstocene)}—Wez
ified silt, sand, and g7
tervaces and piedmont alluvial fans that rest
rodern coastal piedmont surface underlain by
prehably locally exceeds 20 m

consoli

d upper

:

ly eonsolidated

amt | Manne-terrace deposiis (Upp«r Pletstocene)}—Basal (—1 m) weakly to

eacll, a st ™
overlying nonmarine ef)lmn all\u-ml_ ard colluvial deposits
deposits rest on elevated marine wave-cut platforms and form single
terraces or flights of tervaces ranging in elevation from 10 to 90 m (30-300
fih and in age from 45 ka { cxygen-sotope substage 3a) to 105 ka (substage

Marine-terrace

Scl. Maximum exposed thickness about 20 m

Source: Earth Systems, 2025

University of California, Santa Barbara

KITP House Project

Figure 5.7-2

Project Area Fault and Geology Map (Minor, 2009)




KITP House Project Initial Study and MND
Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Project Impact Less Than
Potentially J P Significant with Less Than
N Adequately . . No
Significant : Project-level Significant
Issues Tmpact Addressed in Mitication Impact Impact
P LRDP EIR Togat P
Incorporated
5.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS -
Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas
emissions, either directly v
or indirectly, that may have u . . H
a significant impact on the
environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable
lan, policy or regulation
plan, policy g [ N O v o

adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

5.8.1 Setting

Background Information

Greenhouse gases (GHG) are referred to as such because they contribute to the
“greenhouse effect,” which traps heat radiated from the Earth’s surface in the atmosphere.
Climate change, often referred to as “global warming” is a global environmental issue that refers
to any significant change in measures of climate, including temperature, precipitation, or wind.
Climate change refers to variations from baseline conditions that extend for a period (decades or
longer) of time and is a result of both natural factors, such as volcanic eruptions, and
anthropogenic, or man-made, factors including changes in land-use and burning of fossil fuels.
Anthropogenic activities such as deforestation and fossil fuel combustion emit heat-trapping
GHGs, defined as any gas that absorbs infrared radiation within the atmosphere.

Global temperatures in 2024 were 2.30 degrees Fahrenheit (1.28 degrees Celsius) above
the 20th-century baseline (1951-1980), which tops the record set in 2023. The new record comes
after 15 consecutive months (June 2023 through August 2024) of monthly temperature records
— an unprecedented heat streak.

Although there is not unanimous agreement regarding the occurrence, causes, or effects
of global climate change, there is a substantial body of evidence that climate change is occurring
due to an increase in the concentration of GHGs in the Earth’s atmosphere. State law defines
GHGs to include the following: carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, hydrofluorocarbons,
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perfluorocarbons and sulfur hexafluoride. Another GHG is water vapor. Water vapor is not
recognized in state law and climate change programs such as the Kyoto Protocol because there is
no obvious correlation between water vapor concentration and specific human activities.

Climate change-related effects will likely include increased temperatures and changes in
rainfall patterns including increased drought conditions. These effects can result in stress to trees
and other vegetation, which could lead to an increase in the occurrence of wildfires. It is also
likely that changes in weather patterns could result in more extreme precipitation events, which
could result in an increase in the frequency and severity of floods.

Climate change has the potential to induce substantial sea level rise in this century. Sea
level rise will have widespread adverse consequences for California’s coastal resources including
coastal flooding and erosion that will affect built structures, coastal agriculture, wetland habitat,
sandy beaches, tidal marshes, and estuaries, with these impacts increasing over time. The
estimated sea level rise at Santa Barbara was 0.04 inches per year between 1973 and 2016
(OEHHA, 2018). Under mid- to high-level sea level rise scenarios, 31 to 67 percent of southern
California beaches would erode by 2100 without large scale human intervention (California’s
Fourth Climate Change Assessment, 2018).

University of California Programs

Programs adopted by the University of California that would directly or indirectly reduce
emissions of GHGs by the proposed Project are briefly described below.

University of California Clean Power Program. The University of California Office
of the President administers the UC Clean Power Program (CPP) on behalf of participating
University of California campuses and medical centers. The program supplies power to
approximately 500 electricity meters across the UC system, with a total 2019 gross load of
roughly 261,000 MWh. The peak load ranges from 40 MW in February to 70 MW in
September. Annual load has ranged from 260,000 to 305,000 MWh over the past five years of
operation. The production of electricity from campus-sited generation facilities is the primary
driver of program load variability. As of 2019, the CPP power generation mix comprises 100%
carbon-free power sources as verified by The Climate Registry. UCSB procures electricity
through the CCP that would be used by the proposed Project.

UC Sustainable Practices Policy. In 2003, the University of California Office of the
President adopted a comprehensive policy of detailed guidelines for Green Building Design and
Clean Energy Standards (now the UC Sustainable Practices Policy), including an annual
sustainability reporting requirement. The policy covers the areas of green building design, clean
energy, climate action, sustainable transportation, and sustainable building and laboratory
operations for campuses, zero waste, sustainable procurement, sustainable foodservices,
sustainable water systems, sustainability at UC health, general sustainability performance
assessment, health and wellbeing, anti-racism, diversity, equity, and inclusion. The Sustainable
Practices Policy has been revised several times; the most recent version became effective in
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April 2024, which replaced the former goal of achieving carbon neutrality for Scopes 1 and 2 by
2025 with a new set of targets and requirements aligned with the latest State goals under
Assembly Bill (AB) 1279 and the 2022 CARB Scoping Plan of achieving net-zero GHG
emissions no later than 2045.

The 2024 UC Sustainable Practices Policy reflects the University’s desire to prioritize
direct, total emissions reductions without the reliance on carbon offsets to the extent feasible and
commits UC to implementing actions intended to minimize the UC system’s impact on the
environment and reduce its dependence on nonrenewable energy. The UC Sustainable Practices
Policy requires each campus to reduce GHG emissions from all scopes 90 percent by 2045 (from
a 2019 baseline) and neutralize any remaining emissions through carbon removal. To support
this effort, the UC Sustainable Practices Policy requires each campus to prepare a
“decarbonization” study. To comply with this requirement, UCSB has developed the Clean
Energy Master Plan (2024), which is a comprehensive strategy focused on achieving at least a
90 percent reduction in campus-related scope 1 (direct emissions originating from campus-
owned or controlled fossil fuel combustion-based equipment and fugitive emissions such as
refrigerant leakage) greenhouse gas emissions by electrifying heating and hot water systems
serving campus facilities. While UCSB already procures 100 percent clean power from the UC
Clean Power Program, heating and hot water provided by distributed combustion-based
equipment throughout campus buildings account for approximately 94 percent of UCSB’s
natural gas consumption. By electrifying all heating and hot water sources, UCSB will eliminate
16,484 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e) emissions annually, equal to 50% of
the University’s total greenhouse gas emissions in 2023.

5.8.2 Checklist Responses

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

Construction Emissions. Project construction is expected to begin in January 2026 and
occur over a period of approximately 27 months. To estimate the construction-related
emissions of the proposed Project, the CalEEMod v. 2022.1.1.29 computer model was
used and the analysis results are summarized on Table 5.8-1. Based on the CalEEMod
results, construction activity for the KITP House Project would generate an estimated 393
MT CO:2E. When amortized over a 30-year period (the assumed minimum lifetime of the
Project), construction-related emission would be an equivalent of approximately 13.1 MT
CO2E per year.

University of California, Santa Barbara

5.8-3


https://2022.1.1.29

KITP House Project Initial Study and MND
Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Table 5.8-1
Estimated Construction GHG Emissions (metric tons)
Annual Emissions
Year CO, CH4 N0 CO:E
2026 258 0.01 0.01 261
2027 131 0.01 <0.01 132
Total 393
Amortized over 30 years 13.1

Source: CalEEMod v. 2022.1.1.29

Operation Emissions. Operation emissions include emissions from mobile sources
(motor vehicles), area sources (i.e., consumer products, architectural coatings, and
landscape equipment use), electricity use, wastewater treatment, and the disposal of solid
waste. Estimates of the Project’s long-term operational GHG emissions are provided in
Table 5.8-2. The CalEEMod output data is included in Appendix B of this IS/MND.

Table 5.8-2
Total Project GHG Emissions (metric tons/year)

Source CO; CH, N,O CO:E
Mobile 58.9 0.01 <0.01 60.5
Area 0.41 <0.01 <0.01 0.41
Electricity Generation 27.1 <0.01 <0.01 27.2
Wastewater Treatment 2.03 <0.01 <0.01 2.34
Solid Waste 1.89 0.19 0.00 6.62
Refrigerants -- -- -- 0.06

Total Operational GHG Emissions 97
Amortized Construction Emissions (see Table 5.7-1) 13.1
Total Project GHG Emissions 110.1
GHG Emissions per Resident (82) 1.34

Source: CalEEMod v. 2022.1.1.29

As shown on Table 5.8-2, the Project would result in approximately 97 metric tons of
GHG emissions per year. When the Project’s total construction-related GHG emissions
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(393 metric tons) are amortized over a 30-year Project life, annual GHG construction
emissions would be approximately 13 metric tons. When amortized construction
emissions are added to operational emissions and divided by the total number of beds
included in the Project (82), the Project’s GHG emission efficiency is 1.34 metric tons of
GHG for each Project resident. For comparison purposes, an efficiency factor of 1.34 is
below the County of Santa Barbara’s GHG emissions efficiency factor threshold of
significance of 2.68 metric tons for multi-family dwellings of GHG emissions per
resident (Santa Barbara County, 2024). In addition, as described in subsection “b”
below, the Project’s GHG emission would be substantially reduced through compliance
with University policy requirements, including obtaining electricity from clean sources,
and energy efficiency design. Therefore, the Project’s estimated GHG emissions are
considered to be less than significant.

Other Climate Change-Related Effects. As described above, the effects of global
climate change may result in an increase in sea level, more frequent and severe floods,
and an increase in wildfire hazards.

The KITP House building would be a minimum of approximately 34.5 feet above sea
level. Therefore, a rise in sea level of up to 6.3 feet by the year 2100 (high scenario for
Santa Barbara) would not result in adverse direct effects to the project site.

As described in Section 5.10 (Hydrology and Water Quality) of this IS/MND, the project
site is not located within a 100-year floodplain, and the nearest designated floodplain area
is in and around the Storke Wetlands and adjacent low-lying areas, approximately 1,300
feet from the project site. Due to the elevation of the proposed KITP House structure (a
minimum of approximately 34.5 feet above sea level), an increase in the severity of flood
events would not result in a substantial increase in direct flooding-related impacts at the
project site.

As described in Section 5.9 (Hazards) and 5.20 (Wildfire) there are no areas on or
adjacent to the project site that present a substantial wildland fire risk, such as highly
flammable dense vegetation, steep slopes, difficult access and/or inadequate fire
suppression water supplies. The project site and surrounding areas are not within a
designated a high fire hazard area, and are approximately two miles from the nearest
designated Very High Fire Severity Zone. Therefore, it is unlikely that the project site
would be directly affected by a climate change-related changes to wildfire occurrence or
intensity. .

Therefore, potential effects of global climate change are considered to have a less than
significant impact on the Project.
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b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

As described in Section 5.8.1 above, the UC Sustainable Practices Policy (2024)
identifies efforts implemented by the University of California to minimize the UC
system’s impact on the environment related to GHG emissions, and reduce its
dependence on nonrenewable energy. The following design measures would be
incorporated into the design of the KITP House Project to implement the requirements of
the Sustainable Practices Policy:

e The Project would have an “all-electric” design and would not install new natural
gas or fossil fuel burning infrastructure.

e The proposed building would meet LEED “Gold” standards and strive to achieve
LEED “Platinum” standards.

e The proposed building would be designed and operated to outperform the
California Building Code (CBC) energy-efficiency standards by at least 20%.
Design measures incorporated in the building design to achieve this measure
include the use of energy-efficient air source heat pumps and a solar thermal
system to heat water used for domestic and space heating purposes.

e Provide on-site areas for recyclable material collection to divert materials from
landfill disposal.

e Reduce indoor water use by 20 percent compared to California Plumbing Code
requirements, and reduce outdoor use through the use of drought-tolerant
landscaping.

e Each residential room in the Project would have at least one operable window for
ventilation and cooling, and the use of air conditioning would be minimized.

e Electricity for the Project would be provided by the UC Clean Power Program,
which obtains electricity primarily from large solar projects

With the implementation of design measures such as those identified above, the Project
would be consistent with applicable plans, policies and regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing GHG emissions. Therefore, the Project’s GHG emission impacts
related to this threshold would be less than significant.
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5.8.3 Cumulative Impacts

The vast majority of individual projects do not generate sufficient GHG emissions to
create a project-specific impact through a direct influence to climate change. Therefore, the
issue of climate change typically involves an analysis of whether a project’s contribution towards
a GHG emission/climate change effect is cumulatively considerable. “Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of an individual project are significant when
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, other current projects, and probable future
projects (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15355). Based on the proposed Project’s less than
significant estimated GHG emissions, and design measures implemented in conformance with a
policy adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions, the proposed Project’s GHG
emissions are not considered to be cumulatively considerable. Therefore, the Project would have
a less than significant cumulative GHG emission impact.

5.8.4 Mitigation Measures

The KITP House Project would not result in significant impacts related to GHG
emissions and no mitigation measures are required.
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5.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS

MATERIALS — Would the project:

Create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment
through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous
materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions
involving the release of
hazardous materials into the
environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or
handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances,
or waste within one-quarter mile
of an existing or proposed
school?

d) Be located on a site which is
included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it
create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

For a project located within an
airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport,
would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing
or working in the project area?
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Impair implementation of or

physically interfere with an O O O v ]
adopted emergency response plan

or emergency evacuation plan?

Expose people or structures,

either directly or indirectly, to a O O n v ]
significant risk of loss, injury or

death involving wildland fires?

5.9.1 Setting

The UCSB Office of Environmental Health and Safety (EH&S) has the primary
responsibility for coordinating the management of hazardous materials on campus and
University controlled off-campus properties. Environmental Health and Safety also develops
and assists in the implementation of compliance strategies for all federal and state regulations
related to hazardous material and waste management.

The western end of the main runway at the Santa Barbara Municipal Airport is located
approximately 3,700 feet northeast of the KITP House project site. The UCSB Campus is not
located within a designated high fire hazard zone.

5.9.2 Checklist Responses

a. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Hazardous material use at the project site would generally be limited to small quantities
of cleaning agents, paints, garden supplies and other similar types of products that are
typically used in and around residential uses. In addition, the UCSB Fire Protection
Division of the Environmental Health and Safety Department would conduct annual fire
and life safety inspections of the proposed building on an annual or more frequent basis,
which would reduce the potential for accidental releases due to improper storage or other
similar conditions. Complying state and federal regulations related to the use, storage,
transportation and disposal of hazardous materials and waste would minimize the
potential for the release of hazardous materials from the project site to the environment,
therefore, the Project would have less than significant hazardous material use-related
impacts.
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b. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through

reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

Existing Site Conditions

The potential for previous or existing uses of the project site to result in hazardous
material-related impacts was evaluated by a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
(Geosyntec, 2024). The results of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) are
summarized below, and the complete report is attached to this IS'MND as Appendix D.

Based on a review historical records and aerial photos, the project site property appears to
have been vacant pasture/agricultural land until the1960s, at which time the southern
portion of the site appeared to be in use for soil stockpiling associated with the south-
adjoining property, and a small building was present in the northeastern portion of the
site. Since the 1970s, the property has been vacant land surrounded by developed
properties, and has been used as an unpaved parking lot since the mid-2000s.

Due to the previous use of the project property for pasture/agricultural purposes, it is
possible that petroleum products or hazardous pesticides, herbicides, or fertilizer
substances were used on the site. However, no evidence of such usage or application was
found by the ESA. Similarly, no evidence of releases of hazardous materials due to
previous stockpiling operations was found.

The ESA also noted that natural oil seeps are common in the Project area. A soil
investigation performed on the adjoining property to the north in 2012 detected total
petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) in one location five feet below the ground surface at a
concentration of 50.5 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg), marginally over the detection
limit of 50 mg/kg. Volatile organic compounds were not detected with the exception of
acetone, which was reported at a concentration of 51 micrograms per kilogram (ng/kg),
marginally over the detection limit of 50 pg/kg. Antimony, arsenic, barium, beryllium,
chromium, cobalt, copper, lead, nickel, vanadium, and zinc were also detected and
compared to hazardous waste screening levels, and it was concluded that the soil was
non-hazardous with respect to metals.

Overall, the investigation concluded that since TPH concentrations were not detected
above the Santa Barbara County Fire Department Fire Prevention Division action level
for TPH in soil of 100 mg/kg for a residential land use, and the soil did not contain VOCs
or metals at concentrations considered hazardous. In addition, the ESA concluded that
concentrations were below current San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control
Board Environmental Screening Levels for a residential land use scenario. Based on the
results of the previous testing, the ESA concluded that the condition of the soil adjoining
the project site to the north does not present a risk to the environment; and that the testing
results indicate that the likelihood is low of encountering elevated concentrations of TPH
in soil at the project site as a result of naturally occurring crude oil.
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The ESA prepared for the KITP House Project site also noted that due to the use of the
site for vehicle parking, a release of automotive fluids (i.e., oil, gasoline, or diesel fuel)
may have occurred that likely would have infiltrated into the unpaved soil. To address
this potential condition, a Focused Soil Assessment was conducted to screen shallow soil
for the presence of potential subsurface impacts from historical uses and/or natural
sources (JHA, 2025). Based on the site background it was anticipated that the potential
constituents of concern in shallow soil were total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) and
associated volatile organic compounds (VOCs), including the aromatic petroleum
hydrocarbons (benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylenes), and /or heavy metals
associated with historical soil stockpiling, vehicle parking (motor oil), and natural oil
seeps. The results of the soil screening are summarized below and the complete report is
attached to this IS/MND as Appendix E.

A total of 15 soil samples were selected for the initial analysis of TPH-carbon chain, and
TPH-d (diesel range) organics. The results indicated that most soil samples were below
the laboratory detection limit of 4.5/4.6 mg/kg for discrete carbon ranges, however, six
samples were reported with concentrations of total TPH (C6-C44) exceeding laboratory
detection limits, ranging from 5.0 mg/kg to 13 mg/kg. Additionally, three of these
samples were reported with concentrations of TPH-d exceeding laboratory detection
limits, ranging from an approximate value of 4.6 mg/kg to 7.6 mg/kg. Based on the
minimal TPH-carbon chain and TPH-d concentrations reported in the initial 15 soil
samples, no further analysis for VOCs or heavy metals was recommended. All detected
concentrations of TPH-carbon chain and TPH-d were well below applicable 2019 Tier 1
(most recent and conservative) San Francisco Bay-Regional Water Quality Control Board
Environmental Screening Levels, and 2022 California Department of Toxic Substances
Control Human Health Risk Assessment.

Based on the results reported by the ESA and the testing of on-site soils, the Project
would result in a less than significant hazard impact due to the presence of soil
contamination at the project site.

Potential Construction-Related Impacts

An accidental release of construction material (solvents, paints, fuels, lubricants,
concrete, asphalt, etc.) at the project site would have the potential to result in impacts to
receiving waters, such as the Goleta Slough. Compliance with existing regulations, such
as the General Construction Permit and the preparation and implementation of a
construction site Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (refer to Section 5.10, Hydrology
and Water Quality), would substantially reduce the potential for the release of hazardous
materials in quantities that would have the potential to result in significant health, safety,
or environmental impacts. There are no structures located on the project site, therefore,
no demolition-related activities would occur that would have the potential result in a
release of asbestos fibers, lead based paint, or other potentially hazards building products.
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Due to the low probability for an extensive release of hazardous materials, potential
short-term impacts from the use of hazardous materials during the construction of the
proposed Project would be less than significant.

Potential Long-Term Impacts

As described in response “a” above, only a limited amount of household-type hazardous
materials would be used at the KITP House project site. Therefore, the project would
have a less than significant long-term impact related to a potential release of hazardous
materials to the environment.

c. Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school ?

