Gaviota Coast Plan Final EIR 9.0 Letters of Comment and Responses

9.0 Letters of Comment and Responses

(This chapter was added after the Public Draft Final EIR, but is not underlined as new text.)

The following letters of comment were received from agencies, groups, and individuals during
the Public Review period (June 22, 2015 through September 4, 2015) of the Draft EIR. A copy
of each comment letter along with corresponding staff responses is included here. Some of the
comments did not address the adequacy of the environmental document; however, staff has
attempted to provide appropriate responses to all comments as a courtesy to the commenter.
Some of the comments received resulted in changes to the Draft EIR text. These text changes
are indicated by strikeout (deleted) and underline (inserted) markings in the Final EIR text.
Revisions to the Draft EIR are intended to correct minor discrepancies and provide additional
clarification. The revisions do not affect the conclusions of the document.

Commenter Date Page No.

Agencies
DEIR1  Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District 08/03/15 9-3
DEIR2A Santa Barbara County Fire Department 08/06/15 9-7
DEIR2B Santa Barbara County Fire Department 09/03/15 9-8
DEIR3  California Coastal Commission 09/04/15 9-9
DEIR4  California State Coastal Conservancy 09/04/15 9-20
DEIR5  California State Parks 09/04/15 9-29
DEIR6A California Department of Transportation 09/08/15 9-35

Santa Barbara County Riding and Hiking Trails

DEIR6B Advisory Committee 09/04/15 9-39
Groups
DEIR7  Santa Barbara County Trails Council 08/27/15 9-40
DEIR8  County of Santa Barbara Fish and Wildlife Commission 08/27/16 9-74
DEIR9  EIl Capitan Ranchos Homeowners Association 09/01/15 9-87
DEIR10 Coastal Ranches Conservancy 09/03/15 9-88
DEIR11 Reetz, Rox & Bartlett for the Young America’s 09/03/15 9-93
Foundation
DEIR12 Cojo-Jalama Ranches 09/04/15 9-165
DEIR13 Agricultural Advisory Committee 09/04/15 9-184
DEIR14 Santa Barbara County Riding and Hiking Trails
Advisory Committee (See Letter DEIR6B)
DEIR15 California Chaparral Institute 09/04/15 9-202
DEIR16 California Farm Bureau Federation 09/04/15 9-206
DEIR17 Environmental Defense Center 09/04/15 9-210

DEIR18 Forest Preservation Society of Southern California 09/04/15 9-264
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Commenter Date Page No.
DEIR19 Gaviota Neighbors Group 09/04/15 9-276

DEIR20 Law Office of Marc Chytilo for the Santa Barbara
Chapter of the Surfrider Foundation

DEIR21 Hollister Ranch Owner’s Association 09/04/15 9-297
DEIR22 Brown Hyatt Farber Schreck for Las Varas Ranch and

09/04/15 9-283

Edwards Ranch 09/04/15 9-355

DEIR23 ?Qtjjazgﬂtiigﬁly & Weinberger for the Surfrider 09/04/15 9-363
Individuals

DEIR24 Hvolboll, Eric 07/10/15 9-399
DEIR25 James, David 07/15/15 9-403
DEIR26 Putnam, Scott 07/15/15 9-404
DEIR27 Kruthers, Jeff 08/11/15 9-405
DEIR28 Kruthers, Wendie 08/17/15 9-412
DEIR29 Giorgi, Bill 08/27/16 9-414
DEIR30 MacPherson, Ann 08/31/15 9-417
DEIR31 Haines, John 08/31/15 9-419
DEIR32 Crawford, Leland 08/31/15 9-421
DEIR33 Emmens, Paula 08/31/15 9-423
DEIR34 Blackman, Richard 08/31/15 9-425
DEIR35 Long, Robert 08/31/15 9-427
DEIR36 Habilston, Todd 08/31/15 9-429
DEIR37 Trust, Velda J. Elliot 08/31/15 9-431
DEIR38 Berwager, Bruce 09/02/15 9-433
DEIR39 Greene, Conrad 09/02/15 9-435
DEIR40 Warriner, Craig 09/02/15 9-440
DEIR41 Williamson, Joanne 09/02/15 9-442
DEIR42 Parsons, Michael 09/02/15 9-443
DEIR43 Coffman, Scott 09/02/15 9-445
DEIR44 Boise-Cossart, Beverly 09/03/15 9-448
DEIR45 Rohrs, Fred 09/03/15 9-455
DEIR46 Harper, Harry 09/03/15 9-456
DEIR47 Stableford, L.B. 09/04/15 9-458
DEIR48 Kimbell, Charles 09/04/15 9-462
DEIR49 Vanderhave, Dian and Peter 09/04/15 9-464
DEIR50 Wong, Natalie 09/04/15 9-466
DEIR51 Cegelski, Steve and Margaret 09/04/15 9-469
DEIR52 Clark, William Byron 09/09/15 9-471
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LETTER

RESPONSE

23-20

23-21

23-22

23-23

23-24

23-20

23-21

23-22

23-23

23-24

The comment recommends a new Policy REC-X be included in the
Alternatives.

the comment does not identify an inadequacy in the analysis,
conclusions, or mitigation measures in the EIR. Please note that the
County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will take into
consideration all comments and suggestions during the decision-
making process.

