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Lane Project.

The following information is provided as an Addendum to the South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project's
June 2010 Community Impact Assessment (CIA). The CIA report was not circulated to the Public,
but is a document that is available upon request. This Addendum will become an attachment to the
CIA technical report and included in the administrative file.

This memo has been written to update information since the approval of the June 2010 Community
Impact Assessment. Changes from the original technical report includes the following:

e minor changes in status of Future Land / Proposed Development

e project extension of .22 miles south of the Ballard Interchange (PM 1.4)

e During the time the CIA report was prepared, data was available primarily from the U.S.
Census 2000. Since the completion of the CIA, data has been slowly released for years

2007- 2011, which includes most of the demographics that were addressed in the CIA. Thus,
this memo has updated information to reflect the latest Census data.

The current data does not change the recommendations or conclusions of the technical report.
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Chapter 1: Introduction

1.2 Project Background

The proposed South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project study area traverses Carpinteria and southern portions of
the city of Santa Barbara, as well as the unincorporated area of Toro Canyon and the communities of
Summerland, and Montecito in Santa Barbara County. A total of 45 census tract block groups intersect the
South Coast US 101 corridor through the project limits. These block groups make up the study area.

Caltrans proposes to widen US 101 with a high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane in each direction for
approximately 10 miles, from 0.22-mile south of Bailard Avenue Overcrossing (PM 1.4), to Sycamore
Creek in the city of Santa Barbara, in Santa Barbara County, California. Since the June 2010 CIA, the project
has extended 0.6 miles south to construct stormwater treatment facilities.

The extended project limits does not affect the CIA report.

Chapter 2: Land Use

2.1.1.2 Future Land Uses

Table 2.1-1 has been updated to include the latest proposed developments or most current project status
within the vicinity of the study , at the time of this addendum. All updated information has been highlighted
in the table below.

Table 2.1-1 was updated to reflect changes to proposed development. The current status of proposed
development/s does not change the recommendations or conclusions of the 2010 technical report's Section
2.1.1.2 Future Land Use.
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Table 2.1-1 Proposed Development

Project Jurisdiction Proposed Use Address Prmeci
Status
Bailard Caltrans/City of Provide standard clearance at this u.S. 101 =
Overcrossing Carpinteria overcrossing on U.S. 101. (PM 1.6)
Completed in Fall 2012, this project
Operational included 2.0 miles of improvements in the US. 101
Improvements-- Caltrans/City of City of Santa Barbara. The project included (F;M. 10.8 to B
Milpas Street to Santa Barbara additional northbound and southbound 12.8) '
Hot Springs Rd lanes, local road improvements, and bicycle )
and pedestrian enhancement.
Linden Avenue to This 1.1-mile-long project on U.S. 101 Various
Casitas Pass includes reconstruction of interchanges, roadways
Road Caltrans/ City of replacement of Carpinteria Creek Bridge, between Linden D
Interchanges Carpinteria and new Via Real connection south to and Bailard
Project Bailard Avenue. avenues
This recently scoped project proposes to
US. 101 Caltrgns/_ re_habilitate the paved strulctural section,
R.eh.abilitation C_arplnterla and widen the shoulders, and improve ramps. U.S. 101 (PM P
Project City of Santa The project would likely be constructed at 2.6t011.9)
Barbara the same time as the South Coast 101
HOV Lanes project.
Construct and/or improve 43 curb ramps
(Szﬁrtt)aRizra]:lr))ara Caltrans (some vyith minor sidewalk extensions) at U.S. 101 (PM =
Project 20 locations along Routes 1, 101, 154, 192 | 2.6 to 11.9)
and 246 in Santa Barbara County.
The project consists of adding a high
occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane in each
Ventura/Santa Caltrans/Ventura direction between the Mobile Pier U.S. 101 (PM
Barbara 101 County and City of | undercrossing in Ventura and Casitas Pass | 39.8 Ven. Co. to C
HOV Project Carpinteria Road in Santa Barbara COunty. The project | PM 2.2 SB Co)
began construction in spring 2012 and will
finish in 2015.
Bring the existing pedestrian overcrossing
into compliance with ADA by constructing
Butterfly ramps at each entrance. Some landscaping
Pedestrian Caltrans/County of | will be removed, including skyline trees. u.S. 101 =
Overcrossing Santa Barbara There is room for some replacement (PM 11.0)
ADA landscaping and perhaps small trees, but
unlikely any large varieties would go back
at that location.
E::éa Claus Santa Barbarq County is proposing to
Streetscape Santa Barbara construct parking along Santa Claus Lane Santa Claus p
! County and improve access for vehicles and Lane
Beach Access .
: pedestrians.
and Parking
The Santa Claus Lane Class | bike path Between Santa
City of projept wpuld connect Santa Claus Lane.to CIaus Lar)e and
Santa Claus Carpinteria/Santa Carpinteria Avenue on the southbound side | Carpinteria =
Lane Bike Path Barbara Count of U.S. 101. This project would close the Marsh
Y coastal trail gap between Santa Claus Lane | (southbound
and the Carpinteria Marsh. side)
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Project

Project Jurisdiction Proposed Use Address *
Status
A paved bicycle/pedestrian trail intended to (Bézeatrwienet)re]ri a
Carpinteria Citv of Carpinteria close the coastal trail gap between Averr)me and p
Rincon Trail Y P Carpinteria Avenue and the new Class | new trail at
trail along U.S. 101 at Rincon. ;
Rincon
Between San
LOSSAN North California Division The overall project consists of 39 individual | Luis Obispo
rotect of Rail/Federal rail improvements for a total length of 222 train station and P
proj Railroad Division miles. the Los Angeles
Union Station
The south end of Ortega siding has been
. . T removed and the remaining portion is now A
g?t"lepgogggr; (()Sfallqlf;)i[ma Aol used as a stub track for maintenance ?at(;]:rg'ﬁ'ggg el P
9 9 equipment. This project would reconstruct
and lengthen this siding to 9,240 feet.
. . The railroad project would upgrade 107.36
200 (LT O15T5 D California Division miles of track from Class 3 to Class 4 track | Various
- Santa Barbara . . . P
of Rail standards (per Federal Railroad locations
Track Upgrades e :
Administration)
Carpinteria California Division The railroad project would construct a new Mile post
Siding of Rail 2,640 foot-long siding at the Carpinteria 377.25 to Mile
station. It would include Number 24 power- | post 378.1 P
operated turnouts, as well as a new
passenger platform to facilitate use of both
tracks.
. Construction is underway to add 33 .
Dahlia Court City of Carpinteria | affordable housing units to the existing 54 1305 Dahlia C
Apartments units Court
Construction completed on a 27-unit
Mission Terrace Citv of Carpinteria housing project that includes 24 single- 1497 Linden B
Estates Y P family market rate units and 3 affordable Avenue
single-family units.
Renovation of an abandoned resort. The
project was reduced over former approval.
Miramar Hotel Santa Barbara There would be 186 rooms and no tennis 1555 S. P
County . Jameson Way
court. The project was delayed as part of
the economic downturn.
This approved project proposed demolition
Gre.en Heron City of Carpinteria | of the existing building onsite and 1300 and 1326 P
Springs : L Cravens Lane
construction of 30 new condominiums.
Casas de las Forty-three affordable housing units will be
City of Carpinteria | constructed on the former Camper Park site | 4096 Via Real C
Flores .
(70-space mobile home park).
Lagunitas Mixed The proposed mixed-use project consists of
Us% City of Carpinteria | 85,000 square feet of office space, as well 6380 Via Real C
as 73 residential units.
This project proposes to merge 2 lots and
. . build a 3-story mixed-use building with
Mixed-Use City of Santa ) A o2 630 Anacapa
Development Barbara below-grade parking. The project includes 6 Street P

separate commercial spaces and 3 studio
apartments.
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Project