The school closest to the project site is the Isla Vista Elementary School, which is
approximately 0.50 mile to the west. In addition, and as described in response “a’ above,
hazardous material use associated with the Project would generally consist of household-
type products that would not result in significant environmental impacts in the event of a
release. Therefore, the Project would have less than significant hazardous material-
related impacts on nearby schools.

d. Would the project be located on a site which isincluded on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

The ESA (Geosyntec, 2024) prepared for the project site reviewed numerous data bases
that provide information regarding hazardous material conditions associated with the
project site and surrounding properties. The data base search included the resources
identified below. Please refer to the ESA (Appendix D) to review the complete list of
data base resources that were reviewed.

e CalEPA Regulated Site Portal was searched for information relevant to the
environmental condition of the subject property and vicinity properties. The portal
combines information from California Division of Occupational Safety and
Health (Cal/OSHA); CERS; the California Integrated Water Quality System
(CIWQS) database; USEPA’s Emission Inventory System; the Stormwater
Multiple Application and Report Tracking System; Solid Waste Information
System; the Toxic Releases Inventory; and State Water Resources and DTSC
online databases. The subject property was not identified in the CalEPA Portal.

e The Geologic Energy Management Division (CalGEM) online database was
searched for information pertaining to oil and gas wells on the subject property.
The property address was not located within an oil field nor were any wells
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identified on the property or in the vicinity. The closest well was identified as a
plugged well approximately 0.5 miles to the southeast.

e The California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle)
database did not identify any facilities at the project site or in the vicinity.

e The California Department of Toxic Substances Control’s EnviroStor Database
did not identify cases related to the subject property, adjoining properties, or
vicinity properties

e The State Water Resources Control Board — GeoTracker Database did not identify
pertinent cases related to the subject property or adjacent properties. The closest
vicinity cases were the Unocal Service Station located approximately 1,250 feet
southwest of the project site, and two closed Leaking Underground Storage Tank
(LUST) cases located on the UCSB campus approximately 2,300 feet northeast of
the project site. Based on the distance of these properties from the project site,
they were not considered likely to have significantly affected the environmental
condition of the site.

Based on the data base research included in the project-specific ESA, the proposed
Project would have no impact related to this threshold.

e. For aproject located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

The Santa Barbara Municipal Airport is located north of the Project site in an
incorporated portion of the City of Santa Barbara. The airport has three runways:
Runway 7/25 and two parallel crosswind runways, Runways 15R/33L and 15L/33R.
Runway 7/25 is oriented east-west, and Runways 15L/33R and 15R/33L are oriented
northwest-southeast. The western end of Runway 7/25 is approximately 3,700 feet
northeast of the KITP House project site, and the southern end of Runway 15/33 is
approximately 1.2 miles to the east.

FAA Requirements

Building Height. For construction activities in the vicinity of an airport, the FAA
requires notification of any structure that could pose a hindrance to the safe and efficient
operation of the airport. FAA Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR) Part 77 “Objects
Affecting Navigable Airspace” sets forth criteria for the preservation of navigable
airspace in the area of airport traffic patterns. The proposed Project would be located
within the FAA-designated “Horizontal Surface” area, which is a horizontal plane 150
feet above the established airport elevation of 13.4 feet above mean sea level (AMSL).
The Horizontal Surface elevation for the Santa Barbara Airport is 163.4 feet AMSL
within 10,000 feet of the runways. The maximum proposed building height would be
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approximately 44 feet (including the proposed roof-top equipment screen), and the
project site has a maximum elevation of approximately 38 feet above sea level.
Therefore, the maximum elevation of the proposed building would be approximately 82
feet AMSL. The height of the proposed building would be less than the 163.4-foot
maximum structure elevation requirement and would not encroach into the airport’s
Horizontal Surface area.

Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

UCSB is constitutionally exempt from local governments’ regulations, such as city and
county general plans, land use policies, and zoning regulations, whenever using property
under its control in furtherance of its educational purposes. As such, potential future
development associated with the Project is generally exempt from local policies and
regulations. However, UCSB may consider, for coordination purposes, aspects of local
policies and regulations for the communities surrounding campus when it is appropriate
and feasible, although it is not bound by those policies and regulations. For information
and coordination purposes, a description of locally adopted and proposed airport land use
planning requirements is provided below. Applicable land use requirements are included
in the Santa Barbara Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (LUCP, 2023). The
requirements of this Plan are based on applicable state laws, regulations, and guidelines,
including those in the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook (2011) published
by the California Division of Aeronautics.

The LUCP identifies six airport safety zones, and locations of the designated safety zones
are depicted on Figure 5.9-1 (Santa Barbara Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
Runway Protection Zones). The California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook
provides the following definitions of the safety zones:

e Zone 1: Runway protection zone and within runway object free area adjacent to
the runway

Zone 2: Inner approach/departure zone

Zone 3: Inner turning zone

Zone 4: Outer approach/departure zone

Zone 5: Sideline zone

Zone 6: Traffic pattern zone.

As shown on Figure 5.9-1, the project site is located in Safety Zone 6. Table 3-2 (Santa
Barbara Airport Safety Compatibility Criteria) of the LUCP identifies various types of
land uses and land use intensities as being incompatible, conditionally compatible, or
compatible in each of the airport safety zones. As shown by the LUCP Airport Safety
Compatibility Table, residential uses greater than 20 dwelling units/acre are a compatible
use in Safety Zone 6. The proposed project would have a residential unit density of
approximately 28 units per acre (including the proposed short-term stay guest room) and
would be a compatible land use in Safety Zone 6.
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Section 3.4.5 (Other Flight Hazards) of the Santa Barbara Airport LUCP identifies land

use-related conditions that have the potential to result in conflicts with airport operations.

Specific land use characteristics to be avoided include: sources of glare or bright lights;

lights that could be mistaken for airport lights; sources of dust, steam or smoke that may

impair pilot visibility; sources of electrical interference with aircraft communications or
navigation; and uses that create an increased attraction of birds or other wildlife.

As shown on Figures 2.2-5 and -6 (Building Elevations), the proposed building would not
have excessive areas of glazing (windows) that would have the potential to be a
substantial source of glare that could affect aircraft operations. In addition, all exterior
lighting used by the Project would be low-level safety and security lighting that would
not blink or flash, and would not have the potential to be mistaken for airport lights. The
Project would not include facilities that would have the potential to result in dust, steam,
or smoke emissions that would have the potential to impair pilot visibility, and operations
at the project site would not include radio or other sources of electrical interference with
aircraft communications or navigation. The Project would not include water or food
sources that would have the potential to attract large numbers of birds or other wildlife.
Therefore, the proposed residential use at the project site would not result in significant
land use-related airport compatibility impacts.

Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant impact related to potential
short- and long-term operation conflicts with the Santa Barbara Municipal Airport.

f. Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Access to the KITP House building would be from El Colegio Road and new driveway
connection to Camino Pescadero. Potential short-term emergency response or
evacuation impacts that may result from construction activities, such as trenching across
El Colegio for utility connections to existing infrastructure adjacent to the Munger
Physics Residence, would be minimized by implementing traffic control measures
specified in a required Encroachment Permit issued by the Santa Barbara County Public
Works Department. As described in Section 5.17 (Transportation) of this [IS/MND, the
KITP Residence project would not result in a substantial amount of additional traffic on
local roadways that would have the potential to substantially interfere with access to or
through the Project area. Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant
impact related to emergency response or evacuation plans.
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g. Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?

There are no areas on or near the project site that present a substantial wildland fire risk,
such as highly flammable dense vegetation, steep slopes, difficult access and/or
inadequate fire suppression water supplies. As described in Section 5.20 (Wildfire) of
this IS/MND, areas designated as a Very High Fire Severity Zone by the State Fire
Marshall are approximately two miles to the north and three miles to the west of the
project site. Areas with native vegetation are located in the San Clemente Habitat
Restoration Area and Stormwater Management System adjacent to the north side of El
Colegio Road, however, that vegetation is managed by the UCSB Cheadle Center and
does not result in a significant fire safety risk. Therefore, the Project would result in a
less than significant impact related to wildfire safety.

5.9.3 Cumulative Impacts

The proposed Project would result in the development of a new residential use that would
not substantially increase use of hazardous materials in Project region, or substantially increase
the potential for a release of hazardous materials into the environment. The proposed residential
project would not result in or substantially contribute to conditions that have the potential to
result in constraints to existing airport operations, and would not substantially contribute to
region-wide population or traffic conditions that could impair the implementation of emergency
response plans. The proposed residential development is not located in or near a high wildfire
hazard zone and would not substantially contribute to conditions that have the potential to impair
wildfire response operations. Therefore, the Project’s contribution to hazard-related impacts in
the Project region would not be cumulatively considerable and the Project’s cumulative hazard
impacts would be less than significant.

5.9.4 Mitigation Measures

The Project would not result in significant hazards or hazardous material impacts and no
mitigation measures are required.
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5.10.1 Setting
Existing Drainage

Project Site. The project site is approximately 1.24 acres and is undeveloped. The
ground surface consists mostly of gravel and dirt, and vegetation on the site is sparse. The
project site slopes from the south side of the parcel at an approximately elevation of 38 feet
above sea level, toward the north side of the parcel at an approximate elevation of 33 feet.
Stormwater runoff at the site sheet flows to El Colegio Road. Runoff discharged to El Colegio
Road from the project site drains westerly along the roadway and into a curb inlet, then flows
north in a 42-inch storm drain on the east side of Los Carneros Road, and eventually drains into
the Goleta Slough.

An existing storm drain that serves the adjacent Friendship Manor facility is located
along the northwestern edge of the project site. This system consists of underground pipe, catch
basins, and an outlet structure that transports runoff from to El Colegio Road. The proposed
Project would not affect the operation of this existing drain system.

Adjacent Areas. Surface water resources in the vicinity of the Project are located north
of the project site include the San Clemente Habitat Restoration Area and Stormwater
Management System, the Storke Wetlands, and the Goleta Slough.

San Clemente Habitat Restoration Area and Stormwater Management System. The
Habitat Restoration Area and Stormwater Management System is a 5.4-acre area located
adjacent to the Munger Physics Residence on the north side of El Colegio Road, and was
developed in conjunction with the UCSB San Clemente Villages student housing project. The
Stormwater Management System consists of vegetated stormwater retention ponds that provide
biofiltration treatment of runoff water; and two hydrodynamic water treatment units. Runoff that
is directed to the Stormwater Management System ponds comes from most of 11.5-acre San
Clemente housing project site and a three-acre portion of El Colegio Road.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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Storke Wetlands / Goleta Slough. The Storke Wetlands cover approximately 20 acres
and are located along the northern perimeter of the Storke Campus, a minimum of approximately
1,300 feet north of the KITP House project site. The wetlands are oriented in an east-west
direction, and are bisected by Los Carneros Road. The Storke Wetland watershed is
approximately 347 acres and includes the northern portion of Isla Vista, Storke Campus, and a
small narrow portion of the City of Goleta adjacent to Tecolotito Creek.

The Goleta Slough is a 430-acre area located within a 45 square mile watershed
consisting of several tributaries including Tecolotito, Carneros and Atascadero Creeks. The 430-
acre wetland area is almost entirely surrounded by development. The southern edge of the
Goleta Slough is approximately 2,500 feet north of the project site.

100-Year Flood Areas. The Federal Emergency Management Agency Flood Insurance
Rate Map for the project area indicates that a 100-year flood area has been designated in low-
lying areas in and around the Storke Wetlands and Goleta Slough (Figure 5.10-1). The 100-year
flood plain area closest to the project site is in and around the Storke Wetlands, approximately
1,300 feet north of the site.

Storm Water Management

UCSB has been designated by the State Water Resources Control Board as a “non-
traditional” small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) under the State’s National
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit for stormwater discharges. As a small
MS4, the Campus is required to enroll in the State’s General NPDES Permit for stormwater
discharges, and must prepare a Stormwater Management Program Guidance Document that
meets criteria specified by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB).

Phase II Small MS4 Permit. In 1999, Phase II of the NPDES permitting program was
established requiring states to issue permits to operators of small MS4s, those with a population
less than 100,000. In addition, the term Small MS4 also includes systems similar to separate
storm sewer systems in municipalities such as systems at universities, military bases, highway
systems, etc. These entities are referred to as Non-traditional Small MS4s.

The USEPA Phase II Final Rule prompted the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) to adopt Water Quality Order No. 2003-0005-DWQ, NPDES General Permit
CAS000004 Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) for Storm Water Discharges from Small
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (2003 General Permit) on April 30, 2003. The 2003
General Permit required designated MS4s to develop a Stormwater Management Plan (SWMP)
which identified and assigned BMPs to reduce the discharge of pollutants to the maximum extent
practicable. In 2013, the SWRCB revised the 2003 General Permit and adopted Water Quality
Order No. 2013-0001-DWQ, NPDES General Permit CAS000004 WDRs for Storm Water
Discharges from Small MS4s (2013 MS4 General Permit).
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Stormwater Management Program Guidance Document. Stormwater management
requirements of the Phase II Small MS4 Permit implemented by UCSB are described in a
document titled University of California, Santa Barbara Stormwater Management Program
Guidance Document (June, 2014). This document serves as a framework for identifying,
assigning, and implementing strategies and best management practices intended to reduce the
discharge of pollutants from the MS4 and protect downstream water quality. Therefore, the
requirements of the Guidance Document are considered to be applicable to the proposed Project.
The Guidance Document addresses six general stormwater control measures, including: 1)
community education and training; 2) community involvement and participation; 3) illicit
discharge detection and elimination; 4) construction stormwater pollution prevention; 5) post-
construction stormwater management; and 6) pollution prevention for UCSB facility operations.
The Guidance Document also identifies the following pollutants of concern associated UCSB
development projects:

Sediment

Water Temperature

Gross Solids

Nutrients

Metals

Hydrocarbons

Organic compounds

Pesticides

Biological (Pathogens, bacteria, viruses)

Central Coast Post-Construction Stormwater Management Requirements. The
Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board adopted post-construction requirements for
new and redevelopment projects on July 12, 2013, and those requirements went into effect on
March 6, 2014. The requirements stipulate that MS4 permittees, such as UCSB, ensure that
regulated projects within their authority are designed to detain, retain, or treat a specified
percentage of storm water runoff. This objective is achieved by mimicking a project sites natural
hydrology through the implementation of Low Impact Development (LID) design measures.

LID refers to runoff water management methods that minimize storm water pollutants,
reduce storm water runoff rates and volumes, and promote groundwater infiltration and storm
water reuse in an integrated approach to protecting water quality and managing water resources.
The post construction requirements adopted in 2013 require certain projects to implement the
LID measures summarized in Table 5.10-1. Based on the criteria presented in Table 5.10-1, the
KITP House Project would be classified as a Tier 4 Project.
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Table 5.10-1
Post-Construction Stormwater Requirements for Regulated
Projects in the Central Coast Region

Type of Project

Performance Requirements

Tier 1
e Projects, including single-family homes (SFHs)
that are not part of a larger development, that
create or replace 2,500 square feet (sf) or more
of impervious surface.

Performance Requirement No. 1:
e Limit disturbance of natural drainage features.
e Limit clearing, grading, and soil compaction.
e Minimize impervious surfaces.

e Minimize runoff by dispersing runoff to a landscape or
using permeable pavements.

Tier 2
e Projects other than SFHs that create or replace
5,000 sf of more of net impervious surface.'
e SFHs that create or replace 15,000 sf or more of
net impervious surface.

Performance Requirement No. 1, plus
Performance Requirement No. 2:
e Treat runoff with an approved and appropriately sized
LID treatment system prior to discharge from the site.

Tier 3
e Projects other than SFHs that create or replace
15,000 sf or more of impervious surface.
o SFHs that create or replace 15,000 sf or more of
net impervious surface.!

Performance Requirement No. 2, plus
Performance Requirement No. 3:
e Prevent offsite discharge from events up to the 95

percentile, 24-hour rainfall event using Stormwater
Control Measures (i.c., Structural LID BMPs).

Tier 4

e Projects that create or replace 22,500 square feet
of impervious surface

Performance Requirement No. 3, plus
Performance Requirement No. 4:
e Control peak flows such that they do not exceed pre-

project peak flows for the 2-year through 10-year
rainfall events.

California Construction General Permit. Pursuant to the requirements of Clean Water
Act Section 402(p), requiring regulations for permitting certain stormwater discharges, the State
Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) issued a statewide general permit for stormwater
discharges from construction sites. The California NPDES Construction Stormwater General
Permit (Order No. 2009-009-DWQ, as amended by Order 2010-0014-DWQ and 2012-006-
DWQ), was adopted by the SWRCB on September 2, 2009, and became effective on July 1,
2010. The SWRCB then adopted the 2022 CA CGP (Order No. 2022-0057-DWQ) on
September 8, 2022, which became effective on September 1, 2023 superseding Order 2012-006-
DWQ. In California, any construction or demolition project or activity that results in a land
disturbance of equal to or greater than one acre including, but not limited to, clearing, grading,
grubbing, or excavation triggers the need for coverage under the California Construction General
Permit (CA CGP). Therefore, the CA CGP requirements apply to the proposed Project.

Since the KITP Residence project would disturb more than one acre of land, the project is
subject to the stormwater discharge requirements of the General Construction Permit. The
project will require submittal of a Notice of Intent, SWPPP, risk assessment, and other project
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registration documents required by the General Construction Permit prior to the commencement
of soil disturbing activities. The SWRCB is the permitting authority, while the Central Coast
RWQCB provides local oversight and enforcement of the General Construction Permit.

Groundwater Conditions

Groundwater in the Project area occurs primarily as perched groundwater and is not a
potable resource. Perched groundwater is created when water percolates through permeable
terrace deposits until it encounters relatively impermeable siltstone and shale bedrock
formations. The quality of this groundwater is generally poor, with very high levels of total
dissolved solids that exceed drinking water standards.

Groundwater was encountered in onsite borings at the project site at depths of about 13 to
14 feet below the existing ground surface when a site exploration was conducted in February,
2025. It should be noted that fluctuations in groundwater levels may occur because of variations
in rainfall, regional climate, and other factors.

5.10.2 Checklist Responses

a. Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

Short-Term Impacts

The analysis of potential impacts on water quality from construction activities, construction
materials, and non-stormwater runoff focuses primarily on sediment and certain non-
sediment related pollutants. Construction-related activities that are primarily responsible for
sediment releases involve exposure of previously stabilized soils and potential mobilization
by rainfall, runoff, and wind. Such activities at the project site would include the removal of
vegetation, grading, and trenching for infrastructure improvements. Non-sediment-related
pollutants of concern during construction are related to construction materials and non-
stormwater flows that could include construction materials (e.g., paint, stucco, etc.).
Chemicals, liquid- and petroleum-based products used in building construction and
maintenance of heavy equipment, and concrete-associated pollutants are also of concern
during construction.

Potential construction-related water quality impacts of the Project would be minimized by
compliance with the Construction General Permit, which requires the discharger to perform a
risk assessment for the proposed development; and to prepare and implement a SWPPP,
which must include erosion and sediment control measures that would meet or exceed
requirements of the determined risk level, as well as measures that control the other potential
construction-related pollutants. A Construction Site Monitoring Program identifying
monitoring and sampling requirements during construction is a required component of the
SWPPP. Prior to the start of construction activities, UCSB or the project contractor must file
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a Notice of Intent (NOI) with the SWRCB and obtain a Waste Discharge Identification
number for the construction sites.

With the implementation of existing regulatory requirements, the potential for the KITP
House Project to result in significant short-term construction-related water quality impacts
would be less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.

Long-Term Impacts

The UCSB Stormwater Management Guidance Document (2014) identifies pollutants of
concern associated with residential development conducted by UCSB. The Central Coast
Post-Construction Requirements includes standards that require projects to implement
measures that minimize the potential for development-related water quality impacts. The
Project’s consistency with the requirements of these programs, and the potential for the KITP
House Project to result in significant water quality impacts is evaluated below.

UCSB Stormwater Management Guidance Document. The potential for the KITP House
project to result in significant water quality impacts resulting from the release of pollutants
identified by the Stormwater Management Plan is evaluated below.

Sediment. Sediment is commonly found in stormwater and is considered a pollutant of
concern because it can harm aquatic life and transport other pollutants that are attached to it,
such as trace metals, nutrients and hydrocarbons. The KITP House project site is primarily
an unpaved parking lot that has the potential to be a source of sediment discharges.

After the completion of construction activities, the KITP House project site would be covered
by impervious surfaces or landscaping and would not be a substantial long-term source of
sediment discharges. Project site runoff could contain minor amounts of sediment, however,
runoff collected by the proposed stormwater drainage system would be directed to a
proposed on-site hydrodynamic separator before being discharged to an on-site runoff
detention/infiltration device.  Project-site runoff that exceeds the capacity of the
detention/infiltration device would also have been treated by the hydrodynamic separator
prior to discharge from the project site. Therefore, the Project would not be a substantial
long-term source of sediment discharges and would likely result in a decrease in existing
sediment discharges from the project site. Long-term sediment discharges from the project
site are expected to be less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.

Water Temperature. Increases in water temperature is a concern due decreased dissolved
oxygen levels in water, impacts to aquatic wildlife, and increase algae growth. Potential
sources of increased water temperature include the removal of vegetation (shade) that is
adjacent to water bodies, and runoff from warm impervious surfaces.