This proposed policy is included in EIR Alternative 2.

The comment recommends changes to the BOS initiation draft Plan
action.

The comment does not identify an inadequacy in the analysis,
conclusions, or mitigation measures in the EIR. Please note that the
County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will take into
consideration all comments and suggestions during the decision-
making process.

The comment recommends changes to the BOS initiation draft Plan
policy.

the comment does not identify an inadequacy in the analysis,
conclusions, or mitigation measures in the EIR. Please note that the
County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will take into
consideration all comments and suggestions during the decision-
making process.

The comment recommends changes to the BOS initiation draft Plan
action.

This is a proposed Plan policy change. The comment does not identify
an inadequacy in the analysis, conclusions, or mitigation measures in
the EIR. Please note that the County Planning Commission and Board
of Supervisors will take into consideration all comments and
suggestions during the decision-making process.

County of Santa Barbara

9-372




LETTER

RESPONSE

Brian Tetley

September 4,

Page 11

23-25

23-26

2015

community-aad-ttity-scale wind energy and extend the enabling ordinance
for community-scale solar energy into the Coastal Zone, west of the
Gaviota Pass viewshed. Development of utility- and community-scale
energy production facilities are prohibited between Goleta and Point

Conception.

Policy TEI-X: New Domestic Water Sources. Professional engineering or
other studies are required for permit applications for new water wells or
other water sources. These studies must demonstrate that such groundwater
or stream withdrawals will not have adverse direct or cumulative impacts
on coastal resources, including groundwater basins, aquifers, and streams,
and shall include as necessary, long-term monitoring programs, in-stream
flow studies, or hydrologic studies. Such studies shall provide the basis for
establishing safe sustained yields from these sources. Wells or water
sources shall be at least 100 feet from property lines, or a finding shall be
made that no development constraints are placed on neighboring properties.

Action TEI-X: Renewable Energy Facility Development Standards.
The County shall develop specific standards to ensure that new renewable
energy resource facilities are at a scale compatible with sensitive coastal
resources. The standards will address siting characteristics, design, and
scale. The development standards shall be adopted concurrently with the
Gaviota Coast Plan.

Additional policies that would further protect Plan area resources are

included in Exhibit 2.

23-27 V.

Conclusion

As set forth above, the DEIR suffers from flawed analysis and inadequate

mitigation. In order to avoid analysis of full buildout and recirculation of the DEIR, the
County should revise Alternative 2, the environmentally superior alternative, to include
the revisions discussed above and the policies attached in Exhibit 2. This approach will

SHUTE, MIHALY

WEINBERGER ue

23-25

23-26

23-27

23-28

The comment recommends a new Policy TEI-X be included in the
Alternatives.

The comment does not identify an inadequacy in the analysis,
conclusions, or mitigation measures in the EIR. Please note that the
County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will take into
consideration all comments and suggestions during the decision-
making process.

The comment recommends a new Policy TEI-X be included in the
Alternatives.

The comment does not identify an inadequacy in the analysis,
conclusions, or mitigation measures in the EIR. Please note that the
County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors will take into
consideration all comments and suggestions during the decision-
making process.

The comment addresses the merits of the Plan and does not identify a
specific inadequacy in the analysis, conclusions, or mitigation measures
in the EIR. The County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors
will consider all comments and suggestions during the decision-making
process.

See response to comment DEIR4-9 regarding the program-level review
in this EIR and the need for subsequent project-level review. See
response to comment DEIR8-6 regarding CEQA thresholds and
requirements for recirculation of a DEIR.

County of Santa Barbara
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LETTER

RESPONSE

068581

Revised Policy VIS-13: Development Visibility. Development within the
Critical Viewshed Corridor shall be sereened sited and designed to avoid visibility
from Highway 101, from viewing locations on passing trails. and from other
public viewing locations. Where avoidance is not feasible. structures and
development shall be screened to the maximum extent feasible as seen from
Highway 101 and viewing locations on passing trains. Screening shall be
achieved through adherence to the Site Design Hierarchy and Design Guidelines.

Policy VIS-X: Minimize Visual Impacts from Land Divisions. Land divisions,
including lot line adjustments, that do not avoid or minimize impacts to visual
resources, consistent with all scenic and visual resource policies, shall be
prohibited. Land divisions, including lot line adjustments, shall be designed to
minimize impacts to visual resources by:

- Clustering the building sites to minimize site disturbance and maximize
open space:

- Prohibiting building sites on ridgelines;

- Minimizing the length of access roads and driveways;

- Using shared driveways to access development on adjacent lots, where
feasible;

- Reducing the maximum allowable density in steeply sloping and visually
sensitive areas;

- Minimizing grading and alteration of natural landforms;

- Landscaping or revegetating all cut and fill slopes. and other disturbed
arcas at the completion of grading; and

- Incorporating interim seeding of graded building pad areas, if any, with
native plants unless construction of approved structures commences within
30 days of the completion of grading.

County of Santa Barbara

9-398
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