Project Jurisdiction Proposed Use Address *
Status
This revised project proposes to demolish a
single-family residence and build a new
617 Bradbury City of Santa 5,978-square-foot mixed-use development 617 Bradbury =
Avenue Barbara that includes 918 square feet of commercial | Avenue
area and about 3,400 square feet of
residential area.
Proposal to subdivide existing 13,500-
Mixed- Use City of Santa square-foot lot into 3 lots and build a three- 412 Anacapa D
Development Barbara story mixed-use building on each new P
parcel.
Proposal for a mixed-use project that
Mixed-Use City of Santa includes 1,606 square feet of commermal 825 De La Vina
space, a 14,750-square-foot parking lot, P
Development Barbara . ' o ; Street
and 7 residential condominiums averaging
approximately 1,200 square feet each.
McReynolds — City of Santa This project proposes to build 48 residential 535 E. .
. . Montecito P
City Ventures Barbara units on 10,285 square feet of land. Street
This project proposes to demolish an
existing 3,300-square-foot commercial
528 Anacapa City of Santa building and build a mixed-use building in 528 Anacapa D
Street Barbara approximately 20,000 square feet (5,000 Street
commercial/15,000 residential) on a
65,000-square-foot parcel.
Proposal to demolish an existing gas
. station and build a 16,992-square-foot
1.298 Coast City of Santa mixed-use building, including 4,000 square 1.298 Coast D
Village Road Barbara . Village Road
feet of commercial space and 12,192
square feet of residential space.
718 E. Mason Citv of Santa Proposal to build a new 2,414-square-foot 718 E. Mason
Street. Ba?/bara commercial building with office and Street. B
warehouse space.
1032 E. Mason City of Santa This project proposes to build six two-story 1032 E. Mason
Street ) Barbara residential complexes on an existing 24,979 Street ) D
square-foot lot.
This project would build six residential
Mixed-Use City of Santa condominiums totaling 10,147 square feet
. - 517 Chapala D
Development Barbara and 2 commercial condominium spaces
totaling 2,729 square feet.
Youth Hostel City of Santa Proposal to build an 11,091-square-foot 12 E. Montecito D
Barbara commercial youth hostel. Street
406 N. Citv of S This proposed project would demolish a 406 N.
Quarantina Bltybo anta single-family residence and build a 2,653- Quarantina D
Street arbara square-foot commercial building. Street
408 N. . City of Santa A new 2,717-square-foot commercial 408 N. .
Quarantina Barbara building is proposed Quarantina D
Street g1s prop ) Street
The project consists of demolishing a
. . warehouse/office building to be replaced by
Mixed Use City of Santa a 13,203 square-foot mixed-use building-- 116 E. Yanonali B
Development Barbara

8,588 square feet: residential and 4,615
square feet: commercial
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Project

Project Jurisdiction Proposed Use Address Status*
This project consists of 3 sites: a 45,125-
Paseo de la City of Santa square-foot commercial building on one site | 101 Garden p
Playa Barbara and 107 residential units on the remaining Street
sites (affordable and market rate).
. The project consists of demolishing a
Residential City of Santa commercial building, merging three lots, 416 E. Cota B
Barbara o - : . Street
and building 57 residential units.
. The project consists of demolishing an
Residential City of Santa existing building and constructing 8 421 E. Cota B
Barbara o~ Street
apartments and daycare facility.
Cottage Hospital The project consists of demolishing St. 601
Foundation City of Santa Francis Hospital and building workforce .
: . : o Micheltorena B
Workforce Barbara housing --115 residential condominiums on Street
Housing 5.94 acres of a 7.38 acre site.
. The proposed project plans to build or .
Hotel City of Santa remodel a 150-room, three-story luxury 433 E. Cabrillo D
Barbara Boulevard
hotel on 3 acres.
Proposal to demolish an existing 20,125-
Mixed Use City of Santa square-foot commercial building on a 1.4- 34 W. Victoria
acre site and build 23,125 square feet of D
Development Barbara . - : ) . Street
commercial/ retail space with 37 residential
condominiums.
This project would subdivide a 50-acre
900-1100 Las City of Santa parcel into 30-lots; 15 acres will contain 25 | 900-1100 Las D
Positas Road Barbara single-family homes, while 35 acres will Positas Road

remain open space.

* Status Definitions

PP = Pre-Planning phase: The project is proposed; however, environmental review has not begun.
P = Programmed: Environmental review has begun on the project; not yet approved.
D = Design: Environmental review has been completed; construction has not begun.
C = Construction: As of this document, project is under construction.
B = Build-out: The project is fully constructed to build-out conditions.

-- = Status is currently unknown.

2.2 Consistency with State, Regional, and Local Plans

The following plans were updated or added since preparation of the Community Impact Assessment
in 2010. Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan was updated in 2012, and the Santa Barbara
County Coastal Land Use Plan was republished in June 2009. These updated Plans do not conflict

with the text in found in the 2010 Community Impact Assessment report.

Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan (updates to elements were made between 1975

and 2010)

Description of plan remains the same; only dates were modified.
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City of Santa Barbara General Plan (Updated 2011)

In December 2011, the City Council adopted the updated Plan Santa Barbara General Plan. This
process resulted in a new General Plan Introductory Framework, comprehensively updated Land
Use and Housing Elements, and a new set of goals and policies for the remaining elements (Open
Space, Parks and Recreation, Historic Resources, Environmental Resources including Noise and
Conservation, Circulation, and Safety). The updated plan reorganized the elements and is now
consistent with the Introductory Framework for Sustainability (a state law). It also compiled the six
previous volumes into one document. The revised Land Use Element includes the following under
mobility "One of the tenets of sustainability is to reduce the necessity to drive. Corresponding with
that goal, the community has determined that the remaining increment of growth should occur
while minimizing congestion."