Impervious surfaces at the project site would include rooftop areas and the proposed parking
lot. These surfaces would relative small in area, and as described in response “c” below, the
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Project would not result in substantial water discharges from the project site. The Project
would not result in the removal of any vegetation from areas adjacent to water bodies.
Discharges of warm water from the project site are expected to be less than significant and
no mitigation measures are required.

Gross Solids. Gross solids can include items such as trash, litter and vegetative matter.
These materials can transmit other pollutants, result in unsightly conditions, and depress
dissolved oxygen levels in water bodies. Accumulations of gross solids at the project site
would be minimized by implementing “good housekeeping” best management practices,
such as sweeping the project site parking lot, inspections of storm drain inlets, and the
removal of trash collected in receptacles. In addition, dry season flows and stormwater
runoff that is collected by the Project’s proposed stormwater drainage system would be
directed to the proposed hydrodynamic separator, which is effective at removing and
trapping solid materials. Discharges of gross solids from the Project site are expected to be
less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.

Nutrients. Sources of nutrients in runoff water can include the use of recycled water for
landscape irrigation, septic systems, and leaking sewage pipes. Other sources include
nitrogen and phosphorus, which are the major plant nutrients used for fertilizing landscapes.
Increases in nutrient loads can result in excessive or accelerated growth of aquatic vegetation.
Eutrophication due to excessive nutrient input can lead to changes in algae, benthic, and fish
communities; extreme eutrophication can substantially reduce or eliminate the presence of
dissolved oxygen, causing hypoxia or anoxia and potentially resulting in fish kills.

The Project would not use recycled water for landscape irrigation; it would not rely on the
use of a septic system for wastewater disposal; and the Project’s newly installed wastewater
conveyance system would not be a substantial source of nutrient releases. Potential impacts
resulting from fertilizer use would be minimized by the implementation of standard best
management practices for landscape maintenance, such as: storing and applying fertilizers as
directed and in accordance with relevant environmental and safety regulations; and
preventing irrigation water from draining directly into the storm drain system. Discharges of
nutrients from the Project site are expected to be less than significant and no mitigation
measures are required.

Metals. The primary sources of metals in stormwater are typically commercially available
metals used in transportation (e.g., automobiles), buildings, and infrastructure. Metals are
also found in fuels, adhesives, paints, and other coatings. The metals cadmium, chromium,
copper, lead, mercury, nickel, and zinc are of concern because they are toxic to all life at very
low levels.

The Project includes site design and source control measures that would greatly reduce
potential discharges of metals that may be contained in Project runoff. Specific site design
measures that would minimize contributions of trace metals to runoff include: retaining and
infiltrating all runoff from the 85" and 95" percentile storm events; controling peak flows
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such that they do not exceed pre-project peak flows for the 2-year through 10-year rainfall
events; and minimizing the use of metal design features in the exterior of the proposed
building. With the implementation of these measures, potential impacts resulting from trace
metals are expected to be less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.

Hydrocarbons. The sources of oil, grease, and other petroleum hydrocarbons in urban areas
include spillage fuels and lubricants, discharge of domestic and industrial wastes,
atmospheric deposition, and runoff. Runoff can be contaminated by leachate from asphalt
roads, tire wear, and deposition from automobile exhaust. Also, do-it-yourself auto
mechanics may dump used oil and other automobile-related fluids directly into storm drains.
Petroleum hydrocarbons, such as polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH), can
bioaccumulate in aquatic organisms from contaminated water, sediments, and food and are
toxic to aquatic life at low concentrations. Based on the current use of the project site for
vehicle parking, the site has the potential to be a source of hydrocarbon discharges.

The KITP House Project would eliminate the existing use of the project site as an
unregulated parking lot, which could have the potential to reduce existing hydrocarbon
discharges. Stormwater from the project site would be directed to the proposed on-site
hydrodynamic separator, which would provide treatment of the runoff and may reduce
hydrocarbon loads because hydrocarbons tend to be adsorbed to substances such as sediment.
The use of the proposed stormwater detention/infiltration system would also be effective at
removing hydrocarbons through filtration processes. Based on potential reductions in
existing hydrocarbon discharges, and proposed treatment and infiltration process, discharges
of hydrocarbons from the project site are expected to be less than significant and mitigation
measures are required.

Organic Compounds. The UCSB Stormwater Management Program Guidance Document
indicates that the primary source of organic compounds from campus-related facilities are
from the use of paint thinners, solvents, and other similar materials. The current use of the
project site as a parking lot could contribute to the discharge of organic compounds
(gasoline) to water resources.

The KITP House Project would eliminate the existing use of the project site as an
unregulated parking lot, which could have the potential to reduce existing releases of organic
compounds. The use of organic compound materials at the KITP House would be very
limited, and would generally consist of items such as cleaners, paints and other similar
substances. The discharge of organic compounds from the project site would be minimized
by implementing “good housekeeping” best management practices, such as proper storage
and disposal of used products. Discharges of organic compounds from the project site are
expected to be less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.

Pesticides. Pesticides (including herbicides, insecticides, and fungicides) are chemical
compounds commonly used to control insects, rodents, plant diseases, and weeds. Excessive
application of a pesticide in connection with landscaping may result in runoff containing
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toxic levels of its active component. Pesticides pose a human health risk and a threat to
aquatic life in receiving waters, as they tend to bioaccumulate in plant and animal species.

In residential settings, pesticides are commonly applied in and around buildings (structural
pest control) to control against ants and other pests, as well as in vegetated areas to control
insects, molds, and other vectors. The forms of pesticides used in current urban and
residential applications have evolved in response to regulatory actions. Pesticide use by
UCSB has been substantially reduced and UCSB has adopted an Integrated Pest Management
(IPM) program for the inside and outside of all structures (UCSB Use of Pesticides Policy
5435). Based on existing pesticide use practices implemented by UCSB, the proposed
Project would not be a substantial source. In addition, most pesticides are relatively
insoluble in water and tend to adsorb to the surfaces of sediment, which at the project site
would be settled or filtered by the proposed hydrodynamic separator and the stormwater
detention/filtration system. Discharges of pesticides from the project site are expected to be
less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.

Biological. Biological sources are organisms that can cause diseases or illnesses, such as
bacteria, pathogens and viruses. Potential sources of biological contamination in urban areas
include pets, septic systems, and leaky sanitary sewer pipes. The presence of biological
contamination in runoff can impair receiving waters and drinking water sources, and lead to
beach closures. Elevated bacteria concentrations in runoff create additional biological (or
biochemical) oxygen demand (BOD) in receiving waters, causing decreased dissolved
oxygen concentrations.

Pet waste is a typical source of pathogens, however, residents of the Project would not be
allowed pets other than documented service animals. Therefore, appreciable quantities of
pathogens in stormwater runoff from pet waste are not anticipated. Indicator bacteria
contributions from cross-connections of storm and sanitary sewers are another source of
contamination, however, this is unlikely given that the existing sewer infrastructure to be
used by the Project has sufficient service capacity. It is not anticipated that the Project would
not be a substantial source of biological contamination, therefore, the Project is expected to
result in a less than significant impact and no mitigation measures are required.

Post-Construction Stormwater Management Requirement Compliance

Project requirements for site design, runoff reduction, water quality treatment, runoff
retention, and peak flow management in accordance with the PCRs for development Projects
in the Central Coast Region that are shown on Table 5.10-1. The Project would meet site
design and runoff reduction criteria (Tiers 1 through 4) through the implementation of the
following measures:

Tier 1. There are no natural drainage features located on or adjacent to the project site, and
the project would not disturb any natural drainages in the Project area. Grading at the project
site would not be extensive (4,750 cubic yards) and that grading volume includes excavation
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for the construction of the proposed stormwater detention/infiltration described in response
“c’ below. Impervious surfaces on the project site would be minimized as landscape areas
would be provided in the central courtyard area and around the perimeter of the proposed
building. As described in response “c” below, runoff discharges from the project site would
be minimized by the use of the proposed stormwater detention/infiltration system.

Tier 2. As described in response “c” below, runoff from the project site would be treated by
the use of the proposed below ground hydrodynamic separator and stormwater
detention/infiltration system.

Tier 3. As described in response “c” below, the proposed stormwater detention/infiltration
system would prevent discharge of runoff from the project site resulting from the 951
percentile, 24-hour rainfall event.

Tier 4. As described in response “c” below, the proposed stormwater detention/infiltration
system would reduce existing pre-project flows for the 2- through 10-year rainfall events.

Groundwater

The project site is located south of the southern edge of the Goleta Groundwater Basin. The
southern portions of the groundwater basin are confined, and recharge occurs in the northern
portion of the aquifer, several miles upgradient of the Project. Given that the Project is
located downgradient of a confined portion of the groundwater basin, there are no pollutants
of concern with respect to groundwater for the Project. As a result, the Project would have
less than significant impacts related to groundwater quality.

In conclusion, the KITP House project would result in less than significant impacts to the
quality of surface and groundwater quality. No mitigation measures are required.

b. Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

The Goleta Groundwater Basin underlies the City of Goleta, spanning approximately 9,210
acres at about 8 miles long and 3 miles wide. The basin is divided into three subbasins: the
Central subbasin, where the majority of water extractions occur; the West subbasin, which is
generally shallower and has the least extractions; and the North subbasin. The boundaries of
these subbasins and of the basin as a whole vary among investigators.

The KITP House Project would not result in direct withdrawals of groundwater or result in a
substantial increase in impervious surface area that would reduce groundwater recharge. In
addition, the project site is located south of the Goleta Groundwater Basin, which is the
primary source of groundwater in the region. The southern extent of the Goleta Groundwater
Basin is located along the north branch of the More Ranch fault, which is north of the project
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site. Therefore, the KITP Residence project would have a less than impact related to local
groundwater supplies.

c. Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of
impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:

1) resultinasubstantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site;

Construction-Related Impacts. In California, any construction or demolition
project or activity that results in a land disturbance of equal to or greater than one acre
including, but not limited to, clearing, grading, grubbing, or excavation triggers the
need for coverage under the California Construction General Permit (CA CGP). This
includes smaller areas that are part of a larger common plan of development and sites
used for support activities related to a construction site. Therefore, the CA CGP
requirements apply to all proposed on- and off-site Project components.

Construction-related erosion and sedimentation impacts due to Project development
activities would be minimized by compliance with the CA CGP. The CA CGP
requires the discharger to perform a risk assessment for the proposed development
and to prepare and implement a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP),
which must include erosion and sediment control best management practices that
would meet or exceed requirements of the determined risk level. A Construction Site
Monitoring Program identifying monitoring and sampling requirements during
construction is a required component of the SWPPP. Therefore, the Project would
result in a less than significant construction-related erosion and siltation impacts.

Long-Term Impacts. Upon the completion of the Project’s construction phase,
disturbed areas would generally be covered by buildings, hardscape, or landscaping.
Therefore, the Project would not be a substantial long-term source of erosion and
sedimentation. Therefore, the Project would result in a less than significant long-
term erosion and siltation impacts.

1) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would
result in flooding on- or offsite;

The Project’s proposed stormwater management system would comply with the
stormwater retention, detention, and water quality standards required by the Central
Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) post-construction
requirements. The proposed stormwater drainage system would include the use of an
underground stormwater detention/infiltration device to be located beneath the on-site
vehicle parking area on the southern portion of the site. The detention/infiltration
device would be approximately 37 feet wide, 60 feet long and seven (7) feet tall, and
would have a storage capacity of approximately 9,600 cubic feet of water. Water that
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is collected in the device would infiltrate into soils beneath the storage system.
Stormwater in excess of the system’s storage capacity would overflow to a new
underground storm drain system along the western portion of the project site, and
would be discharged to the existing stormwater drain system in El Colegio Road that
ultimately drains to the Goleta Slough

A site drainage analysis (Stantec, 2025) was prepared using the Santa Barbara
HydroCAD program to estimate pre- and post-project development runoff
characteristics. The results of that analysis are shown on Table 5.10-2.

Tabel 5.10-2
Peak Flow Management Summary

85t 95th 2-year S5-year | 10-year | 25-year | 100-year
Percentile | Percentile Storm Storm Storm Storm Storm
(cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs)
Pre- 0.14 0.67 1.54 2.85 3.76 491 6.58
Project
POSF_ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.75 1.51 3.11
Project
Difference -0.14 -0.67 -1.54 -2.63 -3.01 -3.41 -3.47

Source: Stantec, 2025

As shown on Table 5.10-2, the proposed project site detention/infiltration system
would comply with the Tier 3 post-construction requirements shown on Table 5.10-1
by preventing off-site discharges from storm events up to the 95" percentile, 24-hour
rainfall event. The detention/infiltration system would also comply with Tier 4 post-
construction requirements by controlling peak storm flows such that they do not
exceed pre-project peak flows for the 2-year through 10-year rainfall events.

The proposed underground chamber system would be approximately six feet deep
and groundwater at the project site is approximately 14 feet below the ground surface.
Soil infiltration rates at the chamber system site are approximately 1.76 inches per
hour (Earth Systems, 2025). The manufacturer of underground chamber system
recommends keeping the underground chambers a minimum of ten feet away from
and outside of adjacent building’s zone of influence. The chamber system would be
17 feet from the apartment structure adjacent to the project site the south, and forty
feet from the proposed KITP House building. Based on these conditions, the proposed
stormwater infiltration system should have no effect on the adjacent building or the
proposed KITP house building (Stantec, 2025).

Therefore, the proposed Project would not substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff such that it would result in a potential flooding
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impact. Potential drainage-related impacts from the Project are expected to be less
than significant.

iii) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff, or?

As described in responses above, uses and activities associated with the proposed
Project would not be a significant source of polluted runoff, and the Project would not
result in additional off-site runoff that would have the potential to exceed the capacity
of existing drainage systems. Therefore, the Project is expected to have a less than
significant impact related to this threshold criterion.

iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

The portion of the FEMA-designated 100-year floodplain in the vicinity of the project
site, represented by Zone A, is shown on Figure 5.10-1. The 100-year floodplain is
generally within or adjacent to the Storke Wetlands and the Goleta Slough, which are
a minimum of approximately 1,300 feet north of the project site. Therefore, the
proposed Project would result in less than significant impacts related to impeding or
redirecting flood flows.

d. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation?

Tsunami. A tsunami is a series of waves generated by a vertical displacement of the
ocean floor, most commonly as a result of earthquake-related faulting. A tsunami may
also be caused by large undersea landslide or volcanic eruption. The California
Department of Conservation has prepared a tsunami hazard zone map for Santa Barabara
County. The tsunami hazard area map for the Project area is shown on Figure 5.10-2. As
shown, areas potentially affected by tsunami wave runup in the Project vicinity are
generally confined to the Goleta Slough, Devereux Slough, and the UCSB Main Campus
Lagoon. The proposed project site is located beyond the mapped hazard zone, and it is
unlikely that a tsunami wave would have the potential to result in the release of pollutants
from the project site. Therefore, potential tsunami-related impacts are anticipated to be
less than significant.

Seiche. A seiche is a wave or series of waves in an enclosed or semi-enclosed body of
water such a lake, reservoir, or harbor. Seiche waves can be generated by events such as
earthquake-related ground shaking, a landslide into the water body, wind, or a tsunami.
The 2010 LRDP EIR indicates that sources for a seiche wave located on or near the
UCSB campus include the Campus Lagoon, the Goleta Slough and the Devereux Slough.
A seismic event occurring when water is present in those waterbodies could result in a
disturbance of the water surface, however, those water bodies are too shallow to present a
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significant risk to surrounding development and potential impacts would be less than
significant.

e. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control
plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?

Basin Plan. Each RWQCB must formulate and adopt a water quality control plan (Basin
Plan) for its region. To implement State and Federal law, the Basin Plan establishes
beneficial uses for surface and groundwaters in its region and sets forth narrative and
numeric water quality standards to protect those beneficial uses. The Basin Plan for the
Central Coast Region (RWQCB, 2019) provides numeric and narrative criteria for a
range of water quality constituents applicable to certain receiving water bodies and
groundwater basins within the region. The Goleta Slough/Estuary is currently listed on
the 2014/2016 303(d) list for priority organics and indicator bacteria.

As described in the water quality impact analysis presented above, it is expected that the
Project would not be a substantial source of pollutants of concern that would have the
potential to result in long-term adverse effects to beneficial uses in the receiving waters.
Therefore, the Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the Water
Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan) prepared by the RWQCB for the Central Coast Region.
As a result, it is expected that the Project would result in less than significant impacts
related to this criterion.

Sustainable Groundwater Management Plan. The Sustainable Groundwater
Management Act (SGMA) was passed in 2014 and established a statewide framework to
manage groundwater resources in a sustainable manner. SGMA requires local
government agencies to form a Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) for designated
high and medium priority groundwater basins. GSAs develop and implement
Groundwater Sustainability Plans that identify measures to avoid undesirable results
related to groundwater conditions and mitigate overdraft within 20 years. Under the
requirements of SGMA, GSAs have the authority to conduct investigations, measure and
limit groundwater extractions from individual wells, require registration of water wells,
and impose fees for groundwater management.

The California Department of Water Resources has designated the Goleta Groundwater
Basin as a “very low-priority” basin. As such, the Goleta Water District is not required to
developed a Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the basin. In addition, as described in
response “b” above, the proposed Project is located south of the southern boundary of the
Goleta Groundwater Basin. As a result, it is expected that less than significant impacts
would occur to Goleta Basin groundwater as a result of the Project. Therefore, the Project
would not conflict or obstruct the implementation of a Groundwater Sustainability Plan.
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Therefore, the Project’s impacts related to this threshold would be less than significant
and it would not result in new or substantially more severe impacts than analyzed in the
2010 LRDP Final EIR.

5.10.4 Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative development projects on the UCSB Campus, and other cumulative
development in the Project region identified in Section 1.8 (Cumulative Development) of this
IS/MND, would have the potential to result in short- and long-term discharges of pollutants that
could adversely affect the water quality of receiving waters, or result in increased water
discharges that could result in new or increased flooding-related impacts. All cumulative
development in the Project region would be required to implement appropriate short- and long-
term stormwater management best management practices and water quality control measures
consistent with the requirements of the jurisdiction’s stormwater management requirements and
the Central Coast Post-Construction Stormwater Management Requirements. As described in
Section 5.10.3 above, the KITP House Project would not result in significant short- or long-term
water quality impacts, and the Project would not result in a significant increase in stormwater
discharges. Therefore, the Project’s downstream effects on water resources would not be
cumulatively considerable. With the region-wide implementation of adopted water quality and
stormwater management regulatory programs, cumulative water quality/stormwater management
impacts would be less than significant.

5.10.4 Mitigation Measures

The Project would not result in significant impacts related to Hydrology and Water
Quality and no mitigation measures are required.
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Land use planning requirements for the UCSB campus are included in the 2010 Long
Range Development Plan (2010 LRDP), which was approved by the University of California
Board of Regents in September 2010, and the by the California Coastal Commission in 2014.
The KITP House project site was purchased by the University of California in March, 2025, and
is not located on the UCSB campus. Therefore, the recently acquired property is not included in
the UCSB 2010 LRDP, and the land use and policy requirements of the LRDP are not applicable
to the Project.

The proposed project site is located in the unincorporated community of Isla Vista in the
County of Santa Barbara. UCSB, however, is constitutionally exempt from local governments’
regulations, such as city and county general plans, land use policies, and zoning regulations,
whenever using property under its control in furtherance of its educational purposes. As such,
potential future development associated with the Project is generally exempt from local policies
and regulations.

For the purposes of this analysis, the Project’s consistency with applicable land use
requirements is based on the applicable requirements of the California Coastal Act.
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5.11.1 Setting
Project Site

The project site is located at the southwest corner of the El Colegio Road and Camino
Pescadero intersection in the Isla Vista community, and unincorporated area of Santa Barabara
County. The project parcel is approximately 1.24 acres, and is generally vacant, however,
portions of the project site are used as an informal parking lot that is unpaved and has no marked
spaces. Vehicle access to the project site is from a driveway located along Camino Pescadero,
which is east of and adjacent to the site. The Project property is unpaved, however, gravel
surfaces have been installed on portions of the site to facilitate vehicle parking. The northern
portion of the site also appears to be used for informal passive recreation uses, as a variety of
tables, chairs and shade structures have been installed.

Adjacent Land Uses

North. EI Colegio Road, which serves as the main vehicle entrance to the western
portion of the UCSB Main Campus, is located north of adjacent to the project site. Nearby land
uses north of El Colegio Road and on the UCSB Storke Campus include the three-story Munger
Physics Residence Project, the three-story San Clemente Student Housing Project, and the San
Clemente Habitat Restoration Area and Stormwater Management System. Other land uses to the
north of the project site include Storke Field, which is used for a variety of recreation and athletic
purposes; Parking Lots 38 and 50; and the East Storke Wetlands. Areas further to the north of
the UCSB campus boundary include residential areas on the City of Goleta, the Goleta Slough,
and the Santa Barbara Municipal Airport.

South. A three-story apartment building (Pescadero Lofts) and associated parking areas
are adjacent to the project site to the south. Other properties to the south of the project site are
predominately developed with two- and three-story apartment buildings.

East. Camino Pescadero, which is a main north-south road that provides access through
the Isla Vista community, is east of and adjacent to the project site. The two- and three-story
Tropicana Gardens student residence building is located along the east side of Camino
Pescadero. Other properties to the east are predominately developed with two- and three-story
apartment buildings.

West. The Friendship Manor facility building is located west of and adjacent to the
project site. Other properties to the west are predominately developed with two- and three-story
apartment buildings.
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5.11.2 Checklist Responses

a.

Physically divide an established community?

The KITP House would be located at an existing 1.24-acre parcel that is used primarily
for vehicle parking, and that is accessed from an existing driveway that connects to
Camino Pescadero. Proposed water and sewer services for the Project would be provided
by new underground connections beneath El Colegio Road to connect the project site to
existing service connections at the adjacent Munger Physics Residence project.
Wastewater collection infrastructure is available adjacent to the project site in Camino
Pescadero. Therefore, the proposed Project would provide infill housing adjacent to
existing residential uses, and would not divide or isolate any existing uses in the
surrounding communities of Isla Vista and Goleta. The Project would have no impact
related to this significance criterion.

Cause a significant environmental effect due to a conflict with any applicable land use
plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

The California Coastal Act guides the management of coastal resources through the
establishment of a coastal zone management program. The coastal zone management
program is administered by the California Coastal Commission in partnership with local
governments for the purpose of protecting coastal resources. One of the basic goals of
the Coastal Act is to protect, maintain, and where feasible, enhance and restore the
overall quality of coastal zone environment and its natural and artificial resources.

Requirements of the Coastal Act that are applicable to the KITP House Project, along
with an evaluation of the Project’s consistency with those requirements is provided on
Table 5.11-1.

Table 5.11-1
California Coastal Act
Consistency Analysis

Coastal Act Section Analysis

§30231. Biological productivity: wastewater. The
biological productivity and the quality of coastal
waters, streams, wetlands, estuaries, and lakes
appropriate to maintain optimum populations of
marine organisms and for the protection of human
health shall be maintained and, where feasible,
restored through, among other means, minimizing
adverse effects of waste water discharges and
entrainment, controlling runoff, preventing depletion
of ground water supplies and substantial interference

Consistent. As described in Section 5.4 (Biological
Resources) of this IS/MND, the proposed project
site is used for parking vehicles and does not support
sensitive plants, animals or habitats. Important
habitat resources located near the project site include
the Del Sol Vernal Pool Preserve to the west; and
the San Clemente Habitat Restoration Area and
Stormwater Management System, Storke Wetlands
and the Goleta Slough to the north of the project site.
The Project would not result in direct (i.e., removal)
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Table 5.11-1
California Coastal Act
Consistency Analysis

Coastal Act Section

Analysis

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

impacts to any of the nearby resources.

Wastewater generated by the Project would be
collected by the Goleta West Sanitation District and
treated at the Goleta Sanitary District wastewater
treatment plant. Therefore, the Project would not be
a potential source of wastewater discharges that
could impact coastal resources.

As described in Section 5.10 (Hydrology and Water
Quality) of this IS/MND, the Project would have
less than significant impacts related to: potential
short- or long-term discharges of substances that
could adversely affect stormwater quality; increases
in stormwater volumes discharged from the project

habitats, and minimizing alteration of natural | site; and the Project would not adversely effect the

streams. quantity or quality of groundwater resources. In
addition, the Project would not result in impacts
related to the interference of surface water flow.

§30232. Oil and hazardous substance spills. | Consistent. As described in Section 5.10

Protection against the spillage of crude oil, gas,
petroleum products, or hazardous substances shall be
provided in relation to any development or
transportation of such materials. Effective
containment and cleanup facilities and procedures
shall be provided for accidental spills that do occur.

(Hydrology and Water Quality) of this IS/MND, the
Project would be required to comply with the
requirements of the California General Construction
Permit, and would result in less than significant
short-term impacts related to the release of
hazardous substances during construction. Also as
described in Section 5.10, the Project’s long-term
use of hazardous substances would generally be
limited to household-type products that would not
have the potential to result in significant impacts due
to accidental spills.

As described in Section 5.9 (Hazards) based on soil
testing results conducted at the project site, proposed
construction operations would not result in
significant impacts related to the potential for a

release of or exposure to contaminated soils.

§30240. Environmentally sensitive habitat areas;
adjacent developments

a) Environmentally sensitive habitat areas shall be
protected against any significant disruption of
habitat values, and only uses dependent on those
resources shall be allowed within those areas.

(b) Development in areas adjacent to
environmentally sensitive habitat areas and parks
and recreation areas shall be sited and designed to

Consistent. The project site is used for parking
vehicles and does not support sensitive plants,
animals or habitats. Important habitat resources
located near the project site include the Del Sol
Vernal Pool Preserve to the west; the San Clemente
Habitat Restoration Area and  Stormwater
Management System, the Storke Wetlands, and the
Goleta Slough to the north.

As described in Section 5.4 (Biological Resources)
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Table 5.11-1
California Coastal Act
Consistency Analysis

Coastal Act Section

Analysis

prevent impacts which would significantly degrade
those areas, and shall be compatible with the
continuance of those habitat and recreation areas.

of this IS/MND, the Project would not result in
direct (i.e., removal) impacts to any of the nearby
sensitive habitat areas. Also as described in Section
5.4, the Project would not result in water quality,
changes in stormwater flow, or increased noise, dust,
lighting, and human presence conditions that would
have the potential to degrade nearby habitat areas.

§30244. Archaeological or paleontological
resources. Where development would adversely
impact archaeological or paleontological resources
as identified by the State Historic Preservation
Officer, reasonable mitigation measures shall be
required.

Consistent. As described in Section 5.5 (Cultural
Resources) of this IS/MND, based on the results of
Phase I and Extended Phase I investigations
conducted at the project site, it is unlikely that
buried archaeological deposits would be encountered
during construction. However, due to the reported
presence of human remains and intact archaeological
deposits outside the Project area, the Project does
have the potential to impact previously undetected
archaeological resources. With the implementation
of mitigation measures CUL-1a through -le, this
potentially significant impact would be reduced to a
less than significant level and would be consistent
with the requirements of this requirement.

As described in Section 5.7 (Geology and Soils), due
to the very limited disturbance of native soils that
would result at the project site, and the rare
occurrence of potentially important vertebrate fossils
that occur in the project region, potential impacts to
paleontological resources in considered to be less
than significant.

§30250. Location, generally. New residential,
commercial, or industrial development, except as
otherwise provided in this division, shall be located
within, contiguous with, or in close proximity to,
existing developed areas able to accommodate it or,
where such areas are not able to accommodate it, in
other areas with adequate public services and where
it will not have significant adverse effects, either
individually or cumulatively, on coastal resources. In
addition, land divisions, other than leases for
agricultural uses, outside existing developed areas
shall be permitted only where 50 percent of the
usable parcels in the area have been developed and
the created parcels would be no smaller than the
average size of surrounding parcels.

Consistent. The KITP House project site is located
in the community of Isla Vista, and is a primarily
vacant lot bordered by residential development to
the east, west and south,. El Colegio Road borders
the project site the north. Ultility services, such as
water, wastewater collection, and electricity, are
located adjacent to the project site, or near the
project site along the north side of El Colegio Road,
and are adequate to serve the Project.
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Table 5.11-1
California Coastal Act
Consistency Analysis

Coastal Act Section

Analysis

§30251. Scenic and visual qualities. The scenic
and visual qualities of coastal areas shall be
considered and protected as a resource of public
importance. Permitted development shall be sited
and designed to protect views to and along the ocean
and scenic coastal areas, to minimize the alteration
of natural land forms, to be visually compatible with
the character of surrounding areas, and, where
feasible, to restore and enhance visual quality in
visually degraded areas. New development in highly
scenic areas such as those designated in the
California Coastline Preservation and Recreation
Plan prepared by the Department of Parks and
Recreation and by local government shall be
subordinate to the character of its setting.

Consistent. As described in Section 5.1.2¢ of this
IS/MND, the proposed Project would be consistent
with the requirements of this section of the Coastal
Act. The analysis of this section’s requirements
concluded that “the short- and long-term changes to
existing conditions at the project site would not
result in substantial changes to the visual character
or quality of public views, and would be consistent
with applicable regulations governing scenic
quality.”

§30253. Safety, stability, pollution, energy
conservation, visitors. New development shall do
all of the following:

(a) Minimize risks to life and property in areas of
high geologic, flood, and fire hazard.

(b) Assure stability and structural integrity, and
neither create nor contribute significantly to erosion,
geologic instability, or destruction of the site or
surrounding area or in any way require the
construction of protective devices that would
substantially alter natural landforms along bluffs and
cliffs.

(c) Be consistent with requirements imposed by an
air pollution control district or the State Air
Resources Board as to each particular development.

(d) Minimize energy consumption and vehicle miles
traveled.

(e) Where appropriate, protect special communities
and neighborhoods that, because of their unique
characteristics, are popular visitor destination points
for recreational uses.

Consistent. The analysis included in Section 5.7
(Geology and Soils ) of this IS'MND concluded that
the Project would not result in substantial impacts
related to hazards such as fault rupture, ground
shaking, other soils-related hazards., or substantial
short- or long-term erosion impacts. This section also
indicates that there are no unique geological features
(i.e., bluffs or cliffs) on or near the project site. The
analysis in Section 5.10 (Hydrology and Water
Quality) concluded that the Project would not result in
substantial flooding- or drainage-related hazards.
Section 5.20 (Wildfire) concludes that the project
would not result in or contribute to existing wildfire
hazard impacts.

Section 5.3 (Air Quality) concludes that the Project
would not conflict with the Santa Barbara County
2022 Ozone Plan prepared by the Santa Barbara
County Air Pollution Control District (APCD). It
was also concluded that long-term air emissions
resulting from the implementation of the project
would not exceed significance thresholds adopted by
the APCD.

Section 5.6 (Energy) of this IS/MND concluded that
the Project would not result in wasteful, inefficient,
or unnecessary consumption of energy resources,
and identifies design measures to be implemented to
reduce the Project’s energy use.

Section 5.17 (Transportation) of this IS/MND
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Table 5.11-1
California Coastal Act
Consistency Analysis

Coastal Act Section Analysis

concluded that the Project would result in less than
significant vehicle miles traveled impacts.

The environmental impact analysis included in this
IS/MND indicates that all of the proposed Project’s
potentially significant environmental impacts can be
feasibly reduced to a less than significant level.
Therefore, the Project would be consistent with the
requirement of this requirement to “protect special
communities.”

5.11.3 Cumulative Impacts

The reasonably foreseeable projects identified in Section 1.8 (Cumulative Development )
of this IS/MND would not result in the development of new linear features that would divide a
neighborhood or community. The potential for cumulative development to result in
inconsistencies with applicable land use plans, policies, or regulations is a project-specific effect
that is addressed on a case-by-case basis. All cumulative development projects identified in
Section 1.8 would be reviewed for consistency with applicable land use requirements, and if a
project is determined to have conflicts, it would either not be approved, or amendments to the
development standards would be required and evaluated for potential effects on environmental
resources. In addition, the proposed Project would be consistent with the applicable land use
requirements, and its potential contribution to potential future cumulative land use impacts
would not be cumulatively considerable or significant. Therefore, the Project would result in
less than significant cumulative land use impacts.

5.11.4 Mitigation Measures

The Project would not result in significant land use impacts and no additional mitigation
measures are required.
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Proiect Impact Less Than
Potentially oJec pac Significant with Less Than
.. Adequately . .. No
Significant : Project-level Significant
Issues Impact Addressed in Mitieation Tmpact Impact
P LRDP EIR g P
Incorporated
5.12 MINERAL RESOURCES
-- Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of
availability of a known v
mineral resource that would O u H L
be of value to the region and
the residents of the state?
b) Result in the loss of
availability of a locally-
y Y O O O O v

important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a
local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

5.12.1 Setting

There are no mineral resources or existing mineral resource recovery operations located
on or near the proposed project site.

5.12.2 Checklist Responses

a. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

See response provided below under item “b.”

b. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

The KITP House Project would not limit the availability of mineral resources to the
project area or region, or interfere with mineral resource recovery operations. Therefore,
the project would have no impact on mineral resources.

5.12.3 Cumulative Impacts

The KITP House Project would have no impacts related to the availability of mineral
resources. Therefore, its cumulative impacts would not be cumulatively considerable and would

be less than significant.
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5.12.4 Mitigation Measures

The KITP House Project would have no impact on mineral resources. No mitigation
measures are required.
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Project Impact Less Than
Potentially J p Significant with  Less Than
.. Adequately . .. No

Significant : Project-level Significant

Issues Impact Addressed in Mitieation Impact Impact
P LRDP EIR & P
Incorporated

5.13 NOISE - Would the project

a)

b)

result in:

Generation of a substantial

temporary or permanent increase

in ambient noise levels in the

vicinity of the project in excess of O O v ]
standards established in the local

general plan or noise ordinance,

or applicable standards of other

agencies?

Generation of excessive v
groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

For a project located within the

vicinity of a private airstrip or an

airport land use plan or, where

such a plan has not been adopted,

within two miles of a public O O O v O
airport or public use airport,

would the project expose people

residing or working in the project

area to excessive noise levels?

5.13.1 Setting
Noise Characteristics

Noise may be described as “unwanted or objectionable sound.” It is common to measure
sound magnitude in decibels (dB), which is a logarithmic scale. A doubling of sound intensity is
represented by a 3 dB increase in sound level. Generally, a 1 dB increase is barely perceptible to
the human ear, a 3 dB increase is clearly noticeable, and a 10 dB increase is perceived as a
doubling in sound.

One method that is used to express a measured noise value is the “equivalent noise level”
(Leq). The Leq is defined as the single steady noise level that is equivalent to the same amount
of energy as that contained in the actual fluctuating noise levels over a period of time. Typically,
Leq is summed over a period of approximately one-hour. Another method to express a noise
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measurement is to use a day-night average sound level (Ldn). Ldn is the time average of noise
levels for a 24-hour period with a 10 dB addition to noises occurring between 10:00 PM and 7:00
AM. This adjustment accounts for the increased sensitivity of people to nighttime noise. The
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) is similar to the Ldn, except the CNEL adds 5 dB
to evening noise levels (7:00 PM to 10:00 PM).

Existing Noise Sources

The noise environment of the project site is dominated by vehicle traffic on El Colegio
Road and periodic takeoffs from the Santa Barbara Municipal Airport. In addition, existing
noise sources associated with the site include the operation of vehicles and other parking lot
related noises (e.g., car doors closing, engines starting, car alarms, conversations, etc).

Noise Sensitive Receptors

Residential land uses near the project site considered to be sensitive to elevated noise
levels include Friendship Manor immediately to the west, Tropicana Gardens immediately to the
east, and Pescadero Lofts immediately to the south. In addition, the existing KITP Residences
are located across El Colegio Road from the project site.

5.13.2 Impact Significance Thresholds

Although the project site is located outside the 2010 LRDP planning area, the following
noise thresholds from the 2010 LRDP EIR are used to determine if the Project would result in a
significant impact. These thresholds are similar to the thresholds used by Santa Barbara County,
except the distance between active construction sites and noise-sensitive uses to be considered a
significant impact has been reduced from 1,600 feet to 1,000 feet.

a. Generate outdoor noise levels in excess of 65 dBA CNEL that could affect existing
sensitive noise receptors.

b. Expose noise sensitive uses to 65 dBA CNEL or greater in outdoor living areas or if
indoor noise levels cannot be reduced to at least 45 dBA CNEL.

c. Increase ambient noise levels at noise sensitive receptors by 3 dBA or more when
ambient noise levels are at or already exceed the 65 dBA outdoor CNEL.

d. Place active construction sites within 1,000 feet of noise-sensitive uses.
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5.13.3 Checklist Responses

a. Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase
in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

Short-Term Construction Noise

Proposed site preparation and grading activities would utilize heavy equipment which
would generate the highest construction-related noise levels, and occur over a period of
approximately six weeks. Due to the small size of the project site, the amount of heavy
equipment that could be used simultaneously would be limited. Peak day construction
noise was estimated using the Federal Highway Administration Roadway Construction
Noise Model at the adjacent Friendship Manor, assuming simultaneous operation of a
dozer and wheeled loader near the western site boundary. Based on this analysis, peak
day noise levels would be 86.0 dBA Leq at Friendship Manor, which would be much
higher than ambient conditions (estimated at about 60 dBA Leq). This short-term impact
would be reduced to less than significant with the implementation of proposed
mitigation measures.

Long-Term Operation Noise

Mechanical Equipment Noise. The proposed Project would not include any commercial
or industrial equipment or processes that may generate noise that would affect adjacent
land uses. Building space and water heating equipment would be located on the proposed
building’s roof and would generate noise potentially affecting nearby residences. Based
on the simultaneous use of three air source heat pumps and noise data provided by the
pump manufacturer, heat pump noise would be approximately 61 dBA Leq at the nearest
residence (Friendship Manor). Some additional noise attenuation may also be provided
by a proposed perforated metal screen around roof-top mechanical equipment. Overall,
heat pump operation noise is anticipated to be similar to existing ambient noise levels.

Parking Lot Noise. The project site is currently used as an informal parking lot (unpaved,
no marked spaces), with cars parked as close as 50 feet to adjacent residences. The
proposed paved parking lot on the southern portion of the project site would include
parking spaces located as close as 18 feet to Pescadero Lofts (to the south) and 28 feet to
Friendship Manor (to the west). The proposed Project would increase parking lot related
noise at the adjacent receptors due to the decreased distance between parking activities
and residences. This project-related noise increase would likely be imperceptible to
adjacent noise-sensitive uses (residences) due to the following factors:

e The number of parking spaces is small (33 spaces), which would limit noise
generated by sources such as engines, tires, alarm activation, voices and car door
closing.

e The parking lot is very small with a single shared entry and exit, which would
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limit vehicle speeds and rapid acceleration (engine and tire noise) in the parking
lot.

e Parking lot use is anticipated to be primarily during the daytime (7 a.m. to 7 p.m.).

Traffic Noise. Traffic volume counts on El Colegio Road adjacent to the project site
range between 11,360 average daily trips for the segment west of the project site between
Los Carneros Road and Camino Pescadero; and 14,000 average daily trips for the
segment east of the project site between Camino Pescadero and Stadium Road. Traffic
counts on Camino Pescadero near the project site resulted in 6,406 average daily trips
(Fehr & Peers, 2025). It was also estimated that the proposed Project would generate
approximately 190 average daily trips. This small increase in traffic volumes on El
Colegio Road and Camino Pescadero would result in an imperceptible increase in traffic
noise at nearby residential land uses. Traffic volumes along El Colegio Road of 14,190
average daily trips (14,000 existing average daily trips plus 190 average daily trips
generated by the Project) would result in traffic noise conditions adjacent to the proposed
building of approximately 62 dBA CNEL. This traffic noise level is below the outdoor
threshold of significance of 65 dBA CNEL.

Overall, operational noise increases (mechanical equipment, parking lot noise, traffic
noise) are not expected to result in a significant increase in noise at noise receptor
locations near the project site, and would not result in an exceedance of the 65 dBA
CNEL exterior noise standard. Therefore, Project-related noise impacts are considered a
less than significant impact.

b. Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Proposed site preparation and grading activities would utilize heavy equipment which
would generate the highest construction-related vibration levels, and occur over a period
of approximately six weeks. Peak day construction vibration was estimated using
methods provided in the California Department of Transportation’s Transportation and
Construction Vibration Guidance Manual (2020 update) based on a dozer operating along
the western project boundary (within 20 feet of Friendship Manor). This analysis
indicates vibration levels would be strongly perceptible to residents (peak particle
velocity of 0.12 inches/second), but would not result in any structural damage to nearby
structures. The vibration level would be only barely perceptible to residents when
equipment is more than 50 feet way. Due to very limited time (up to a few hours per day
for a few weeks) vibration levels would be excessive and potentially annoyance to
adjacent land uses, the short-term vibration impacts of the project would be less than
significant.
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c. For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

The KITP House project site is located approximately 0.4 miles south of the 60 dBA
CNEL aircraft noise contour generated by operation of the Santa Barbara Municipal
Airport. Therefore, airport-related noise would be less than the 65 dBA CNEL threshold
and considered a less than significant impact to the proposed Project.