City of Santa Barbara Circulation Element (partially updated December 2011)

A required element of the City's General Plan--the Circulation Element addresses the requirements
of state law, which are to evaluate the transportation needs of the community and present a
comprehensive plan to meet those needs. The plan complies with the California Complete Streets
Act of 2008. The goals, policies and implementation actions were either developed during the Plan
Santa Barbara General Plan update process in December 2011, or were carried over from the
existing Circulation Element or Scenic Highways Elements in effect in 2011. These goals, policies,
and implementation actions are intended to further integrate circulation policies with the
sustainability focus of new or revised policies in other elements. This is accomplished by
emphasizing alternative modes of transportation, maintaining traffic flow for all, and reassessing
parking requirements to complement a people-oriented community. The City's Bikeway Master
Plan "encourages the safe use of the bicycle as a healthful, non-polluting form of transportation."
The master plan proposes approximately 40 miles of bikeways utilizing existing road shoulder
areas, and 20 miles of bikeways that are to be located off-street.

City of Santa Barbara Pedestrian Master Plan (Adopted July 2006)

This Plan is designed to take Santa Barbara’s pedestrian system to the next level: to develop a
comprehensive pedestrian system that enhances and increases the city’s walkability to the extent
that all people will feel safe walking, to increase connections to destinations throughout the city, to
enhance the Paseo network, and to increase the number of children who walk and bike to school.
Additionally, a major goal of the enhanced pedestrian system is to increase the overall health of
Santa Barbara’s residents by promoting walking as a viable means of transportation.

The goals, policies, and strategies outlined in this Plan are provided to turn this vision into a reality.
The Plan includes phased recommendations that will entice people to walk more for short trips,
enhance the environment for people with disabilities and children walking to school, and lead to an
overall increase in the number of pedestrian trips. It focuses on enhancing pedestrian safety in
crosswalks and along streets. The Plan also represents a blueprint for improving residents’ quality
of life by creating a more sustainable environment and reducing traffic, noise, and energy
consumption. It includes innovative and exciting options for safe and convenient pedestrian
passage, and will link local bus routes and an emerging network of bicycle routes.
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP)

In accordance with Title 23 of the U.S. Code, the Federal Transportation Improvement Program is a
program for the use of anticipated federal transportation funds to maintain, operate, and improve the
region’s multi-modal circulation system. The Federal Transportation Improvement Program
includes all federally funded highways, transit, and other transportation projects in the area that are
scheduled for implementation. Projects in the Federal Transportation Improvement Program are
also typically identified in Santa Barbara County Association of Governments’ Regional
Transportation Plan.

2040 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Sustainable Communities Strategy (SBCAG,
2013)

The 2040 Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy plans how the Santa
Barbara County region will meet its transportation needs for the 30-year period from 2010 to 2040,
considering existing and projected future land use patterns as well as forecast population and job
growth. It plans for and programs the approximately $7.4 billion in revenues expected to be
available to the region from all transportation funding sources over the course of the planning
period. It identifies and prioritizes expenditure of this anticipated funding for transportation projects
of all transportation modes: highways, streets and roads, transit, rail, bicycle and pedestrian, as well
as transportation demand management measures and intelligent transportation systems.

Draft Regional Bicycle Plan (SBCAG, 2012, update still in progress)

SBCAG is currently in the process of updating the draft Regional Bicycle Plan. A draft plan was
completed in April 2008, but was never adopted by the SBCAG Board. The updated Regional
Bicycle Plan will serve to update the regional bicycle network, link to policies in SBCAG's 2040
Regional Transportation Plan-Sustainable Community Strategy, and articulate a vision for
enhancing bicycle use in Santa Barbara County. The updated plan will incorporate and reflect
locally adopted bicycle transportation plans, including new local plans adopted since the draft was
completed. It will also reflect other important changes, such as the passage of Measure A and the
updated 2040 Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy.

Chapter 4: Community Character

4.1: Population and Housing

Demographic characteristics of the region and the study area have been updated with data derived
from the 2010 U.S. Census of Population and Housing and the SBCAG Regional Growth Forecast
2010-2040, December 2012. A total of 45 census tract block groups directly adjacent to the South
Coast US 101 alignment were used as the study area for demographic characterization.
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End Project
Postmile 12.3

Begin Project
Postmile 1.4

Figure 4-1
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Population

The County's population increased from 399,347 in April 2000 to 423,895 of April 2010, a six
percent increase (6%). While several cities and unincorporated areas in the north county
experienced increases in their population between 2000 and 2010 such as the City of Santa Maria
and surrounding areas, the cities of Carpinteria and Santa Barbara along with unincorporated areas
of the South Coast Region (Montecito, Summerland, and Toro Canyon) experienced slight declines.
Whereas the County as a whole increased by 6% between 2000 to 2010, the City of Santa Barbara
decreased by roughly 4% within the same decade.

According to the Santa Barbara County Association of Governments projections, listed below in
Table 4.1, the Santa Barbara County population is expected to grow from 423,800 to approximately
520,000 people, which is an increase of 96,200 people or 23 percent over the course of the forecast
period (2010-2040). The Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG) projections
indicate that the South Coast Region is expected to grow from 166,355 to 216,900, an increase of
30 % between 2010 and 2040.

Employment

Employment in Santa Barbara County and the cities of Carpinteria and Santa Barbara is expected to
increase at a much faster rate than the corresponding population in these areas between 2010 and
2040. The total number of jobs in Santa Barbara County, the South Coast Region, the City of Santa
Barbara, and Carpinteria is likely to grow by 30, 16, 6, and 10 percent, respectively.

Housing

The total number of households in Santa Barbara County, the South Coast Region, the City of Santa
Barbara, and Carpinteria is expected to increase about 29, 7, 9, and 6 percent, respectively, between
2010 and 2040. As a whole, Santa Barbara County is anticipated to have a considerable increase in
the number of homes by year 2040, with an expected increase of 29.2% from year 2010.
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Table 4.1 Population, Employment, and Housing Forecast Santa Barbara County:

2010-2040
Population Forecast
2010 2020 2030 2035 2040 Percent Change
2010-2040
gﬁﬂﬁy’aarbara 423,800 | 445891 | 495000 | 507,482 | 519,965 23 %
South Coast Region 202,100 205,800 211,300 215,700 216,900 7.3%
City of Santa Barbara 88,410 88,600 91,000 94,876 96,000 10 %
Carpinteria 13,040 13,284 13,600 13,825 13,893 7%
Employment (Jobs)

2010 2020 2030 2035 2040 Pergg{g_ggfgge
Santa Barbara County 197,400 229,900 241,300 250,000 257,600 30.5
South Coast Region 93,500 97,223 101,730 104,979 107,004 14.0
City of Santa Barbara 62,912 64,597 65,525 66,449 66,667 6.0
Carpinteria 6,075 6,666 6,680 6,693 6,693 10%

Household (Dwelling Units)

2010 2020 2030 2035 2040 | Pereent change
Santa Barbara County 142,100 149,900 170,200 177, 400 183,600 29.2%
South Coast Region 75,500 76,611 79,079 80,620 80,959 7.3
City of Santa Barbara 35,000 35,120 36,200 37,578 37,976 8.5%
Carpinteria 4,760 4,841 4,950 5,030 5,054 6.3%

Source: Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, Regional Growth Forecast 2010-2040, December 2012.
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Age
According to the updated 2010 U.S. Census data, the majority of people in the study area are
between the ages of 18 to 64 years old. The median age of the residents in the study area is 38.