5.13.4 Cumulative Impacts.

None of the cumulative development projects identified in Section 1.8 (Cumulative
Projects) of this IS/MND would be located sufficiently close to the project site to result in a
substantial increase in construction noise or long-term noise conditions at or near the site.
Cumulative increases in traffic along El Colegio Road or Camino Pescadero resulting from
projects located on the UCSB Campus and in the Isla Vista community would be unlikely to
result in a perceptible increase in existing traffic noise conditions because existing traffic
volumes would need to be doubled to result in a traffic noise increase of three (3) dB. Therefore,
cumulative noise impacts would not be cumulatively considerable and would be less than
significant.

5.13.5 Mitigation Measures
Impacts Reduced to a Less Than Significant Level with Proposed Mitigation

The following mitigation measures would substantially reduce the effects of construction
noise impacts resulting from the KITP House Project. Due to the short duration of the project-
related construction operations, the following measures would be adequate to reduce the
project’s construction noise impacts to receptors located near the project site to a less than
significant level.

NOISE-1. Project-related construction activities would result in a substantial short-term
increase in ambient noise levels at sensitive noise receptors near the project site.

NOI-1a: Prior to the initiation of project-related construction activities, a noise
mitigation plan shall be prepared and shall be implemented throughout the
duration of the construction project. At minimum, the noise mitigation
plan shall include the following:

1. Construction equipment shall be properly maintained and be outfitted
with feasible noise-reduction devices to minimize construction-
generated noise.

2. Stationary noise sources such as generators and pumps are to be located
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at least 100 feet away from noise-sensitive land uses.

3. Whenever possible, residential areas that will be subject to construction
noise will be informed in writing at least one week before the start of
construction activities.

4. Loud construction activities, such as jackhammering, concrete sawing,
asphalt removal, and trenching operations, within 100 feet of a
residential or academic building shall not be scheduled during finals
week.

5. Loud construction activity within 100 feet of a residential building shall
be restricted to the hours between 7:30 AM and 7:30 PM, Monday
through Saturday.
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5.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING —
Would the project:
a) Induce substantial unplanned
population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, b
y( ple, by 0 0 0 v 0

b)

proposing new homes and

businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?

Displace substantial numbers of
existing people or housing, n n m m v
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

5.14.1 Setting

There are no residences located on the project site, which is primarily vacant but is used

as an informal parking lot. Infrastructure required to serve the KITP House Project (i.e., power,
water, wastewater and roads) are located adjacent to the project site.

5.14.2 Checklist Responses

a.

Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

The KITP House Project would be served by utilities located adjacent to the project site,
or located near the project site along the north side of El Colegio Road. No new
roadways would be required to provide local or regional access. Therefore, the Project
would have no impact resulting from potential growth inducing extensions of urban
infrastructure

The KITP House Project would provide housing for persons participating in KITP-
sponsored programs, rather than requiring the program participants to find housing at
more distant locations. Since the proposed housing would be used by persons filling
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5.14.3

existing KITP-sponsored positions, the housing would not result in additional people
relocating to the Project area. Therefore, the Project would not induce new or substantial
population growth in the Project area.

The Project would have a total of three (3) full-time equivalent staff persons at the project
site. These staff would provide custodial, maintenance, and site management services.
No in-migration to the project region is expected as a result of employment opportunities
that may result from the Project.

Therefore, the KITP House project would have less than significant impacts related to
an increase in the demand for housing.

Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

The proposed project site is generally vacant and would not result in the removal of any
residential units or result in the displacement of any people. Therefore, the proposed
project would have no impact related to the need for replacement housing.

Cumulative Impacts

The KITP House Project would not result in the removal of any existing housing, and

potential employment opportunities would be very limited. Therefore, the potential for the
project to result in unplanned population growth in the project region would not be cumulatively
considerable. Therefore, the Project’s cumulative population and housing impacts would be less
than significant

5.14.4

Mitigation Measures

The KITP Residence project would have no impact to housing, and would result in a less

than significant increase in the population of the Project region. No mitigation measures are
required.
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Potentially Impact Significant with Less Than No
Significant  Adequately Project-level Significant
Issues Impact Addressed in Mitigation Impact Impact

LRDP EIR Incorporated

5.15 PUBLIC SERVICES - Would
the project:

a) Result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new
or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response
times or other performance objectives
for any of the public services:

Fire protection? O O O v O
Police protection? O O O v O
Schools? L] O O v O
Parks? O O O v O

O O O v O

Other public facilities?

5.15.1 Setting

Fire Protection. The KITP House project site is located within the service area of the
Santa Barbara County Fire Protection District, and fire prevention and suppression services are
provided by the Santa Barbara County Fire Department. Fire Station No. 17 is located on Mesa
Road on the UCSB Main Campus, approximately one-half mile northeast of the project site. Fire
Station No. 11 is located on Storke Road, approximately one mile northwest of the project site.

The review and approval of development plans for the Project’s compliance with fire
protection-related requirements is the responsibility of the UCSB Fire Protection Division of the
Environmental Health and Safety Department, which oversees on-campus development and
development on properties controlled by the University. An employee of the on-campus Fire
Protection Division has been designated as a “Campus Fire Marshall” by the State Fire
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Marshall’s Office. The review of proposed development plans, such as access and hydrant
locations, is also coordinated with the County of Santa Barbara Fire Department.

As reported by the UCSB 2010 LRDP Final EIR, the County Fire Department strives to
maintain a five-minute response time throughout its service area. The Department also evaluates
fire service based on a maximum ratio of population per fire fighter (1:4,000). Also as reported
by the 2010 LRDP Final EIR, Santa Barbara County has indicated that Fire Station 17 is
currently deficient and is overburdened because its service area has a population that exceeds the
1:4,000 service ratio. The Department has also stated that Station 17 does not meet Essential
Facilities Act’ standards.

To address concerns regarding the adequacy of Fire Station 17 and the ability of the
County Fire Department to serve UCSB, the University and the County of Santa Barbara entered
into the 2010 Cooperative Agreement for Fire Protection, Emergency Response and Paramedic
Services (2010 Agreement). That agreement identifies specific actions to be implemented by the
County and UCSB to serve future population and development increases at UCSB. The
agreement indicates that the County will maintain adequate fire protection service levels
commensurate with County standards, and UCSB will pay its fair share of the cost for additional
fire personnel. The agreement does not require the expansion of Station No. 17.

Police Protection. Law enforcement at UCSB is provided by the University Police
Department (UCPD), which has the primary law enforcement jurisdiction over the University
and properties under control of the University. Officers are on patrol 24-hours a day, 365 days a
year, and enforce applicable local, state, and federal laws. The UCPD is headquartered at the
Public Safety Building at 1120 Mesa Road, which is approximately one-half mile northeast of
the KITP House project site. The UCPD has mutual aid agreements with the Santa Barbara
County Sheriff and the California Highway Patrol. UCPD and the Santa Barbara County
Sheriff’s Department also staff a foot patrol station in Isla Vista at 6504 Trigo Road.

Public Schools. Public education services in the Project region are provided by the
Goleta Union School District (GUSD) and the Santa Barbara Unified School District (SBUSD).
The GUSD serves the Goleta Valley area operates nine elementary schools. The SBUSD serves
the Santa Barbara and Goleta areas and operates 12 elementary schools, four junior high schools,
and five high schools.

5 The Essential Services Building Act’s purpose is “to provide for the establishment of building standards for
earthquake, gravity, fire, and wind resistance...” and recognizes that “certain nonstructural components housed in
essential services buildings, including, but not limited to, communications systems, main transformers and switching
equipment, and emergency backup systems, are essential to facility operations and that these nonstructural
components should be given adequate consideration during the design and construction process to assure, insofar as
practical, continued operation of the building after a disaster.”
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Parks. Numerous and varied recreation facilities for UCSB students, faculty and staff,

and the public are provided on the Main Campus. Other park facilities are provided in the
project region by the cities of Santa Barbara and Goleta, the County of Santa Barbara, and the
Isla Vista Recreation and Park District.

5.15.2 Checklist Responses

a) Fireprotection.

b)

The KITP House Project would result in the construction of a 53,117 square-foot, three-
story building, and would provide a total of 82 bed spaces. The proposed new building
area would not substantially increase existing demands for structural fire protection
services. In addition, the Project’s resident population already exists in the region and
would not increase existing demands for other fire department-related services.

Based on the requirements of the 2010 Agreement, fire protection services would
continue to be provided that are adequate to serve the Project, and physically altered
governmental facilities (i.e., a new or altered fire station) are not required to serve the
Project. In addition, based on the requirements of this impact evaluation threshold, the
need for additional fire protection services (i.e., additional personnel) is not an
environmental impact. With the implementation of the 2010 Agreement requirements
described above to provide adequate fire protection personnel to serve UCSB and the
project area, the KITP House Project would result in less than significant fire

protection impact.
Police protection

The 2010 LRDP EIR indicates that the UCPD does not use service ratio targets to
evaluate impacts to police services, however, the current facilities occupied by the UCSB
Police Department are inadequate to meet the current needs of the Department. The
KITP House Project would provide 82 bed spaces at an off-campus location, which
would not substantially increase demands for UCPD services. The population at the
project site would not require the physical alteration of governmental facilities to provide
police-related services at the project site. Therefore, the Project would result in less than

significant police protection impacts.

Schools.

In general, enrollments in the area schools have been declining or have remained
relatively stable. For example, in the 2024-25 school year, student enrollment in the
Santa Barbara Unified School District was 13,336 students, while enrollment in 2021-22
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was 13,891. In the 2024-25 school year, enrollment in the Goleta Union School District
was 3,395 students, while enrollment in 2021-22 was 3,381.6

The KITP House Project would provide residences for KITP program participants and
their families. Due to the Project size, household characteristics, and temporary
occupancy characteristics of Project residents (which would include limited numbers of
families with children), it is unlikely that the Project would generate a substantial number
of students that would require school services. Therefore, the Project would have a less
than significant impact related to an expansion of school facilities necessary to serve the
Project.

d) Parks.

The KITP House Project would have a maximum occupancy of 82 people and would
provide a variety of indoor and outdoor recreation facilities. In addition, residents of the
Project would also have access to recreation amenities at the Munger Physics Residences
adjacent to the project site on the north side of El Colegio Road, as well as recreation
facilities and beaches on the UCSB campus. Therefore, it is not anticipated that residents
of the Project would result in the need for new or physically altered park facilities, that
would have the potential to result in significant impacts. Therefore, the Project would
have a less than significant impact on park facilities.

e) Other public facilities.

The KITP House Project would not result in a substantial demand for other public
facilities, such as libraries, due to the Project’s limited occupancy of 82 people.
Therefore, the Project’s impacts would be less than significant.

5.14.3 Cumulative Impacts

As described in Section 1.8 (Cumulative Development) above, potential cumulative
development on the UCSB campus consists predominately of new student and faculty/staff
housing; and new laboratory and academic buildings. In addition to potential future
development by the University, several housing projects are proposed in the unincorporated
community of Isla Vista, and various housing, commercial, and industrial projects are proposed
throughout the City of Goleta. These future projects would result in increased demands for
public services.

Fire Protection. UCSB will continue to comply with the requirements of the 2010
Cooperative Agreement for Fire Protection, Emergency Response and Paramedic Services and
will also continue to make annual payments to Santa Barbara County that support additional

¢ Enrollment data source: California Department of Education, Data Quest (https://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest)
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firefighter staffing at Station 17. The continued implementation of the 20210 Agreement
addresses the service capabilities of Station 17, which provides fire protection services to the
UCSB campus as well as the adjacent community of Isla Vista. In addition, the Project would
not result in a substantial increase in structural development in the Isla Vista area. With the
resources provided by the additional fire protection funding, the Project’s demands related to fire
protection services would not require the construction of a new fire station and would not be
cumulatively considerable.

Police Protection. Cumulative development associated with the UCSB campus would
result in increased demands for police protection services by the UCPD. Cumulative
development in Isla Vista and the City of Goleta would not rely on the UCDP for service. It is
not expected that the residents of the proposed Project would result in a substantial increase in
the existing demand for law enforcement services provided by the UCPD. Therefore, police
protection impacts of the Project would not result in the need for new or expanded government
facilities and would not be cumulatively considerable.

Schools.  Cumulative development on the UCSB campus and in surrounding
communities would result in increased demands for school services. The proposed Project
would not be a substantial source of additional school-age children in the project area, and its
impacts related to the need for new or expanded government facilities would not be cumulatively
considerable.

Parks. Cumulative development on the UCSB campus and in surrounding communities
would result in increased demands for recreation facilities. It is not expected that the residents of
the proposed Project would result in a substantial increase in the use of existing recreation
facilities to the extent that new or altered facilities would be required. Therefore, the Project’s
impacts related to the need for new or expanded government facilities would not be cumulatively
considerable.

In summary, the Project’s cumulative impacts related to public services would not be
cumulatively considerable, and would be less than significant.

5.15.4 Mitigation Measures

The KITP House Project would not result in significant public service impacts. No
mitigation measures are required.
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5.16 RECREATION - Would the
project:
a) Would the project increase the
use of existing neighborhood
and regional parks or other v
recreational facilities such that . B . O
substantial physical deterioration
of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?
b) Does the project include

recreational facilities or require

the construction or expansion of O O m v 0
recreational facilities, which

might have an adverse physical

effect on the environment?

5.16.1 Setting

There are no recreation facilities located at the proposed project site. Numerous
recreation facilities and opportunities exist on the UCSB campus, however, including the Main
Campus Recreation Center; ball fields; tennis, basketball and volleyball courts; swimming pools;
and, beaches and open space areas that can be used for active and passive recreation activities.

Numerous bicycle and pedestrian pathways located on the UCSB campus and adjacent
areas provide access to on-campus and nearby beaches, as well as other recreation areas and
facilities located in the Project region. Off-campus park facilities include those operated by the
cities of Santa Barbara and Goleta, the County of Santa Barbara, and the Isla Vista Recreation
and Park District.

5.16.2 Checklist Responses
a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would

occur or be accelerated?

The KITP House Project would have a maximum occupancy of 82 people and would
provide a variety of indoor and outdoor recreation facilities. In addition, residents of the
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5.16.3

Project would also have access to recreation amenities at the Munger Physics Residences
(i.e., playground equipment, outdoor gathering areas, meeting rooms, etc.) adjacent to the
project site on the north side of El Colegio Road, as well as recreation facilities and
beaches on the UCSB campus. Therefore, it is not anticipated that residents of the
Project would substantially increase the use of existing parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur
Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant impact on park facilities.

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion
of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

As described in response “a” above, the Project would not result in a substantial demand
for recreation facilities located on the UCSB campus or in the project region. Therefore,
the Project would not require the construction of new recreation facilities, and the Project
would have a less than significant impact related to this threshold.

Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative development on the UCSB campus and in surrounding communities would

result in increased demands for recreation facilities. It is not expected that the residents of the
proposed Project would result in a substantial increase in the use of existing recreation facilities

to the

extent that physical deterioration of facilities would occur. Therefore, the Project’s

impacts related to adverse effects on recreation facilities would not be cumulatively
considerable, and would be less than significant.

5.16.4

Mitigation Measures

The KITP Residence project would not result in significant impacts to recreation

facilities. No mitigation measures are required.
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5.17 TRANSPORTATION Would
the project:

a) Conflict with a program,
plan, ordinance or policy
addressing the circulation
system, including transit, O ] ] v n
roadway, bicycle and
pedestrian facilities?

b) Conflict or be inconsistent
with CEQA Guidelines § v
15064.3, subdivision (b)? [ [ [

c) Substantially increase
hazards due to a geometric
design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous
intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g.,
farm equipment)?

d) Result in inadequate v
emergency access?

5.17.1 Setting

Roadway Network. The Project area has a network of regional and local roadways
that would provide access to the site, including the nearby roadways that serve the UCSB
Main Campus. The UCSB Main Campus is served by three “gateways” that connect the
campus to the surrounding areas of Santa Barbara County, the City of Goleta, and Isla Vista.
The eastern campus gateway provides direct access to Highway 217, which connects to U.S.
Route 101 northeast of UCSB. The western campus gateway at El Colegio Road and
northern gateway at Mesa Road provide access to Isla Vista, Santa Barbara County, and the
City of Goleta, and serve UCSB faculty, staff, and students residing north and west of
campus. The roadways that would serve the KITP House project site are described below:
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e El Colegio Road is a four-lane roadway that provides access from the Main Campus
to Isla Vista, City of Goleta, and the West Campus, and would be used to access the
project site.

e Camino Pescadero is a two-lane roadway that provides access between El Colegio
Road and Del Playa Drive in Isla Vista. The intersection of El Colegio Road/Camino
Pescadero is controlled by a traffic signal with crosswalks. A new vehicle access
driveway from Camino Pescadero would be located near the southeast corner of the
project site (approximately 65 feet south of the existing project site driveway).

e Los Carneros Road is a two- to four-lane roadway that provides access from El
Colegio Road and the North Gate at Mesa Road to Hollister Avenue and US-101.

e Mesa Road is a two- to four-lane east-west roadway along the northern border of
campus. Mesa Road provides access from the North Gate at Los Carneros Road to the
East Gate where it connects to Lagoon Road and Hwy. 217.

e Ocean Road is a two-lane internal campus roadway connecting El Colegio Road to
Mesa Road. The primary bus terminal serving the Main Campus is located on Ocean
Road at the UCSB Bus Loop.

e Stadium Road is a two-lane roadway on the Main Campus providing access north of
El Colegio Road to parking facilities, and is only open to emergency vehicles
between the driveway serving Lot 38 and Mesa Road.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities. UCSB provides an extensive bicycle and
pedestrian network on campus. Additionally, the existing bicycle circulation system in the
vicinity of UCSB and the project site has a number of features that are designed to serve
those commuting to and from campus. The features of the on- and off-campus bicycle
system include segregation from pedestrian paths, wayfinding signs, special paving, and
striping. These features enable cyclists to proceed at higher speeds on more direct routes,
relatively unfettered by vehicle or pedestrian traffic. Figure 5.17-1 shows the bicycle
facilities in the vicinity of the KITP House project site.

Adjacent to the project site, a Class I bicycle path is provided along the north side of
El Colegio Road that extends between Storke Road and the UCSB Main Campus. El Colegio
Road also has Class II striped bicycle lanes on both sides of the street. Pedestrian and bicycle
access to and from the north side of El Colegio Road is facilitated by an existing traffic
signal and crosswalk at the El Colegio Road/Camino Pescadero intersection. Bicyclists using
the El Colegio bicycle path or on-street bike lanes travel through the EI Colegio
Road/Stadium Road intersection to access the bicycle path to the south along Ocean Road.
Once on campus, bicycle travel through other intersections is minimal due to the availability
of grade-separated crossings.

The pedestrian network in the vicinity of the project site consists of sidewalks
adjacent to roadways and internal paths, including sidewalks along El Colegio Road and
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Camino Pescadero. The pedestrian facilities provide access to the Main Campus where
pedestrians also utilize the off-street bicycle paths and grade-separated crossings. A
pedestrian crosswalk is provided across Camino Pescadero just north of Cervantes Road,
which extends eastward from Camino Pescadero.

Transit. Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District (SBMTD) provides local bus
service for the region. The UCSB campus has a transit loop located in the central campus
along Ocean Road and multiple transit stops are provided along El Colegio Road to serve
students, faculty, and staff residing in the Storke Campus, West Campus, and Isla Vista.
SBMTD bus routes serving the KITP House project site and nearby areas are summarized
below and shown in Figure 5.17-2.

e Line 15x connects the campus with Isla Vista, Camino Real Marketplace and features
an express connection to Mesa Road traveling on Hwy 217 and US 101. Buses run
approximately every half-hour with multiple stops on El Colegio Road.

e Line 24x provides service between Camino Real Marketplace, Isla Vista, campus,
and features an express connection to downtown Santa Barbara. Buses run every 20
to 30 minutes with multiple stops on El Colegio Road.

e Line 27 provides service between campus, Isla Vista, and Camino Real Marketplace
approximately every 15 minutes with multiple stops in Isla Vista.

e Line 28 provides service between campus, Isla Vista, and Camino Real Marketplace
approximately every 15 minutes with multiple stops on El Colegio Road.

e Line 6 provides service between the SBMTD Transit Center in Downtown Santa
Barbara, Downtown Goleta, and the Camino Real Marketplace with service every 20
to 30 minutes.

e Line 11 connects the UCSB Bus Loop with Santa Barbara Airport and downtown
Santa Barbara with service approximately every half-hour.

e Line 12x provides express service between the SBMTD Transit Center in Downtown
Santa Barbara, Downtown Goleta, and the Camino Real Marketplace with service
every 25 to 45 minutes during the peak periods, and approximately every hour during
non-peak periods.

Based on commuter mode-split data collected by UCSB during the Spring 2024
Transportation Study, approximately three percent of all faculty and staff and thirteen percent
of students typically commute to campus using transit.

Transportation System Management. Transportation demand management (TDM)
strategies encourage alternative transportation choices and can therefore reduce vehicle trips
and demand for parking. UCSB offers a wide range of services to faculty and staff to
promote campus travel by transportations modes other than single occupancy vehicles
(SOV). The UCSB Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) provides incentives to
encourage the use of non-SOV modes to minimize parking demands, traffic congestion, and
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air pollution on campus. TAP provides Carpool Discount, Vanpool, Transit, Bicycle, and
CarShare programs along with others to encourage alternative modes of travel to campus.

UCSB collects travel survey data to understand how faculty, staff, and students travel
to campus on a typical basis. Table 5.17-1 summarizes travel modes for faculty, staff, and
students and compares the travel mode data at the time of the 2010 Long Range
Development Plan (LRDP) to current conditions. Overall, more faculty/staff and students are
using alternative modes to travel to UCSB than they were nearly 15 years ago. As shown, the
travel mode share attributed to single-occupant vehicles has declined over time for both
faculty/staff and students. The decline for faculty/staff is primarily due to an increase in
telecommuting. For students, the increase in mode share for transit and walking has offset the
decrease in mode share for biking.

Table 5.17-1

UCSB Travel Mode Share
Faculty/Staff Mode Share Student Mode Share
UCSB Population 2010 2024 2010 2024
(LRDP (Existing (LRDP (Existing
Baseline) Conditions) Baseline) Conditions)
Car, SOV 62% 52% 12% 8%
Motorcycle 1% 1% 1% 0%
Carpool/Vanpool 18% 9% 4% 2%
Local Bus (SBMTD) 6% 3% 11% 13%
Bike 11% 9% 50% 39%
Walk 1% 1% 18% 31%
Skateboard N/A 0% N/A 1%
Telecommuting N/A 26% N/A 5%
Other 0% 0% 4% 0%
Total Alternative Modes 37% 47% 87% 92%

Notes: Results based on data from the UCSB Social Science Survey Center — Winter 2010, Spring 2011, Spring 2012. Spring 2013 UCSB Transportation
Study and UCSB Budget and Planning Spring 2014 — 2019 and Spring 2023-24 UCSB Transportation Study.
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5.17.2 Checklist Responses

a.

Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the
circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

Policies included in the UCSB 2010 LRDP apply only to the UCSB Main, Storke,
North and West Campus areas, and are not applicable to the KITP House. The LRDP
policies also do not apply to the project site because that property is not included in
the LRDP. An evaluation of how the project may affect existing transit, roadways,
bicycle and pedestrian facilities is provided below.

The KITP House would be a 53,117 square foot, three-story building that has 33
residential units. In total, the KITP House would have 33 apartment units with 61
bedrooms; one short-term stay guestroom; and would accommodate a total of 82 bed
spaces. Building occupants would include postdoctoral scholars, visiting graduate
fellows, and long-term KITP visitors and their families.

Local vehicle access to the KITP House would be from El Colegio Road, which is
north of and adjacent to the site. Vehicle access to the project site from El Colegio
Road would be from Camino Pescadero and a new vehicle access driveway from
Camino Pescadero would be located near the southeast corner of the project site. The
proposed driveway would be approximately 65 feet south of the existing project site
access driveway, which would be removed.

The project site is approximately 1,600 feet from the UCSB Main Campus entrance
on El Colegio Road, and is approximately 1.1 miles from east of the KITP building
(Kohn Hall) on the Main Campus resulting in a short bike ride to campus. Pedestrian
access to the project site would be from existing sidewalks along El Colegio Road
and Camino Pescadero.

A paved vehicle parking lot would be located on the southern portion of the project
site. The parking lot would have a total of 33 spaces (i.e., one space per proposed
unit) including two ADA-compliant spaces. Bicycle parking for the KITP House
would be provided in a first-floor room and in an enclosed exterior area located near
the building’s main entrance with bicycle parking for visitors available in the vehicle
parking lot.

The 2024 Munger Physics Residence Survey collected over 200 responses from the
existing KITP housing facility (the Residence) and provided information regarding
travel behavior. The majority of residents at the existing facility travel to UCSB by
walking or biking and their access to a vehicle ranges from only 12 percent for
graduate fellows to 80 percent for visiting scholars with families as summarized
below.
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e Mode of travel to arrive at Kohn Hall:
o 50% by foot
o 30% by bike
o 16% by car
o 4% by bus
e Vehicle access by housing type:
o 40% of 1-BR occupants (typically a couple) had access to a vehicle
o 80% of 2-BR occupants (typically a family) had access to a vehicle

o 12% of 7-BR occupants (typically single people) had access to a
vehicle

The KITP House project site is adjacent to El Colegio Road and the Class I bicycle
path that provides access to UCSB on the north side of the roadway and the Class 11
striped bicycle lanes on both sides of the street. Pedestrian and bicycle access to and
from the north side of El Colegio Road is facilitated by an existing traffic signal and
crosswalk at the El Colegio Road/Camino Pescadero intersection. Sidewalks are
located on both sides of El Colegio Road and Camino Pescadero, and a pedestrian
crosswalk is provided across Camino Pescadero just north of Cervantes Road and the
proposed Project driveway. In addition, the project site is within approximately 400
feet of the eastbound bus stop on the south side of El Colegio Road and within
approximately 600 feet of the westbound bus stop on the northside of El Colegio
Road. Transit service at these stops is provided by MTD Lines 11, 24x, and 28.

The Project would increase the amount of housing located close to the UCSB Main
Campus for existing KITP positions filled by postdoctoral scholars, visiting graduate
fellows, and long-term KITP visitors and their families. Based on travel demand at
the existing Munger Physics Residence, most Project residents would travel to UCSB
by biking, walking, or transit and would not utilize a vehicle during their stay. The
project site is adjacent to robust bicycle, pedestrian, and transit facilities and would
not result in the removal or degradation of existing roadways, bicycle, pedestrian, or
transit facilities. Therefore, the KITP House would result in less than significant
impacts related to existing transportation facilities.

b. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3,
subdivision (b)?

On September 27, 2013, Governor Jerry Brown signed SB 743 into law, which
initiated a process to change transportation impact analyses completed in support of
CEQA documentation. SB 743 eliminates level of service (LOS) as a basis for
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determining significant transportation impacts under CEQA and provides a vehicle
miles travelled (VMT) performance metric. As a result, the State has shifted from
measuring a project’s impact to drivers (LOS) to measuring the impact of driving
(VMT) as it relates to achieving State goals of reducing greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions, encouraging infill development, and improving public health through
active transportation. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 (Determining the
Significance of Transportation Impacts) implements these changes to CEQA-required
evaluations of project-related transportation impacts.

The project’s VMT impacts are evaluated based on methodology guidance provided
by the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (Technical Advisory on
Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA, December, 2018). The VMT analysis
begins with a review of three VMT analysis screening options based on OPR
guidance to determine if it may have a VMT impact and require further evaluation.

VMT Impact Thresholds. OPR guidance states that VMT reduction is needed to
achieve State climate goals. Specifically, OPR guidance states that a 15% reduction
from existing levels in VMT per capita for light-duty vehicles is needed in order to
achieve the State required target of 80% reduction in greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions by 2050,

For consistency with OPR guidance, this analysis assumes a threshold boundary of
15% reduction from baseline VMT as an appropriate threshold to apply to the project.
If the project would generate VMT higher than the threshold, then it would be
expected to have a VMT impact, and if the project would generate VMT lower than
the threshold, then it would not be expected to have a VMT impact. The project
would not add new roadway capacity; and therefore, would not increase VMT based
on OPR guidance for transportation projects.

VMT Impact Analysis. The first step of a VMT analysis is to determine what type
of analysis, if any, is needed. OPR’s Technical Advisory suggests three screening
criteria that agencies can use to identify if a proposed project is expected to cause a
less than significant impact without conducting a detailed study: project size, project
accessibility to transit, and project location in a low VMT area®. These screening
criteria are relevant for UC Santa Barbara to assess if a VMT analysis would be
applicable for the proposed Project. The three screening criteria are detailed below
and applied to the KITP House to determine if the Project has the potential to result in
a VMT impact. Once a project qualifies under one of the screening criteria, the

7 Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impactsin
CEQA, 2018.

8 Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in
CEQA, 2018, 12-14.
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project is screened out from requiring further VMT analysis and impacts are
presumed to be less than significant.

Screening Criteria 1: Project Size. Land use projects that generate less than 110 daily
trips and local-serving retail projects, defined as commercial projects with local-
serving retail uses less than 50 thousand square feet (ksf), are presumed to have less
than significant VMT impacts absent substantial evidence to the contrary. Therefore,
these types of uses are screened out from completing a VMT analysis based on
project size.

Although the majority of trips generated by the KITP House are expected to be made
by biking, walking, and transit, the number of vehicle trips generated by the housing
units/beds may exceed 110 daily trips. In addition, the Project is not proposing any
locally serving retail uses. Therefore, the remaining two screening criteria are
considered for the proposed Project.

Screening Criteria 2: Transit Priority Areas (TPA) Screening. Projects located in a
Transit Priority Area (TPA) or along a High-Quality Transit Corridor (HQTC) may
be screened out from conducting a VMT analysis because they are presumed to have
a less than significant impact absent substantial evidence to the contrary. TPAs are
defined in the OPR Technical Advisory as a 2 mile radius around an existing or
planned major transit stop or an existing stop along a HQTC. A HQTC is defined as a
corridor with fixed route bus service frequency of 15 minutes (or less) during peak
commute hours.

The presumption that a project in a TPA will have a less than significant impact
absent substantial evidence to the contrary may not be appropriate if the project:

e Has a Floor Area Ratio (FAR) of less than 0.75;

e Includes more parking for use by residents, customers, or employees of the
project than required by the jurisdiction (if the jurisdiction requires the project
to supply parking);

e Is inconsistent with the applicable Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS)’
as determined by the lead agency; or

° To support achievement of the State’s greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reduction goals, initially set out in
California Assembly Bill 32, and followed by Senate Bill 32, California established the Sustainable
Communities and Climate Protection Act. SB 375 requires regional metropolitan planning organizations in
California to develop Sustainable Communities Strategies (SCS), or long-range plans, which align
transportation, housing, and land use decisions toward achieving GHG emissions reduction targets set by the
California Air Resources Board (CARB).
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e Replaces affordable residential units with a smaller number of moderate- or
high-income residential units.

Based on existing transit service, the KITP House Project site meets the definition of
being in a TPA as shown in Figure 5.17-3 (TPA Screening Opportunities: South
Santa Barbara County). In addition, the Project would have a FAR of approximately
0.98'% and meet the density recommendations provided by OPR. The County of Santa
Barbara and UCSB LRDP parking requirements are not applicable to the KITP
House. The Project would provide 33 parking spaces (one space for each unit),
including two ADA-compliant spaces, which would not result in more parking being
provided than required by County of UCSB standards. Therefore, the Project would
meet the goals of the Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG)
RTP!'!/SCS to reduce and shorten vehicle trips in the County, thereby reducing VMT.
The KITP House would not replace any existing affordable residential uses. As a
result, the Project is screened out from further VMT analysis under this screening
criteria.

Screening Criteria 3: Low VMT Area Screening. Although the KITP House meets
VMT screening for being located in a TPA, further analysis was conducted to
determine if the site is located in a low VMT generating area. OPR guidance states
that projects located within a low VMT generating area may be presumed to have a
less than significant impact absent substantial evidence to the contrary. A low VMT
generating area generally has higher density, a mix of land uses, and provides
opportunities for people to walk to nearby uses instead of driving. Low VMT areas
are defined as areas that are currently generating VMT below the VMT threshold.!?
Based on the VMT impact threshold for the project, low VMT is defined as an area
that generates VMT on a per capita basis that is 15% or more below the baseline
VMT.

To determine if the KITP House project site is located in a low VMT area, VMT data
from the SBCAG Regional Travel Demand Model'® was obtained for the project site
and for the County of Santa Barbara. Given that the project has residential uses,
Home-based VMT per Capita was obtained from the SBCAG model. For residential
land uses, home-based vehicle trips are traced back to the residence of the trip-maker
(non-home-based trips are excluded) and then divided by the residential population
within the geographic area to produce Home-based VMT per Capita.

10 Floor to Area (FAR) calculated based on 53,117 sf building and 54,190 sf site.
! Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) are prepared by regional agencies to identify a 20-year vision for
transportation priorities and investments.

12 Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in
CEQA, 2018, 12.

13 The version of the SBCAG model used for this study has a base year of 2015 and future year of 2050 and
was used to complete travel demand forecasts for the Connected 2050 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
and Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS), August 2021
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In the County of Santa Barbara, a low VMT area for residential uses generates no
more than 14.9 Home-Based VMT per Capita.!* The project site generates 7.9
Home-Based VMT per Capita which is far below the VMT threshold for residential
uses. Therefore, the KITP House is in an area with low VMT, which means that the
project is presumed to have a less than significant VMT impact and can be screened
out from further VMT analysis.

Based on the screening criteria, the KITP House is presumed to have a less than
significant VMT impact and is screened out from further VMT analysis. The VMT
thresholds and screening criteria applied in this study are based on CEQA guidance
and VMT reduction goals provided by the California Governor’s Office of Planning
and Research.

c. Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

Short-Term Impacts. The KITP House project site is located in the Isla Vista
community at the southwest corner of El Colegio Road and Camino Pescadero. The
project site is adjacent to the KITP Physics Residence Project, which provides
temporary housing for visiting scholars and is located on the north side of El Colegio
Road on the UCSB Storke Campus. Other adjacent land uses include the Tropicana
Gardens student housing facility on the east side of Camino Pescadero, residential
apartments to the south, and the Friendship Manor retirement community building to
the west. Project-related construction activities, such as heavy equipment use at the
project site, would have the potential to result in significant short-term safety impacts
to vehicles, pedestrians, and bicycles. Construction material staging required for the
KITP House would occur on the project site. Construction worker parking would
also occur on the project site. Throughout the project’s construction period, the
implementation of appropriate traffic, pedestrian, and bicycle safety control measures
would typically include measures such as the use of temporary fencing around the
construction site and staging areas, barriers, signage, flag persons, and traffic control
persons would reduce potential short-term construction site safety impacts to a less
than significant level. Therefore, the proposed project would result in less than
significant short-term hazard-related impacts.

Long-Term Impacts. The KITP House project site would provide a new vehicle
access driveway from Camino Pescadero located near the southeast corner of the
project site. The proposed driveway would be approximately 65 feet south of the

14 For residential uses, the County’s Baseline VMT for Year 2025 in the unincorporated areas of the County is
17.5 Home-Based VMT per Capita and 14.9 reflects a 15 percent reduction based on the VMT threshold.
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existing project site access driveway, which would be removed. The new driveway
would be located across from Cervantes Road, which extends eastward from Camino
Pescadero. The construction of the driveway would not interfere with the existing
crosswalk across Camino Pescadero just north of Cervantes Road. The project
driveway would be designed to applicable design standards and would require an
encroachment Permit from Santa Barbara County for relocation of the existing project
site driveway connection to Camino Pescadero.

The residential uses that would be located on the KITP House project site and the
new driveway would not result in the development of land uses that would result in
incompatible uses on project-area roadways or bicycle and pedestrian facilities.
Therefore, the project would result in less than significant hazard-related impacts.

Result in inadegquate emergency access?

Short-Term Impacts. Construction material staging required for the KITP House
would occur on the project site, and construction worker parking would also occur on
the project site. Construction-related activities on the project site would not result in
the closure of travel lanes on Camino Pescadero. Potential short-term emergency
access impacts that may result from trenching across El Colegio for utility
connections to existing infrastructure adjacent to the Munger Physics Residence
would be minimized by implementing traffic control measures specified in a required
Encroachment Permit issued by the Santa Barbara County Public Works Department.
Therefore, potential short-term emergency access impacts would be less than
significant.

Long-Term Impacts. Emergency vehicle access to the KITP House project site
would be provided from El Colegio Road and Camino Pescadero. The UCSB Police
Department and Santa Barbara County Fire Station 17 are both located on the UCSB
Main Campus, less than one-mile away. Therefore, the project would result in less
than significant potential emergency vehicle access impacts.

Cumulative Impacts

As described in Section 1.8 (Cumulative Development) above, potential cumulative

development on the UCSB Main Campus consists predominately of new student and
faculty/staff housing; and new laboratory and academic buildings. A proposal to construct
new vehicle fueling and washing facilities on University-owned property in the Cabrillo
Business Park in the City of Goleta would result in the relocation of facilities that were
formerly located on the UCSB Main Campus. In addition to potential future development by
the University, several housing projects are proposed in the unincorporated community of
Isla Vista, and various housing, commercial, and industrial projects are proposed throughout
the City of Goleta.
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For cumulative conditions, OPR guidelines state that a project that is below the VMT
impact thresholds and does not have a VMT impact under baseline conditions would also not
have a cumulative impact as long as it is aligned with long-term State environmental goals,
such as reducing GHG emissions, and relevant plans, such as the SBCAG RTP/SCS'. For
baseline conditions, the KITP House is screened out from further VMT analysis based on its
location in a low VMT area and Transit Priority Area. The Project supports long-term
environmental goals by providing new housing for postdoctoral scholars, visiting graduate
fellows, and long-term KITP visitors and their families to reduce the need to commute to
campus.

Based on the screening criteria, the project is presumed to have a less than significant
VMT impact and is screened out from further VMT analysis. The VMT thresholds and
screening criteria applied in this study are based on CEQA guidance and VMT reduction
goals provided by the California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research. The KITP
House would not result in a significant VMT impact and would not result in any new
significant transportation-related impacts. Therefore, the project would result in a less than
significant VMT cumulative impact.

Based on the KITP House land uses and design, the residential uses that would be
located on the project site, and the new driveway serving the site, would not result in the
development of land uses that would result in incompatible uses on project-area roadways or
bicycle and pedestrian facilities. As such, the project’s impacts related to geometric hazards
would not be cumulatively considerable or significant and the project would result in less
than significant cumulative geometric hazards impact.

The San Benito Student Housing Project on the UCSB Main Campus would result in
the temporary closure of Stadium Road for emergency vehicles during construction of that
project, and would also result in the permanent closure of Stadium Road for through traffic.
Stadium Road is used by emergency service vehicles to travel between UCSB Police
Department and Santa Barbara County Fire Station 17 and Isla Vista. With the temporary
closure of Stadium Road, emergency service vehicles would travel on Mesa Road, Los
Carneros Road, and El Colegio Road to access the project site, which would increase the
travel distance for emergency service vehicles from approximately 3,300 feet to 4,400 feet
(approximately 0.2 mile). Upon completion of San Benito construction, existing routes for
emergency vehicles within the Main Campus will be restored, and construction-related traffic
will cease. The KITP House project would not increase UCSB enrollment and would not
substantially contribute to a cumulative evacuation impact in the project area. Therefore, the
project’s emergency planning and response impacts would not be cumulative considerable or
significant and the KITP House would result in less than significant cumulative emergency
access impact.

15 Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA,
2018, 6.
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5.17.4 Mitigation Measures

The KITP House project would result in less than significant transportation impacts.
No mitigation measures are required.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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5.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL
RESOURCES.

a) Would the project cause a
substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in the Public
Resources Code Section 21074 as
either a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape that is

geographically defined in terms of

the size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or object
with cultural value to a California

Native American tribe, and that is:

i) Listed or eligible for listing
in the California Register of
Historical Resources, or in a
local register of historical
resources as defined in
Public Resources Code
Section 5020(k), or

ii) A resource determined by the

lead agency, in its discretion
and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant

according to criteria set forth

in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section
5024.1?7 In applying the
criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of the Public
Resources Code Section

5024.1, the lead agency shall

consider the significance of
the resource to a California
Native American tribe.
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5.18.1 Setting

Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52), known as the Native American Historic Resource
Protection Act, requires lead agencies to provide notice to tribes that are traditionally and
culturally affiliated with a proposed project’s geographic area, if they have requested to be
notified. The purpose of the notice is to include California tribes in determining if a
project may result in significant impacts to tribal cultural resources (TCR) that may be
undocumented or known only to the tribe. AB 52 defines a TCR as a site, feature, place, or
a cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of size and scope, sacred place,
or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe that is either included
or eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources or included in a
local register of historical resources, or that the lead agency chooses at its discretion to
treat as a TCR. When a lead agency chooses to treat a resource as a TCR, that
determination shall be supported with substantial evidence, applying the criteria in the
historical register and considering the significance of the resource to a California tribe. A
project that may cause substantial adverse change in the significance of a TCR is one that
may have a significant effect on the environment.