As shown in the table above, Table 4.1-2, the median age in Santa Barbara County is 34 and about
64 percent of the population is made up of people between 18 and 64 years old. As compared to the
neighboring jurisdictions and the study area, Santa Barbara County and the City of Carpinteria have
the highest percentages of children under the age of 18. The unincorporated areas of Montecito and
Toro Canyon both have relatively higher populations of people who are 65 years old or older.

Table 4.1-2 Age Breakdown in the Study Area

Total Under % 18 to % | 65years | % Median
Population 18 64 and Over Age
Years Years

Total Study Area 59,332 11,908 | 20 | 39684 | 67 7740 | 13.0 38
Santa Barbara 423895 | 98047 | 23 | 271450 | 64 | 54398 | 13 34
County
City of
Carpinteria 13,040 2,618 21 8,623 64 1,799 15 39
Montecito 8,965 1515 | 17 | 5119 | 57 | 2331 | 26 50
Toro Canyon

1,508 253 17 922 61 333 22 50
City of Santa
Barbara 88,410 16,468 | 19 | 59369 | 67 | 12573 | 14 37
Summerland 1.448 211 14 980 68 257 18 49

Source: 2010 U.S. Census

Ethnic Composition

Ethnicity information for the study area came from 2010 U.S. Census data. The racial categories
used are White, Black or African American, American Indian and Alaska Native, Asian, Native
Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander, and Some Other Race/Two or More Races. Because Persons of
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Hispanic origin are not classified as a racial category, their numbers are noted separately as an
ethnic category but are also categorized in their appropriate racial category.

As shown in Table 4.1-3, there ethnic diversity in the study area is roughly equivalent to Santa
Barbara County as a whole. Overall, about 28 percent of all study area residents are members of
minority groups. About 47 percent of the population in the study area is Hispanic. Thirty percent of
the population in Santa Barbara County is a member of a minority group, of which the Hispanic
population represents 43 percent. Asian populations represent about 3 percent of the study area
compared to 5 percent for Santa Barbara County.

The unincorporated areas of Montecito, Summerland, and Toro Canyon are predominantly White,
with this ethnic group accounting for 93, 89, and 92 percent of the total populations, respectively, in
those areas.

Figure 4-1, located above, displays densities where minority populations are greater than 50 percent
in census block groups. In addition, the figure also displays populations where minority populations
are greater than 50 percent of the total ethnic population.
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Table 4.1-3 Ethnic Composition in the Study Area

American Native Some
Total Black or indian/ Hawaiian/ Other Hispanic
Study Area White % African % % Asian % Other % % ethnicity | %
Persons . Alaskan e Race/Two
American ) Pacific
Native or More
Islander
Total Study Area 59,332 42,773 72 907 15 689 1.2 1,607 2.7 68 0.1 2,209 3.7 28,092 473
g%’;tﬁtsarbara 423,895 | 295124 | 70 8,513 2.0 5,485 13 | 20,665 5 806 0.2 93,302 22 | 181,687 | 43
Carpinteria 13,040 9,348 72 109 0.8 144 1.1 296 2 15 0.1 3,078 24 6.351 49
Montecito CDP 8,965 8,267 93 55 0.6 38 0.4 218 2 6 .01 381 4.2 605 7
City of Santa
Barbara 88,965 66,411 75 1,420 1.6 892 1.0 3,062 3 116 0.1 16,509 18 33,501 38
Summerland CDP 1,448 1,295 89 3 0.2 7 0.5 41 3 6 0.4 96 6.7 192 13
Toro Canyon
CDP 1,508 1,388 92 7 0.5 7 0.5 14 1 1 0.1 91 6.0 293 19
Source: 2010 Census Data
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Chapter 2 « Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences,
and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

Income
According to the 2007-2011 American Community Survey data, the median household

income for the study area was $67,662 with 11.4 percent of the households living under the
poverty level. As shown in Table 4.1-4, the unincorporated areas of Montecito and Toro
Canyon had the two highest median household incomes, with $112,656 and $108,438,
respectively. The median household income in Santa Barbara County was lower than that of
the study area. In Santa Barbara County, the percentage of households below poverty level
was about 12 percent, comparable to the study area as a whole. Household poverty assumes
all household members (related and unrelated) combine resources to meet basic needs,

whereas the 2010 Federal poverty level for a family size of four is $22,050.

Table 4.1-4 Household Income of Study area and surrounding area

Study Santa . .| Montecito City of Summerland Toro
Income Area Barbara |Carpinteria CDP* Santa CDP* Canyon
County Barbara CDP*
Median Household
Income** $67,662 | $62,723 $70,113 $113,558 | $63,758 $78,750 $108,438
Households Below 2,840 | 22,597 401 145 5,219 43 40
Poverty Level
% People whose
income is Below 11.4 15.3 8.1 8.7 14.7 6.4 4.1
Poverty Level**

Source: 2010 U.S. Census

* CDP —A census-designated place (CDP) is an area identified by the U.S. Census Bureau for statistical reporting. CDPs are communities that
lack separate municipal government, but which otherwise resemble incorporated places, such as cities or villages.

** 2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-year estimates

17



4.1.1.2 Housing

Housing Rentals

There are a total of 152,834 home in Santa Barbara County in which 67,277 are occupied by
individuals who rent. Within the study area, a large majority of the homes are occupied by renters.
A total of 24,846 housing units are in the study area, which 13,796 or 56%, are renter occupied
homes. Owner occupied homes in the study area account for only 8,403 of the homes, or in other
words, owners reside in 34% of the homes within the study area.

Vacancy Rates

A total of 24,846 housing units exist in the study area; of that amount, 2,647 are vacant without
homeowners or renters taking up residency. This vacancy rate is 10.7%, which is higher than
compared to Santa Barbara County's vacancy rate of 7%. Toro Canyon, Montecito, and
Summerland, have a small number of housing units yet are the more affluent areas to live with the
highest vacancy rates. Toro Canyon has a vacancy rate of 22.9%, Montecito with 19%, and
Summerland with a 16.5% vacancy rate.

Median Home Values

The median home value in Santa Barbara County is $523,800 according to the U.S. Census 5-year
average. However, utilizing the median average between 2004-2010, the County median home
value is $849,063 (SBCAG 2013). It must be noted that the discrepancy in median home values is
due to the extended time period in which 2004- 2010 factored-in values from the height of the
housing bubble, whereas, U.S. Census data calculated median home value averages at the onset of
the 2007 recession.

Toro Canyon, Montecito, and Summerland have the highest median home prices within the County
of Santa Barbara. Since the project travels near these townships, it is assumed the study area's
median home value is approximately $1,000,000.