Consultation with California tribes may include, but is not limited to, discussion of
the type of environmental review necessary, the significance of TCRs, the significance of
the proposed project impacts on the TCRs, and alternatives and mitigation measures
recommended by the tribe. Mitigation measures agreed upon must be included in the
environmental document. Consultation is considered concluded when the parties agree to
measures to avoid or reduce a significant impact on a TCR, or when a party concludes that
mutual agreement cannot be reached. If no formal agreement on the appropriate mitigation
has been established, mitigation measures that avoid or substantially lessen potential
significant impacts should be implemented, if feasible.

UCSB notified the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians, Barbarefio / Ventureno
Band of Mission Indians, and the Coastal Band of the Chumash Nation regarding the
proposed KITP House Project because those Tribes previously requested to be notified of
future projects undertaken by UCSB in accordance with the requirements of AB 52. In
response to this notification, the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians (SYBCI) requested
to engage in formal consultation with UCSB. As part of the consultation process, the
SYBCI requested that cultural resource monitoring be conducted at the KITP House
project site while ground disturbing operations are conducted. In compliance with this
request, proposed mitigation measures CUL-la — le in Section 5.5.4 of this IS/MND
require on-site monitoring; specify pre-construction actions to be implemented; and
measures to be implemented in the event that cultural resources are detected.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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5.18.2 Checklist Responses

a.

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in the Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a
site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the
Size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe, and that is:

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources,

or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources
Code Section 5020(K).

As described in Section 5.5 (Cultural Resources) above, Phase I, and Extended
Phase I cultural resource investigations were conducted on the project site.
Shell fragments were found near an on-site bore hole and rodent holes during
the surface survey. The fragments near the bore hole were interpreted as
geological and natural in origin based on geological and soil references for the
area. Coring logs indicated the shell was likely from the Sisquoc Formation at a
depth greater than 15 feet. The Extended Phase 1 investigation conducted to
assess whether the shells found near rodent holes in the northeast corner of the
project site were associated with intact cultural deposits resulted in the recovery
of very few shell fragments from within disturbed contexts alongside modern
debris. No other cultural material (e.g., lithics, bone, ground stone) was found,
and no significant, intact cultural deposits were discovered within the Project
area. The resources encountered by the site investigations are not considered
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and /or
California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). Therefore, the Project
would result in less than significant impacts to sites eligible for listing.

i) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by

substantial evidence, to be significant according to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.17 In applying the
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of the Public Resources Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

The analysis of Project-related impacts to known archaeological resources
presented in Section 5.5 (Cultural Resources) above concludes that the potential
for significant impacts at the project site is low. However, the analysis also
concludes that in the event that cultural resources are encountered during on-site
grading, such impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level with the
implementation of proposed mitigation measures.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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Based on the analysis provided above and previous contact regarding the
Project with the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians, the potential for the
Project to result in significant impacts to tribal cultural resources, including
significant Native American artifacts and human remains, is considered to be
low, However, in the event that resources are encountered during site
construction, potential impacts would be reduced to less than significant with
the implementation of mitigation measures CUL-1a through le. No additional
mitigation measures are required.

5.18.3 Cumulative Impacts

The proposed Project would be required to implement measures to minimize the
potential for significant impacts to tribal cultural resources that may be encountered
during the construction of the proposed Project. Since the potential for the Project to
impact known intact cultural resources is considered to be low, and mitigation measures
would be implemented to reduce unanticipated impacts to a less than significant level, the
Project would not result in cumulatively considerable impacts to tribal cultural resources
and its potential cumulative impacts would be less than significant.

5.18.4 Mitigation Measures

Potential impacts of the proposed Project on tribal cultural resources would be
reduced to a less than significant impact with the implementation of mitigation measures
CUL-1a through CUL-le included in Section 5.5.4 above. No additional mitigation
measures are required.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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5.19 UTILITIES AND
SERVICE SYSTEMS -Would the
project:

a) Require or result in the
relocation or construction
of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or
storm water drainage,
electric power, natural v
gas, or U U O
telecommunications
facilities, the construction
or relocation of which
could cause significant
environmental effects?

b) Have sufficient water
supplies available to serve v
the project and reasonably (Il ([l l
foreseeable future
development during
normal, dry and multiple
dry years?

¢) Result in a determination
by the wastewater
treatment provider, which
serves or may serve the
project that it has
adeJquate capacity to serve 0 O O v
the project’s projected
demand in addition to the
provider’s existing
commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in
excess of state or local O O n v m
standards, or in excess of
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Project

Impact Less Than
Potentially P Significant Less Than
. Adequately . . .. No
Significant with Project- Significant
Issues Addressed R Impact
Impact . level Mitigation Impact
in LRDP Incorporated
EIR corporate
the capacity of local
infrastructure, or
otherwise impair the
attainment of solid waste
reduction goals?
e) Comply with applicable
federal, state, and local O O ] v m

statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?

5.19.1 Setting
Wastewater Treatment and Disposal

The Goleta Sanitary District (GSD) operates the Goleta Wastewater Treatment Plant,
which is located southeast of the Santa Barbara Municipal Airport. The treatment plant has
a design capacity of 9.72 million gallons per day (MGD), however, the NPDES permit for
the plant’s ocean outfall established a permitted plant capacity of 7.64 MGD. The daily
flow into the treatment plant is approximately 5.00 MGD.

Wastewater collection services for the KITP House Project would be provided by the
Goleta West Sanitary District (GWSD), which provides service for Isla Vista, the UCSB
North, West and Storke Campuses, and portions of the City of Goleta. The GWSD sends
wastewater to the Goleta Wastewater Treatment Plant, and owns a 40.08 percent share of the
plant’s permitted treatment capacity, which is equivalent to 3.12 million gallons per day
(MGD). Current average dry weather flows from the GWSD to the Goleta Wastewater
Treatment Plant are approximately 1.90 MGD. Therefore, the GWSD has approximately
1.22 MGD of remaining treatment capacity at the treatment plant.

Water Supply

The Goleta Water District (GWD) provides potable water service for the City of
Goleta and surrounding areas, including UCSB. Most of the water provided by the District
is from Lake Cachuma and the State Water Project. Additional supply sources include
groundwater from the Goleta North/Central Groundwater Basin and recycled water. The
District’s 2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) indicates that its reasonably
available water supply in 2025 will be 16,240 acre feet and that total water demand is
expected to be 11,634 acre feet. The UWMP projects that by the year 2040, available water
supply will be 16,244 acre feet and total water demand will be 12,771 acre feet.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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The 2020 UWMP evaluated available water supplies and projected demand under
multiple dry year conditions. That evaluation determined that for the period of 2025 through
2040, water supply surpluses would be available during the first and second drought years.
During drought years three through five, however, water supplies and demands would be
equal.

UCSB Water Use

Potable water supplied to UCSB by the GWD is controlled by various permits and
agreements. One of the permits between UCSB and the GWD (Permit No. 14) allocates 953
AFY for use on the Main Campus, Storke Campus, and West Campus. In fiscal year
2022/2023, UCSB used 477 acre feet of potable water under Permit No. 14 (UCSB, 2024).
Based on the recent water use conditions, 476 acre feet remain available to UCSB under the
requirements of Permit 14.

The GWD has indicated that the proposed KITP House Project may obtain water
service from the District under the requirements of Permit 14. This would be facilitated by
connecting the proposed Project to an existing water pipeline that serves the existing
Munger Physics Residences project, which is located adjacent to the proposed project site on
the north side of El Colegio Road

UCSB has implemented water conservation programs that have substantially reduced
potable water use. In 1996/1997 it is estimated that the average annual potable water use by
UCSB was 896 acre feet, while the annual potable water use for the entire campus in fiscal
year 2022/2023 was 603 acre feet (UCSB, 2024). Actions undertaken by UCSB to reduce
potable water use have targeted academic, research, and residential buildings operated by
Housing & Residential Services. Water use reduction projects also addressed landscaping,
irrigation, and industrial applications.

Solid Waste Disposal

Solid waste generated at UCSB and UCSB-controlled properties is collected by the
MarBorg Company and transported to the Tajiguas Landfill for disposal. Commingled
recyclables are taken to MarBorg’s Commercial Recyclables Processing Center, located
approximately two miles from UCSB.

The Tajiguas Landfill is operated by the County of Santa Barbara, and is located
approximately 16 miles west of the proposed project site. The landfill accepts solid waste
primarily from the cities of Santa Barbara and Goleta, and unincorporated Santa Barbara
County south coast areas. The landfill is permitted to accept up to 1,500 tons of solid waste
per day. In April, 2024, the Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors approved a
proposal to expand the Tajiguas Landfill. The expansion will increase the landfill's design
capacity from 23.3 million cubic yards to 29.4 million cubic yards and is expected to extend
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the landfill's life until 2038. The MarBorg recyclables processing facility can accept up to
80 tons of material per day.

As reported to the Sustainability Tracking, Assessment & Rating System (STARS)
each Weighted Campus User (WCU) at UCSB generated 0.24 tons of solid waste during the
2022-23 school year. The WCU is used to normalize varying resource use by weighting
students, faculty and staff by their different degrees of time spent on campus. It is also
reported that in 2022-23, approximately 65 percent of the waste generated on campus was
diverted from landfill disposal by recycling, composting, donating or re-selling.

5.19.2 Checklist Responses

a. Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded
water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

Construction of the proposed Project would require connections to existing utilities that
are generally located adjacent to the project site. The locations of existing utilities that
would serve the Project are described below.

Potable and Fire Water. Potable and fire suppression water service would be provided
from an existing UCSB water main located on the north side of El Colegio Road and that
serve the Munger Physics Residences. A new service line to connect the Project to the
existing water main would be installed beneath El Colegio Road.

Recycled Water. The Project would not use recycled water and a new service
connection would not be required.

Wastewater. An existing GWSD 18-inch diameter PVC sewer main is located adjacent
to the project site in Camino Pescadero. The existing sewer line has adequate capacity
to serve the proposed project (Stantec, 2025).

Natural Gas. The Project would not use natural gas and a connection to natural gas
service would not be required.

Electricity Electrical service for the Project would be provided by the on-campus
photovoltaic systems and the University of California Clean Power Program (CPP). The
CPP power generation mix comprises 100% carbon-free power sources as verified by
The Climate Registry. Electricity would be delivered to the project site from existing
electrical service on the north side of El Colegio Road that serves the Munger Physics
Residence. The electrical connection beneath El Colegio Road would be co-located with
the proposed extension of water service.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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Communications. Existing communications services would be provided by existing
service located adjacent to the project site.

Connections to existing utility service lines adjacent to the project site would
incrementally contribute to the potential construction-related impacts of the Project, such
as short-term dust emissions, disturbance of nesting birds, disturbing previously
undetected cultural/tribal cultural resources, and noise. The evaluation of short-term
construction-related impacts included in this IS/MND determined that the Project’s
construction-related impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level with the
implementation of identified mitigation measures, including: AQ-1a, BIO-1a through Ic,
CUL-1a through le, and NOI-la. Therefore, short-term impacts resulting from new
Project-serving connections to existing utility systems would be reduced to less than
significant.

b. Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and
reasonably foreseeabl e future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

Project-Related Water Use

Potable water would be used by the Project for domestic (interior) purposes and exterior
landscape irrigation. The water demand of the proposed 33 residential units and guest
room were estimated using a factor of 0.152 AFY per unit, based on water demand data
for apartment units used by the UCSB 2010 LRDP Final EIR. Potable water use by the
Project is estimated to be approximately 5.17 AFY.

Water used by the Project would be supplied by the GWD under Permit 14, which is an
allocation of 953 AFY. In fiscal year 2022/2023, UCSB used 477 acre feet of potable
water under Permit No. 14. Therefore 476 AFY is available under Permit 14 to serve the
Project. After the proposed residences are occupied, approximately 471 AFY would
remain available to UCSB under Permit 14.

As described above, the Goleta Water District’s UWMP indicates that its reasonably
available water supply in 2025 will be 16,240 acre feet and that total water demand is
expected to be 11,634 acre feet. The UWMP also projects that by the year 2040,
available water supply will be 16,244 acre feet and total water demand will be 12,771
acre feet. Based on these projections, sufficient water supplies are and would continue
to be available to serve the Project.

Also as described above, projected water supplies would be greater than projected water
demands during years one and two of a multiple dry year period. During the third,
fourth, and fifth years of a multiple year dry period, however, projected water demand
and supply conditions would be equal, and no water supply surplus would occur. The
2020 UWMP identifies a wide range of water shortage response actions and demand
reduction measures that would be implemented when water supply shortages occur.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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These actions and programs include measures that would be implemented based on
drought stage conditions, and consist of actions such as public information campaigns;
increased landscape irrigation efficiency; decreased water line flushing and water system
losses; reducing water used for lodging, recreation, maintenance, and decorative uses.

Therefore, adequate water supplies are available for the Project during normal, dry and
multiple dry years, and the Project would result in a less than significant water supply
impact.

c. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

The amount of wastewater generated by the Project was estimated by assuming that 90
percent of the total amount of potable water used would be treated as wastewater. Based
on an estimated water use of 5.17 AFY, the Project would generate approximately 4.7
AFY of wastewater, or approximately 0.004 million gallons per day (MGD). Based on
the remaining wastewater treatment capacity of 1.22 MGD available to GWSD at the
Goleta Sanitary District Wastewater Treatment Plant, adequate treatment capacity is
available to serve the Project. After implementation of the Project, more than 1.21 MGD
of treatment capacity would remain available to GWSD at the treatment plant.
Therefore, the Project’s wastewater treatment demand would be a less than significant
impact.

d. Would the project generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in excess
of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste
reduction goals?

Short-Term Impacts

The proposed project site is vacant and would not result in the generation of a substantial
amount of demolition-related waste. Development of the proposed building would result
in the generation of construction material waste. Based on surveys of a range of
residential construction projects, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA, 2003)
estimated that the average waste material generation rate from residential construction
projects was 4.39 pounds of waste per square foot of building area. Based on a total of
approximately 53,117 square feet of total floor area included in the Project, construction
activities would generate approximately 117 tons of waste material. The Project would
comply with the construction waste recycling requirements of the CALGreen Building
Code, which requires that at least 65 percent of nonhazardous construction waste be
recycled and/or salvaged for reuse. Using a recovery rate of 65 percent, the construction
of the Project would generate approximately 41 tons of construction waste that would
require landfill disposal. The disposal of this waste at the Tajiguas Landfill would not
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exceed the capacity of the landfill, and would result in a less than significant solid
waste disposal impact.

Long-Term Impacts

The long-term management of solid waste generated at the project site would be
facilitated by the proposed building design, which would include a waste collection areas
for landfill waste and recyclables, The collected waste would be removed from the site
by the MarBorg Company for transport to the Tajiguas Landfill for disposal, or to the
MarBorg Commercial Recyclables Processing Center, or for composting.

Solid waste from the Project would be generated primarily by building occupants.
Based on 2022-2023 waste generation and disposal data reported by UCSB to STARS,
each occupant of the Project would generate approximately 0.24 tons of waste per year,
and approximately 65 percent of the generated waste would be diverted from landfill
disposal. Based on a building occupancy of 82 people, the Project would result in the
generation of approximately 19.7 tons of solid waste per year, or approximately 377
pounds per day, that would be disposed at the Tajiguas. The Project’s waste generation
characteristics and waste disposal requirements would not substantially affect the
disposal capacity of the Tajiguas Landfill, which has an expected service life of
approximately 13 years to the year 2038. Therefore, the long-term disposal of Project-
generated waste would result in a less than significant solid waste disposal impact.

e. Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction
statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Solid waste management requirements applicable to this threshold and UCSB waste
management operations are briefly described below.

California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989. California’s Integrated Waste
Management Act of 1989 (AB 939 and SB 1322) set a requirement for cities and
counties throughout California to divert 50 percent of all solid waste from landfills as of
January 1, 2000, through source reduction, recycling, and composting. AB 939 also
required cities and counties to prepare integrated waste management plans and a source
reduction and recycling element to be submitted to the Department of Resources
Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle).

UC Sustainable Practices Policy (2024). The University will achieve zero waste
through prioritizing waste reduction in the following order: reduce, reuse, and then
recycle and compost (or other forms of organic recycling). Minimum compliance for
zero waste at all locations other than health locations, is as follows:

a. Reduce per capita municipal solid waste generation by:

University of California, Santa Barbara
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1. 25% per capita from FY2015/16 levels by 2025
i1. 50% per capita from FY2015/16 levels by 2030.

b. Divert 90% of municipal solid waste from the landfill.

During the 2022-23 fiscal year, UCSB achieved an overall solid waste diversion rate of
approximately 65 percent, which meets the requirements of AB 939, and the 50 percent
waste diversion goal of the UC Sustainable Practices Policy. The Project would not
generate solid waste quantities that would impede the ability of UCSB to maintain or
further reduce existing waste diversion rates. Therefore, the Project would have a less
than significant effect regarding the implementation of applicable solid waste
management regulations.

5.19.3 Cumulative Impacts
Water Supply

UCSB Projects. To estimate cumulative water use that would result from
reasonably foreseeable development on the UCSB Campus, the projects listed on Table 1.8-
1 (UCSB Cumulative Development Projects) that would obtain water under Goleta Water
District Permit 14 were identified. The estimated cumulative development water use shown
on Table 5.19-1 indicates that the water demand resulting from reasonably foreseeable
development projects on the UCSB campus that would be served under GWD Permit 14
would be approximately 204 AFY. Added to the approximately 5 AFY water demand of the
KITP House Project, the total reasonably foreseeable cumulative water demand under the
Permit 14 would be approximately 209 AFY. After deducting estimated Project and
cumulative water demand (209 AFY) from the 476 AFY that currently remains available to
UCSB under the Permit 14 allocation, approximately 267 AFY would remain available to
UCSB under Permit 14. Therefore, the Project’s cumulative water supply impacts related to
the GWD Permit 14 water allocation would be less than significant.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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Table 5.19-1
Goleta Water District Permit 14 Cumulative Potable Water Demand

Potable
. . Water
Project Size Water Demand Factor
Demand
(AFY)
San Benito Student Housing 2,224 beds 0.0254 afy/bed (1) 56.5
East Campus Student Housing 1,276 net new beds 0.0254 afy /bed (1) 324
Marine Biotechnology Lab Renewal 41,833 net new sq. ft. | 0.184 afy/1,000 ASF (2) 7.7
Ocean Road Housing 543 units 0.152 AFY/unit (2) 82.5
New Physics Building 64,000 square feet 0.184 afy/1,000 ASF (2) 11.8
Engineering 111 Building 75,000 square feet 0.184 afy/1,000 ASF (2) 13.8
Total -- -- 204.7

(1) Based on metered water use at the UCSB Sierra Madre Project
(2) Based on UCSB 2010 LRDP Final EIR estimates

Project Area Development. Cumulative water demand that would result from the
reasonably foreseeable development in the Project area listed on Table 1.8-2 (City of Goleta
and County of Santa Barbara Cumulative Development Summary) is estimated on Table
5.19-2. Water for the identified cumulative development projects would be provided by the
Goleta Water District.

As shown on Table 5.19-2, cumulative water demand would be approximately 260
AFY. The Goleta Water District’s 2020 Urban Water Management Plan indicates that its
reasonably available water supply in 2025 will be 16,240 acre feet and that total water
demand is expected to be 11,634 acre feet. The 2020 Urban Water Management Plan also
projects that by the year 2040, available water supply will be 16,244 acre feet and total
water demand will be 12,771 acre feet. Based on the estimated current and future water
supply surplus, cumulative water supply impacts related to regional water supplies would be
less than significant.

Table 5.19-2
Project Area Cumulative Potable Water Demand

Potable
Project Type Amount Water Del(lii)lnd Factor D\:’;;elfd

(AFY)
Residential (multi-family) 641 units 0.22 afy/unit 141
Light Industrial 298,533 square feet | 0.28 afy/1,000 square feet 84
Commercial and Institutional 92,934 square feet 0.30 afy/1,000 square feet 28
Office 48,000 square feet 0.15 afy/1,000 square feet 7
Total -- -- 260

(1) Based on metered water use at the UCSB Sierra Madre Project
(2) Based on UCSB 2010 LRDP Final EIR estimates

University of California, Santa Barbara

5.19-9



KITP House Project Initial Study and MND
Utilities and Service Systems

In conclusion, adequate water supplies would be available under UCSB’s existing
water service allocation under Permit 14 to serve reasonably foreseeable development,, and
existing water supplies available to the Goleta Water District would be adequate to serve
reasonably foreseeable development in the Project area. Therefore, potential cumulative
water supply impacts are considered to be less than significant.