The County's median gross rent is $1,303 which is less compared to the Total Study Area’s rent
median of $1,489. Excluding rent values from the affluent residential area of Montecito and the
college student populated area of Goleta, the study area has the highest median gross rent.
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Table 4.1-5 Housing

Geoaraphic Area Housing Median Median Owner Renter Vacant %
grap Units Home Value Gross Rent Occupied Occupied Units Vacant
Total Study Area 24,846 842,866 1,489 8,403 13,796 2,647 10.7
Santa Barbara County 152,834 523,800 1,303 74,827 67,277 10,730 7
' (849,063)* ' ' ' '

City of Carpinteria 5,429 607,300 1,385 2,347 2,412 670 12.3
Montecito CDP 4,238 1,000,000 + 2,000 + 2,522 910 806 19.0
Toro Canyon CDP 804 1,000,000 + 1,031 440 180 184 22.9
City of Santa Barbara 37,820 926,100 1,424 13,784 21,665 2,371 6.3
Summerland CDP 823 1,000,000 + 1,385 362 325 136 16.5
City of Ventura 42,827 580,565 1,306 22,408 17,532 2,389 8.0
Source:

U.S. Census Bureau: 2007-2011 American Community Survey
2010 U.S. Census Table DP-1: Profile of General Demographics Characteristics
*2013 SBCAG, 2040 Regional Transportation Plan's Figure 5, Santa Barbara Median Home value between 2004-2010
Median Home Value for Study Area was average of median home values in project limits.

Percentages rounded up to nearest 10th
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Section 4.2 Employment and Economy

According to the SBCAG Regional Growth Forecast, South Coast employment is forecasted to
increase by 15.6 percent from 2010 to 2040.

Table 4.2: Employment Forecast by Sector for Santa Barbara County 2010-2040 (1,000's)

Percent
Economic Sector 2010 2020 2030 2040 frf):rrr:aznc?fo-

2040
Agriculture; forestry; fishing 18.7 18.6 17.4 16.6 -2.1
and hunting
Mining 1.0 1.0 0.9 0.9 -0.1
Construction 7.0 9.4 9.9 10.7 3.7
Manufacturing 11.2 11.8 11.2 10.8 -0.4
Wholesale Trade 4.0 4.7 4.7 4.8 0.8
Retail trade 17.9 19.9 20.1 20.8 2.9
Transp.Warehousing and Utilities 2.8 3.4 3.4 3.6 0.8
Information 3.4 4.1 4.2 4.4 1.0
Financial Activities 6.3 7.6 7.7 8.0 1.7
Professional & Business Services 21.7 28.8 32.3 36.6 14.9
Education & Health Services 20.9 26.7 30.0 33.9 13.0
Leisure & Hospitality 22.0 26.9 29.0 31.8 9.8
Other Services, except public 5.4 6.5 6.8 7.3 1.9
administration
Government 38.1 39.4 41.0 43.5 5.4
Self Employed 17.0 21.2 22.4 24.1 7.0
Total Jobs 197.4 229.9 241.3 257.6 15.6

SBCAG Regional Growth Forecast 2012, page 13
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

FILE

Business, Transportation and Housing Agency

Flex your power!

Be energy efficient!

pate: February 3, 2012

File:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

05-0N7000
05-SB-101-1.4/12.3
South Coast 101 HOV Lanes

Community Impact Assessment: Revised Project Limits and Addendum

This memo has been written to address changes to the limits of the South Coast 101 HOV Lane
Project. The project has been extended 0.6-mile to the south to include construction of stormwater
treatment facilities at the Bailard Interchange (PM 1.4). The recommendations included in the
Community Impact Assessment dated June 29, 2010 are not affected by the extension of the project

or the addendum.

Prior to the release of the CIA in June 2010, the most current data available for Median Household
Values (MHV) was up through 2008. Since the completion of the CIA, data was released for the
year 2009 and is included in the table below. The data does not change the recommendations or
conclusions of the technical report.

Geographic Area

Median Household Value (2009)

Median Gross Rent (2009)

Santa Barbara County $553,900 $1,354
City of Goleta $828,622 $1,481
City of Carpinteria* $694,479 $1.337
Montecito* $1,000,132 $2,001
Toro Canyon* $916,107 $888
City of Santa Barbara $956,125 $1,331
Summerland* $908,692 $1,315
Mission Canyon* $968,366 $1,796

Ventura County $590,909 $1,301
City of Ventura $572,421 $1,306
City of Ojai* $550,189 $1,160

Source: 2009 American Community Survey, U.S. Census Bureau, available at http://factfinder.census.gov

*Data obtained from City-Data.com
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The Municipal Tennis Center was added to Figure 2.2 and Table 2.3.

Table 2.1-1 was changed to reflect changes to proposed development.

Table 2.1-1 Currently Proposed Development

. . Project
Project Jurisdiction Proposed Use Address Status*
This project proposes 2 miles of
US 101 Operational improvements in the City of Santa Barbara. | US 101 between
Improvements — Santa Barbara Improvements include additional Cabrillo Road c
Milpas Street to Hot | County northbound and southbound lanes, local and Milpas
Springs Road road improvements, and bicycle and Street
pedestrian enhancements.
US 101 Linden This 1.1-m|!e-lor;g prolehct includes Various
Avenue to Casitas Santa Barbara reconstruction of interchanges, . roadways .
Pass Road Count replacement of Carpinteria Creek Bridge, between Linden D
Interchanaes Proiect y and new Via Real connection south to and Bailard
9 ! Bailard Avenue. avenues
BEGA Phase Il - . . Lo .
City of This project includes construction of a
XVarehouse and Carpinteria 40,000-square-foot warehouse. 1000 Bega Way C
partments
The City has approved construction of a
Mission Terrace City of 27-unit housing project that includes 1497 Linden c
Estates Carpinteria 24 single-family market rate units and Avenue
3 affordable single-family units.
Green Heron Gitv of This approved project proposed demolition 1300 and 1326
Sorinas Ca)r/ interia of the existing building onsite and Cravens Lane P
pring P construction of 30 new condominiums.
Clippinger City of The City has approved construction of a 5464 Carpinteria D
Carpinteria new 8,000-square-foot office building. Avenue
. . . The proposed mixed-use project consists
Lagunitas Mixed City Qf . of 85,000 square feet of office space, as 6380 Via Real C
Use Carpinteria - ; .
well as 73 residential units.
This project proposes to merge 2 lots and
. build a 3-story mixed-use building with
630 Anacapa Street City of Santa below-grade parking. The project includes 630 Anacapa P
Barbara : Street
6 separate commercial spaces and 3
studio apartments.
This revised project proposes to demolish
a single-family residence and build a new
617 Bradbury City of Santa 5,978-square-foot mixed-use development | 617 Bradbury =
Avenue Barbara that includes 918 square feet of Avenue
commercial area and about 3,400 square
feet of residential area.
Proposal to subdivide existing 13,500-
City of Santa square-foot lot into 3 lots and build a three-
412 Anacapa Barbara story mixed-use building on each new 412 Anacapa D

parcel.
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Project

Jurisdiction

Proposed Use

Address

Project

Status*
Proposal for a mixed-use project that
. . includes 1,606 square feet of commercial )
g?r?aeDte La Vina ggrb(;fr:anta space, a 14,750-square-foot parking lot, g?r?aeDte La Vina P
and 7 residential condominiums averaging
approximately 1,200 square feet each.
. . This project proposes to build 48 .
McReynolds — City City of Santa : ! . 535 E. Montecito
Ventures Barbara :’:ﬁ:jdentlal units on 10,285 square feet of Street P
This project proposes to demolish an
existing 3,300-square-foot commercial
City of Santa building and build a mixed-use building in 528 Anacapa
528 Anacapa Street Barbara approximately 20,000 square feet (5,000 Street D
commercial/15,000 residential) on a
65,000-square-foot parcel.
Proposal to demolish an existing gas
. . station and build a 16,992-square-foot
;{202% Coast Village ggrb(;fr:anta mixed-use building, including 4,000 square Lﬁ&s g%?;d D
feet of commercial space and 12,192 9
square feet of residential space.
. Proposal to build a new 2,414-square-foot
718 E. Mason Street gg;r/bgfr:anta commercial building with office and Qr?aeEt Mason P
warehouse space.
. This project proposes to build six two-story
é?izetEaSt Mason ggrb(;fr:anta residential complexes on an existing llﬂoaiss%rlfeésttreet D
24,979 square-foot lot.
This project would build six residential
517 Chapala City of Santa condominiums t.otallng 10,147 square feet 517 Chapala D
Barbara and 2 commercial condominium spaces
totaling 2,729 square feet.
12 E. Montecito City of Santa Proposal to build an 11,091-square-foot 12 E. Montecito D
Street Barbara commercial youth hostel. Street
. . This proposed project would demolish a 406 N.
‘é?e ’\{ Quarantina g'tyb"f Santa single-family residence and build a 2,653- | Quarantina D
ree arbara square-foot commercial building. Street
408 N. Quarantina City of Santa A new 2,717-square-foot commercial 408 N.
Street Barbara building is proposed Quarantina D
) Street
This project proposes to demolish an
existing warehouse/office and build a
116 E. Yanonali City of Santa 13,203-square-foot mixed-use building, 116 E. Yanonali D
Street Barbara including 8,588 square feet of residential Street
use and 4,615 square feet of commercial
space.
This project proposes 3 sites: a 45,125-
Paseo de la Plava City of Santa square-foot commercial building on one 101 Garden =
y Barbara site and 107 residential units on the Street
remaining sites.
This proposed project would merge 3
City of Santa existing lots, demolish a commercial 416 E. Cota
416 E. Cota Street Barbara building, and build 57 residential units on Street P

39,603 square feet.
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Project

Project Jurisdiction Proposed Use Address Status*
. Proposal to demolish an existing building
421 E. Cota Street gg)r/bgfr:anta and build 8 residential apartments and a gfrjaeEt. Cota D
daycare center.
Cottage Hospital This project proposes to remove the
Foundation City of Santa former St. Francis Hospital and build 115 601 Micheltorena D
Workforce Housing Barbara residential condominiums on 5.94 acres of | Street
Project a 7.39-acre site.
433 E. Cabrillo City of Santa The proposed project plans to build a 150- | 433 E. Cabrillo D
Boulevard Barbara room, three-story luxury hotel on 3 acres. Boulevard
Proposal to demolish an existing 20,125-
S . square-foot commercial building on a 1.4- L
34 West Victoria City of Santa acre site and build 23,125 square feet of 34 West Victoria D
Street Barbara . . ; . . Street
commercial/ retail space with 37 residential
condominiums.
This project would subdivide a 50-acre
900-1100 Las City of Santa parcel into 30-lots; 15 acres will contain 25 | 900-1100 Las D
Positas Road Barbara single-family homes, while 35 acres will Positas Road

remain open space.

* Status Definitions

PP = Pre-Planning phase: The project is proposed; however, environmental review has not begun.
P = Programmed: Environmental review has begun on the project; not yet approved.
D = Design: Environmental review has been completed; construction has not begun.
C = Construction: As of this document, project is under construction.
B = Build-out: The project is fully constructed to build-out conditions.
-- = Status is currently unknown.
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South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project

Community Impact Assessment

US 101, between Post Miles 2.0 and 12.3 in Santa Barbara County, CA
District 5 - US 101- (PM 2.0 to 12.3)
05-0N7000

The environmental review, consultation, and any other action required in accordance
with applicable federal laws for this project is being, or has been, carried out by the
Department under its assumption of responsibility pursuant to 23 U.S. Code 327.

June 2010
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"For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate
formats. Please call or write to Matt Fowler, District 5 Environmental Analysis Branch
Chief, 50 Higuera Street, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401. Call 1-805-542-4603 Voice,
or use the CA Relay Service TTY number 1-800-735-2929."
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Summary

Summary

Land Use

The South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project would not have substantial long-term effects on land uses in
the project area. Land use changes would be associated with the acquisition of property for
modifications associated with construction of the project.

Growth

The commute time savings would not increase growth pressures notably in any residential study
areas. Growth management plans and high housing prices in the study area would also help
discourage unplanned growth. The growth-related impact study concluded that the South Coast 101
HOV Lane Project would support planned growth in the region and is not anticipated to impact
environmental resources of concern.

Community Character
No residential or business units would require relocation as a result of the project. Some utilities will
be required to be lowered, encased or relocated.

Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities

Most circulation and access impacts as a result of street closures and detours would be temporary and
construction related. The long-term impacts of the project on transportation and vehicular traffic
would generally be positive due to reduction of traffic delay throughout the US 101 project area.

Transit providers would be notified of any road closures or detours. The project is not anticipated to
impact parking, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities.

Public Involvement

Public involvement for the South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project would include a 45-day public review
of the environmental document and a public meeting (if requested by the public).

SouTH COAST 101 HOV LANE PROJECT COMMUNITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT i
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Summary

Summary of Major Potential Impacts from Alternatives

Potential Impact

Build Alternatives

No Build Alternative

Consistency with

Land Use May be inconsistent with wetland setbacks | Not consistent
General Plans
Coastal Zone Consistent Consistent
Wild and Scenic Rivers N/A N/A
Parks and Recreation N/A N/A
Growth N/A N/A
Farmland/Timberland N/A N/A
Community Character and Cohesion N/A N/A
Utilities/Emergency Services Temporary impacts to utilities required to N/A
be lowered, encased or relocated.
R_esidential N/A N/A
Displacements
Relocations Bgsiness N/A N/A
Displacements
Utility Displacements N/A N/A
Environmental Justice No disproportionate impacts N/A
Traffic Transportation/Pedestrian and Temporary impacts during construction
- g . ) N/A
Bicycle Facilities include traffic detours.
Cumulative Impacts N/A N/A
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Chapter 1 Introduction

The environmental review, consultation, and any other action required in accordance with applicable
federal laws for this project is being, or has been, carried out by the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) under its assumption of responsibility pursuant to 23 United States Code
(U.S.C.) 327.