Wastewater Treatment

UCSB has a contractual capacity ownership of 7.09% of the Goleta Sanitary
District’s treatment plant permitted capacity, which is equivalent to 0.542 MGD. In
2023/24, UCSB’s wastewater flow directly to the treatment plant was approximately 0.147
MGD. Based on UCSB’s current average flow data (0.147 MGD) and the University’s
ownership allocation (0.542 MGD), there is approximately 0.395 MGD of additional
permitted capacity for the University at the Goleta Sanitary District Treatment Plant.

The estimated water demand of reasonably foreseeable cumulative development on
the UCSB campus is estimated to be approximately 260 AFY. Assuming 90% of that water
requires treatment, cumulative wastewater generation would be approximately 234 AFY, or
approximately 0.209 MGD. Therefore, there is sufficient remaining capacity at the
treatment plant (0.395 MGD) to accommodate the wastewater generated by reasonably
foreseeable development at UCSB that would be sent directly to the treatment plant (i.e., not
collected by the Goleta West Sanitation District). Wastewater generated by the projects
identified on Table 5.19-2 would not be collected by the GWSD and would not affect the
District’s remaining treatment capacity at the treatment plant. Therefore, potential
cumulative impacts related to remaining treatment capacity available to UCSB and the
GWSD would be less than significant.

Solid Waste

The amount of solid waste generated by the KITP House Project that would require
landfill disposal would be limited, and would not require a cumulatively considerable
amount of landfill disposal capacity. Therefore, potential cumulative solid waste disposal
impacts would be less than significant.

5.19.4 Mitigation Measures

The KITP House Project would not result in significant impacts to utilities and
service systems. No mitigation measures are required.

University of California, Santa Barbara
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No
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5.20 WILDFIRE. If located in
or near state responsibility
areas or lands classified as
very high fire hazard
severity zones, would the
project:

a) Substantially impair an
adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

b) Due to slope, prevailing
winds, and other factors,
exacerbate wildfire risks, and
thereby expose project
occupants to pollutant
concentrations from a wildfire
or the uncontrolled spread of a
wildfire?

¢) Require the installation or
maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads,
fuel breaks, emergency water
sources, power lines or other
utilities) that may exacerbate
fire risk or that may result in
temporary or ongoing impacts
to the environment?

d) Expose people or structures to
significant risks, including
downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a
result of runoff, post-fire
slope instability, or drainage
changes?
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The UCSB campus is located in a Local Responsibility Area and the Santa Barbara
County Fire Department is responsible for providing fire prevention and suppression
services. Fire Station No. 17 is located on Mesa Road on the UCSB Main Campus,
approximately one-half mile northeast of the project site. Fire Station No. 11 is located on
Storke Road, approximately one mile northwest of the project site.

As shown on Figure 5.20-1 (Fire Hazard Severity Zones), the KITP House site and
nearby areas are not located in an area with a designated high wildfire hazard potential.
Areas designated as a Very High Fire Severity Zone by the State Fire Marshall are
approximately two miles to the north and three miles to the west of the project site.

5.20.2 Checklist Responses

a Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

UCSB maintains a campus-wide Emergency Operations Plan (EOP) that establishes
emergency response procedures. The EOP establishes a chain of command during
emergencies, and provides requirements for individual departments to prepare their
own EOPs for immediate response to emergency situations.

Access to the KITP House building would be from El Colegio Road and new
driveway connection to Camino Pescadero. Potential short-term emergency
response or evacuation impacts that may result from construction activities, such as
trenching across El Colegio for utility connections to existing infrastructure adjacent
to the Munger Physics Residence, would be minimized by implementing traffic
control measures specified in a required Encroachment Permit issued by the Santa
Barbara County Public Works Department. As described in Section 5.17
(Transportation) of this IS/MND, the KITP Residence project would not result in a
substantial amount of additional traffic on local roadways that would have the
potential to substantially interfere with access to or through the Project area.
Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant impact related to
emergency response or evacuation plans.

b Would the project due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from
awildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

The project site and surrounding areas are generally level. Proposed landscaping on
the project site, and vegetation in areas near the project site generally consist of
ornamental landscaping that does not present a substantial wildfire risk. Areas with
native vegetation are located in the San Clemente Habitat Restoration Area and
Stormwater Management System adjacent to the north side of El Colegio Road,
however, that vegetation is managed by the UCSB Cheadle Center and does not
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5.20.3

result in a substantial fire safety risk. Other conditions that have the potential to
exacerbate wildfire risk, such as constrained access and limited water supplies for
fire suppression, are not a substantial constraint in the project area. Therefore, the
proposed Project would not result in a substantial change in wildfire risk at the
project site or project area, and the Project would have a less than significant fire
risk impact.

Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure
(such asroads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power linesor other utilities)
that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to
the environment?

The proposed Project would not require the installation of infrastructure in a high
wildfire hazard area, or require infrastructure improvements that would have the
potential to exacerbate wildfire risk. Therefore, the Project would have no impact
related to this significance threshold.

Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire
slope instability, or drainage changes?

The project site and areas near the project site are predominately level, and do not
present a substantial risk of slope movement impacts. In addition, there are no water
courses on or near the project site that may be affected post-fire drainage changes.
Therefore, the Project would have less than significant impacts related to potential
fire-related flooding, landslide, debris flow, or other related impacts.

Cumulative Impacts

The project site is not located in a designated Very High Fire Hazard Safety Zone

and is within the Santa Barbara County Fire Department service area. The Project would not
substantially change existing wildfire-related risk impacts on or near the project site.
Therefore, the Project’s cumulative wildfire-related impacts would not be cumulatively
considerable and would be less than significant.

5.20.4

Mitigation Measures

The Project would not result in significant wildfire impacts. No mitigation measures

are required.
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5.21 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE — The lead agency shall find that a project
may have a significant effect on the environment and thereby require an EIR to be prepared for the
project where there is substantial evidence, in light of the whole record, that any of the following
conditions may occur. Where prior to commencement of the environmental analysis a project
proponent agrees to mitigation measures or project modifications that would avoid any significant
effect on the environment or would mitigate the significant environmental effect, a lead agency
need not prepare an EIR solely because without mitigation the environmental effects would have
been significant (per Section 15065 of the State CEQA Guidelines):

a) Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate
a plant or animal community,
substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are
significant when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and
the effects of past, present and probable
future projects)?

c) Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?

O O v O O
0 O v O O
O 0 v 0 0
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a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

The KITP House project site is surrounded by urban development, is extensively
disturbed, supports sparse vegetation, and most of the site is currently used for vehicle
parking. The Project would, however, have the potential to result in construction-related
impacts to nesting birds due to the removal of five small- to moderately-sized oak trees
and two palm trees from the project site. This potential impact would be reduced to a less
than significant level by proposed mitigation measures BIO-1a, 1b, and 1c, which require
pre-construction surveys and measures to be implemented should nesting birds be found.

The project site is vacant and no permanent structures are located on the property. Based
on the results of archaeological resource surveys conducted at the project site, the
potential for encountering important resources is considered to be low. Should resources
be encountered during site construction, potential impacts would be reduced to a less than
significant level with the implementation of mitigation measures CUL-1a through -1e.

b. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (* Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

For the most part, the Project’s environmental impacts would not make extensive changes
to existing environmental conditions, and potential impacts are not considered to be
cumulatively considerable. Construction of the Project would result in the generation of
fugitive dust, which would contribute to existing exceedances of PMio air quality
standards. The potential adverse effects of this short-term impact would be minimized by
the implementation of standard dust control measures. The Project would remove several
trees from the project site that may have the potential to support nesting birds. This
impact would be reduced to a less than significant level with the implementation of
proposed mitigation, and long-term effects would be minimized by the Project’s proposed
landscaping plan, which would result in an increase in the number of trees located on the
project site.  The potential for the project site to contain significant cultural
resources/tribal cultural resources is considered to be low, and potential impacts would be
less than significant with the implementation of proposed mitigation measures.
Therefore, the Project substantially contribute to the potential loss of important cultural
resources in the project region. Short-term construction operations would result in
increased noise levels. With the implementation of proposed mitigation measures, the
Project would not contribute substantially to noise levels in the project area.
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Other Project-related impacts would not be cumulatively considerable, as the project
would not generate a substantial amount of vehicle traffic, would not adversely impact
pubic utilities that supply water and wastewater treatment, or result in hazards that have
the potential to affect adjacent properties or the surrounding community.

c. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

All of the proposed Project’s significant environmental effects can be feasibly reduced to
a less than significant level with the implementation of proposed mitigation measures.
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5.22 FISH AND WILDLIFE DETERMINATION
Based on consultation with the California Dept. of Fish and Wildlife, there is no evidence that
the project has a potential for a change that would adversely affect wildlife resources or the

habitat upon which the wildlife depends.

___Yes (No Effect)

v No (Pay fee)
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6.0 MITIGATION MEASURES

This section provides a list of all Project-related mitigation measures identified by this

Final IS/MND.

Air Quality

AQ-1a. The following dust control measures have been recommended by the Santa Barbara
County APCD. All of these measures shall be implemented at the project site during
construction.
1. During construction, use water trucks, sprinkler systems, or dust suppressants in

all areas of vehicle movement to prevent dust from leaving the site and from
exceeding the APCD’s limit of 20% opacity for greater than 3 minutes in any 60-
minute period. When using water, this includes wetting down areas as needed but
at least once in the late morning and after work is completed for the day.
Increased watering frequency should be required when sustained wind speed
exceeds 15 mph. Reclaimed water should be used whenever possible. However,
reclaimed water should not be used in or around crops for human consumption.

Onsite vehicle speeds shall be no greater than 15 miles per hour when traveling on
unpaved surfaces.

Install and operate a track-out prevention device where vehicles enter and exit
unpaved roads onto paved streets. The track-out prevention device can include
any device or combination of devices that are effective at preventing track out of
dirt such as gravel pads, pipe-grid track-out control devices, rumble strips, or
wheel-washing systems.

If importation, exportation, and stockpiling of fill material is involved, soil
stockpiled for more than one day shall be covered, kept moist, or treated with soil
binders to prevent dust generation. Trucks transporting fill material to and from
the site shall be tarped from the point of origin.

Minimize the amount of disturbed area. After clearing, grading, earthmoving, or
excavation is completed, treat the disturbed area by watering, OR using roll-
compaction, OR revegetating, OR by spreading soil binders until the area is paved
or otherwise developed so that dust generation will not occur. All roadways,
driveways, sidewalks etc. to be paved should be completed as soon as possible.

Schedule clearing, grading, earthmoving, and excavation activities during periods
of low wind speed to the extent feasible. During periods of high winds (>25 mph)
clearing, grading, earthmoving, and excavation operations shall be minimized to
prevent fugitive dust created by onsite operations from becoming a nuisance or
hazard.
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7.

The contractor or builder shall designate a person or persons to monitor and
document the dust control program requirements to ensure any fugitive dust
emissions do not result in a nuisance and to enhance the implementation of the
mitigation measures as necessary to prevent transport of dust offsite. Their duties
shall include holiday and weekend periods when work may not be in progress.
The name and telephone number of such persons shall be provided to the Air
Pollution Control District prior to grading/building permit issuance and/or map
clearance. The dust control mitigation measures listed above are best management
practices that reduce short-term dust emission impacts to a less than significant
level.

Recommended Mitigation Measures for Less Than Significant Impacts

AQ-2a. The following measures recommended by the APCD would further reduce the
project’s less than significant contribution of short-term emissions of NOx, PMio,
PMa2s, and diesel particulate matter:

1.

All portable diesel-powered construction equipment greater than 50 brake
horsepower (bhp) shall be registered with the state’s portable equipment
registration program OR shall obtain an APCD permit.

Fleet owners of diesel-powered mobile construction equipment greater than 25 hp
are subject to the California Air Resource Board (CARB) In-Use Off-Road
Diesel-Fueled Fleets Regulation (Title 13, California Code of Regulations (CCR),
§2449), the purpose of which is to reduce NOx, diesel particulate matter (DPM),
and other criteria pollutant emissions from in-use off-road diesel-fueled vehicles.
Off-road heavy-duty trucks shall comply with the State Off-Road Regulation.

Fleet owners of diesel-fueled heavy-duty trucks and buses are subject to CARB’s
On-Road Heavy-Duty Diesel Vehicles (In-Use) Regulation (Title 13, CCR,
§2025), the purpose of which is to reduce DPM, NOx and other criteria pollutants
from in-use (on-road) diesel-fueled vehicles.

All commercial off-road and on-road diesel vehicles are subject, respectively, to
Title 13, CCR, §2449(d)(3) and §2485, limiting engine idling time. Off-road
vehicles subject to the State Off-Road Regulation are limited to idling no more
than five minutes. Idling of heavy-duty diesel trucks during loading and
unloading shall be limited to five minutes, unless the truck engine meets the
optional low-NOx idling emission standard, the truck is labeled with a clean-idle
sticker, and it is not operating within 100 feet of a restricted area.

Off-road heavy-duty diesel equipment with engines meeting the CARB Tier 4
emission standards if available or Tier 3 emission standards should be used to the
maximum extent feasible

On-road heavy-duty equipment with model year 2010 engines or newer should be
used to the maximum extent feasible.
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7. Diesel powered equipment should be replaced by electric equipment whenever
feasible. FElectric auxiliary power units should be used to the maximum extent
feasible.

8. Equipment/vehicles using alternative fuels, such as compressed natural gas
(CNG), liquefied natural gas (LNG), propane or biodiesel, should be used on-site
where feasible.

9. Catalytic converters shall be installed on gasoline-powered equipment, if feasible.

10. All construction equipment shall be maintained in tune per the manufacturer’s
specifications.

11. The engine size of construction equipment shall be the minimum practical size.

12. 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.

13. Construction worker trips should be minimized by requiring carpooling and by
providing for lunch onsite.

14. Construction truck trips should be scheduled during non-peak hours to reduce
peak hour emissions whenever feasible.

15. Proposed truck routes should minimize to the extent feasible impacts to
residential communities and sensitive receptors.

16. Construction staging areas should be located away from sensitive receptors such
that exhaust and other construction emissions do not enter the fresh air intakes to
buildings, air conditioners, and windows.

Biological Resources

BIO-1A To avoid disturbance or loss of active bird nests, any removal of project site trees that

BIO-1B

BIO-1C

provide nesting habitat for birds shall be conducted between September 15 and
February 15, outside of the typical nesting season.

If tree removals are determined to be necessary during the typical nesting season
(February 15 to September 15), nesting bird surveys shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist immediately prior to the proposed action. Surveys shall follow standard
protocols as established by CDFW and/or CCC. If the biologist determines that a tree
is being used for nesting at that time, disturbance shall be avoided until after the
young have fledged from the nest and achieved independence. If no nesting is found
to occur, necessary tree removal could then proceed.

To avoid indirect disturbance of active bird nests by Project construction occurring
within the typical nesting season, a qualified biologist shall be retained to conduct one
or more pre-construction surveys per standard protocols approximately one week
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prior to construction, to determine presence/absence of active nests adjacent to the
project site. The survey shall be conducted to detect any bird breeding or nesting
behavior on the project site or within 500 feet for raptors and 300 feet for all other
bird species. If no breeding or nesting activities are detected, noise-producing
construction activities may proceed. If breeding/nesting activity is confirmed, work
activities within 300 and/or 500 feet of the active nest(s) shall be delayed until the
young birds have fledged and left the nest.

Cultural Resources/Tribal Cultural Resources

CUL-1a. A pre-construction meeting shall be conducted by an archaeologist and a Chumash
Tribal representative. Meeting attendees shall include the archaeologist, local
Chumash Tribal representative, construction supervisors, and heavy equipment
operators to ensure that all parties understand the cultural resources monitoring
program and their respective roles and responsibilities. All construction personnel who
would work on the site during any phase of ground disturbance shall be required to
attend the meeting. The names of all personnel who attend the meeting shall be
recorded denoting that they have received the required training.

The meeting shall review the following: types of archaeological resources that may be
uncovered; provide examples of common archaeological artifacts and other cultural
materials to examine; describe why monitoring is required; what makes an
archaeological resource significant; identify monitoring procedures; what would
temporarily halt construction and for how long; describe a reasonable resource
discovery scenario (i.e., feature or artifact); describe reporting requirements and the
responsibilities of the construction supervisor and crew, and consequences of violating
State laws and regulations. The meeting shall make attendees aware of prohibited
activities, including vehicle use in protected areas, and educate construction workers
about the inappropriateness of unauthorized collecting of artifacts that can result in
impacts on cultural resources, and requirements for confidentiality and culturally
appropriate treatment of any discovery of significance to Chumash Tribes.

CUL-1b. An archaeologist and Chumash Tribal provided monitor shall be retained to monitor
activities conducted on the project site, such as the removal of existing paving, initial
grading activities, ground disturbing activities, and the removal of on-site trees.

CUL-1c. The archaeologist and Chumash Tribal Monitor shall have the power to temporarily
halt or redirect project construction in the event that potentially significant cultural
resources are exposed. The Tribal Monitor(s) will have all necessary background
training to identify and recommend appropriate treatment for any discoveries,
including sites and objects of cultural value. Based on monitoring observations and
the actual extent of project disturbance, the Tribal Monitor(s) and Project
archaeologist shall have the authority to refine the monitoring requirements as
appropriate (i.e., work be temporarily stopped, diverted or slowed within 100 feet of
the direct impact area; change to spot checks; reduce or increase the area to be
monitored) in consultation with the UCSB Office of Campus Planning and Design.
Upon completion of the monitoring program a monitoring report shall be presented to
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CUL-1d.

CUL-1e.

Noise

NOI-1a:

the UCSB Office of Campus Planning and Design and to the Central Coast
Information Center (CCIC).

In the event that archaeological resources are unearthed during project construction, all
earth disturbing work within the vicinity of the find must be temporarily suspended or
redirected until a Chumash Tribal representative and archaeologist has evaluated the
nature and significance of the find. After the find has been appropriately evaluated,
work in the area may resume. Significant cultural resources may remain on-site at the
direction of the Chumash Tribal representative, Project archaeologist, and the
University. Culturally appropriate treatment may be, but is not limited to, processing
materials for reburial, minimizing handling of cultural objects, leaving objects in place
within the landscape, or returning objects to a location within the project area where
they will not be subject to future impacts.

If human ancestral remains are unearthed, State Health and Safety Code Section
7050.5 requires that no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner (or if
necessary an osteologist/zooarchaeologist) has made the necessary findings as to
origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. If the
remains are determined to be of Native American descent, the coroner has 24 hours to
notify the Native American Heritage Commission. If avoidance of the remains is not
feasible, they shall be excavated and removed by a qualified archaeologist in the presence
of the Most Likely Descendent. Repatriation of the exhumed remains and all associated
items shall be conducted in accordance with the requirements of the Chumash Tribal
Representative and the California Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation
Act (Health and Safety Code 8010-8011).

Prior to the initiation of project-related construction activities, a noise mitigation plan
shall be prepared and shall be implemented throughout the duration of the
construction project. At minimum, the noise mitigation plan shall include the
following:

1. Construction equipment shall be properly maintained and be outfitted with
feasible noise-reduction devices to minimize construction- generated noise.

2. Stationary noise sources such as generators and pumps are to be located at least
100 feet away from noise-sensitive land uses.

3. Whenever possible, residential areas that will be subject to construction noise will
be informed in writing at least one week before the start of construction activities.

4. Loud construction activities, such as jackhammering, concrete sawing, asphalt
removal, and trenching operations, within 100 feet of a residential or academic
building shall not be scheduled during finals week.

5. Loud construction activity within 100 feet of a residential building shall be
restricted to the hours between 7:30 AM and 7:30 PM, Monday through Saturday.
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Appendix A

Cumulative Development Project Lists

available at: https://bap.ucsb.edu/capital-and-physical-planning/environmental-documents
under the “Current Projects” heading
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Appendix B

CalEEMod Data Sheets

available at: https://bap.ucsb.edu/capital-and-physical-planning/environmental-documents
under the “Current Projects” heading
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Appendix C

Project Site Geotechnical Report
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under the “Current Projects” heading
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Appendix D

Project Site Environmental Site Assessment
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under the “Current Projects” heading
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Appendix E

Project Site Soil Test Results

available at: https://bap.ucsb.edu/capital-and-physical-planning/environmental-documents
under the “Current Projects” heading
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