The purpose of this report is to provide information regarding social, economic, and land use effects
of the project so that final transportation decisions will be made in the public interest. The report is
intended to describe the relevant existing conditions and the potential socioeconomic impacts of the
project. The report focuses on important topics identified through the “scoping” (i.e., preliminary
environmental analysis) process. Any indirect or cumulative impacts are discussed in the general
impact sections of Chapters 2 through 5.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) require consideration of social and economic impacts of projects in the preparation of
environmental documents.

1.1 Community Profile

The proposed South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project study area traverses Carpinteria and southern
portions of the city of Santa Barbara, as well as the unincorporated area of Toro Canyon and the
communities of Summerland and Montecito in Santa Barbara County. This section describes the
study area from Carpinteria to Santa Barbara.

1.1.1 Carpinteria

Carpinteria is located approximately 8 miles southeast of Santa Barbara, 15 miles north of Ventura,
and 80 miles north of Los Angeles along US 101. It covers a land area of 2.6 square miles (and an
ocean area of 4.7 miles), and the current City population is estimated at 14,194 residents.

Carpinteria was a small agricultural town and modest beach resort when it incorporated in 1965.
Today, Carpinteria is a diversified city based on tourism, light industry, and agriculture. The
industries employing the largest number of workers in the city are services, retail, and durable
manufacturing. Tourism plays an important role in the city's economy, along with agriculture,
manufacturing, high technology firms, and service occupations. US 101 is the only freeway serving
the Carpinteria area and serves as the principle intercity arterial highway and as an intra-city arterial
for trips that may originate and terminate at the various interchanges in the city.
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REPORT



Chapter 1 Introduction

1.1.2 Toro Canyon

Toro Canyon is an unincorporated area located in southeastern Santa Barbara County, in the western
portion of the Carpinteria Valley between the Santa Ynez Mountains and the Santa Barbara Channel. It
is bordered by Summerland and Montecito to the north, the Pacific Ocean to the west, and Carpinteria
city limits to the south. The southern portion of Toro Canyon lies within the Coastal Zone.

Toro Canyon’s residential development began in the 1920s with the subdivision of several small
farms. Toro Canyon’s 5,950 acres support large areas of agriculture, low-density residential uses,
some commercial and recreational areas, and undeveloped open space. Major access roads into Toro
Canyon include US 101, Via Real, and State Route (SR) 92 (East Valley Road/Foothill Road).
Approximately 1,697 residents live in Toro Canyon.

1.1.3 Summerland

Summerland, which is an unincorporated area in Santa Barbara County, is a small community of
1,545 residents located immediately south of the community of Montecito and the city of Santa
Barbara, and north of Carpinteria on US 101. With the exception of a 65-acre set of three parcels
commonly known as the “White Hole” (so-called because the parcels have not been assigned a land
use or zoning designation), the land is designated for residential, commercial, and light industrial

uses.

Summerland was originally subdivided in 1888 as a spiritualist community, with the creation of
parcels that were 25 feet by 50 feet in size to accommodate tents. These small lots still exist today and
present a challenge to development. Summerland has a small commercial strip adjacent to US 101
near Lillie Avenue, which is primarily oriented to tourism and visitor services. There is only one
industrial area, a research park, located to the west of town away from US 101. The residential areas
are generally located on the steep ocean-facing hillside above the commercial strip, although some
higher-density mixed use exists in the downtown.

1.1.4 Montecito

Montecito is an unincorporated area of Santa Barbara County located just south of the city of Santa
Barbara and north of Summerland. Approximately 10,000 residents live in the Montecito area, which
is comprised of large lots and covers 9.3 square miles. Montecito is among the wealthiest
communities in the United States, and limited future growth is anticipated in this region.

Montecito is one of the older settlements in the county. Beginning with the Spanish presence in the
1700s, Montecito was settled by land grants given or sold to retiring soldiers of the Santa Barbara
Presidio. Until the mid-1980s, development occurred at a leisurely pace; however, later in the decade,
the community experienced an average 2.26 percent residential growth rate per year, outpacing that
prescribed in the 1980 Comprehensive Plan. The Montecito Community Plan was then updated in
1989 to respond to concerns about the diminishing quality of life and community character, and to
address water, sewer, and other infrastructure capacity issues.
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1.1.5 City of Santa Barbara

The city of Santa Barbara is the largest and northernmost community within the study area. It is
located within the South County Region along US 101, 92 miles north of Los Angeles. It covers 43
square miles (22 of which are in water), and has a population of 90,473.

The waterfront area of Santa Barbara is uniquely important to the area’s economic base. In general,
lands adjacent to the shoreline have been carefully planned and managed. Access is largely provided
by US 101. US 101 also offers major access to the benefits of the Central Business District and the
Civic Center. Within the city itself, there is no parallel street system to carry traffic efficiently from
the west to the east; therefore, the highway serves not only commuters, but much of the local cross
town traffic.

1.2 Project Background

Caltrans proposes to widen US 101 for approximately 10 miles, from 0.44-mile south of Carpinteria
Creek in Carpinteria, to Sycamore Creek in the city of Santa Barbara, in Santa Barbara County,
California. The existing four-lane highway would be widened to six lanes by adding a high-
occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane in each direction.

US 101 is the principle intercity arterial highway connecting cities between Los Angeles and San
Francisco. Between the cities of Carpinteria and Santa Barbara, US 101 also serves as a major north-
south transportation corridor for more local transportation needs and is heavily used by daily
commuters. As a result, congestion frequently occurs each day in the northbound and southbound
directions. There is a documented need to improve the operations of the highway to reduce delays and
travel time for local traffic, public transit, commercial trucking, tourists, commuters, and emergency
vehicles.

Based upon regional growth studies, the population of the cities of Carpinteria and Santa Barbara and
the County of Santa Barbara are anticipated to increase over the next few decades. The population of
the County of Santa Barbara is expected to grow 18 percent, with the population of the cities of
Carpinteria and Santa Barbara expected to grow 7 and 3.5 percent, respectively (Santa Barbara
County Association of Governments [SBCAG] 2003).

In addition to population growth, long-distance commuting is escalating due to more affordable
housing located farther away from regional employment centers. As a result, the number of people
commuting into and out of Santa Barbara County has markedly increased. According to the U.S.
Census Bureau, as of 2000, the number of workers commuting into Santa Barbara County (20,000)
exceeds workers commuting out of Santa Barbara County (10,500) by 9,500 (SBCAG 2003). On
weekends and in summer months, the coastal location, natural amenities, and temperate weather have
historically made the project vicinity a popular tourist destination, resulting in recurrent traffic delays.

Without changes to the current highway configuration, population growth and increasing travel
demands will present greater challenges to an already overtaxed transportation facility. Current levels
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of congestion will continue to cause delay for local traffic, transit, tourists, and emergency vehicles.
The proposed project would encourage more efficient mobility by accommodating the existing and
planned growth and consequential traffic in the area.

1.3 Project Summary Description

The proposed South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project would span approximately 10 miles and would
reduce congestion on US 101 from Carpinteria to the city of Santa Barbara in Santa Barbara County,
California. The project would widen US 101 from approximately 0.44-mile south of Carpinteria
Creek (Post Mile [PM] 2.0) to Sycamore Creek (PM 12.3), as shown in Figure 1.2-1. The existing
four-lane highway would be widened to six lanes by adding an HOV lane in each direction.

Four alternatives are being considered for the proposed project. Of the four alternatives, there are
three Build Alternatives and one No Build Alternative, in which US 101 would remain in its existing
state and result in no physical changes or improvements within the project limits. All of the Build
Alternatives propose to add one HOV lane in each direction, resulting in a six-lane freeway within the
project limits. The three Build Alternatives would include the same set of design variations for
auxiliary lane placement and for the Hot Springs Road/Cabrillo Boulevard interchange options.

Common features to all of the Build Alternatives would include:

* Construction of one northbound and one southbound HOV lane.

= Reconstruction of the Sheffield interchange by relocating the southbound median ramps.

= Conversion of the northbound auxiliary lane between the Cabrillo Boulevard on-ramp and the
Salinas off-ramp to a through lane with related ramp modifications.

= Retain planted medians installed with the Milpas Street to Hot Springs Road project from PM
11.9 to PM 12.3.

All of the Build Alternatives propose no changes to the following overcrossing structures:

» (Casitas Pass Road (PM 2.64), Linden Avenue (PM 3.06), Santa Ynez/Seventh Avenue (PM
3.66), North Padaro Lane (PM 7.14), San Ysidro Road (PM 10.02), the Olive Mill
southbound on-ramp structure (PM 10.48), and Olive Mill Road (PM 10.54).
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Figure 1.2-1: Project Location and Vicinity
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All of the Build Alternatives propose to replace the following structures for redesign purposes:

=  Franklin Creek (PM 3.3), Santa Monica Creek (PM 3.7), Garapato Creek (PM 6.2), Toro
Canyon Creek (PM 6.8), Romero Creek (PM 9.3), San Ysidro Creek (PM 9.5), and Montecito
Creek (PM 10.18).

Construction of soundwalls is proposed in all of the Build Alternatives. The heights of the proposed
soundwalls may vary by alternative, but the foundations are proposed at the same locations for each
build alternative. It is anticipated that all of the soundwalls would be located at the state highway
right-of-way property line with the exception of the upper soundwall for the northbound off-ramp at
the Evans interchange and the mainline segment between San Ysidro Road and Olive Mill Road.

Additionally, the following design options are being considered for all of the Build Alternatives:

= Options for various interchange configurations for the Hot Springs Road/Cabrillo Boulevard
interchange.

= Options to include auxiliary lanes in short weave sections where warranted by design criteria
and traffic study recommendations.

The difference between the build alternatives is the area where additional pavement is proposed (i.e.,
median versus outside). Alternative 2 would result in approximately 4.6 miles of planted median with
accommodations for median maintenance vehicle pullout areas at approximately 0.25-mile intervals,
while Alternatives 1 and 3 would result in approximately 3.4 miles of planted median and vehicle
pullout areas at approximately 0.5-mile intervals. In addition, dependent upon the interchange design
selected for Cabrillo Boulevard, up to an additional 1.4 miles of median planting may be added
subject to the median maintenance vehicle pullout areas at approximately 0.25-mile intervals.

Currently, there are three highway projects within the vicinity of this project that will require
consideration by this Community Impact Analysis and Growth Inducement Study (see Figure 1.2-2).
To the south, the Santa Barbara/Ventura County 101 HOV Lane Project is scheduled to convert the
existing four-lane highway into six lanes. This project is anticipated to begin construction in 2011. A
second project along US 101 from Milpas Street to Hot Springs Road (101 Operational
Improvements) makes several improvements to the highway at the north end of the project area,
adding an auxiliary lane and improving intersections. This project began construction in 2008.
Finally, the Linden Avenue and Casitas Pass Road Interchanges Project, which proposes to
reconstruct two interchanges and provide a new frontage road connection, is anticipated to begin
construction in 2011. It is expected that construction of these three projects, along with the subject
project, will improve traffic flow through the region.
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Chapter 1 Introduction

1.4 Study Area Definition

This is a Community Impact Analysis for the South Coast US 101 Corridor between PM 2.0 and 12.3 in
Santa Barbara County, California. This segment of highway generally follows the coastline of California,
coming as close as within several hundred feet of the ocean shore in the Montecito and Summerland
areas, while heading inland along the coastal plain as topography permits in the Carpinteria area.

The study area has been selected primarily on the basis of the location of the communities that are
expected to be affected by the project, which are up to 0.5-mile on either side of the freeway, as
shown in Figure 1.3-1. Another factor that influences the choice of study area includes the different
regional, state, and local governmental boundaries of the overlapping jurisdictions. These agencies
provide policy and data on the basis of their respective geographic and focus areas, much of which
can be used to prepare a “picture” of the existing project area conditions. Once the existing conditions
have been identified in the study area, then potential project alternatives can be evaluated for impact.
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Chapter 2 Land Use

21 Existing and Future Land Use

2.1.1 Affected Environment

2.1.1.1 Existing Land Uses

This section characterizes existing land uses and summarizes land use and transportation plans and
policies that apply to lands within the South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project study area. The land use
and planning study area for the purpose of this environmental document was defined to include only
those areas that are directly adjacent to the South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project area. The project area
includes approximately 10 miles of existing State Highway right-of-way (US 101) beginning 0.44-
mile south of Carpinteria Creek in Carpinteria to Sycamore Creek in the city of Santa Barbara. The
proposed South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project study area traverses Carpinteria and southern portions
of the city of Santa Barbara, as well as the unincorporated area of Toro Canyon and the communities
of Summerland and Montecito in Santa Barbara County.

Existing land use in the study area is generally characterized by residential development consisting of
smaller beach communities, rural residential homes, mobile home parks, and single- and multi-family
developments; commercial/industrial uses, including oil wells and related facilities; agricultural uses,
including orchards, vineyards, nurseries, row crops, pasture, and range; and open space land uses.
These land uses are shown in Figure 2.1-1 and are described below from Carpinteria to the city of
Santa Barbara (south to north along US 101).

Carpinteria

Carpinteria encompasses 4,672 acres, including 1,664 acres of land and 3,008 acres of tidelands. The
largest commitment of land within the city is to residential use, accounting for 682 acres of land.
Beginning 0.44-mile south of Carpinteria Creek in Carpinteria to unincorporated Toro Canyon, US
101 passes through residential, commercial, industrial, open space, and agricultural land uses. Many
business parks, high technology firms, and industrial uses, including the Venco Oil and Gas Facility,
Carpinteria Plant, are located south of US 101. Open space and recreation areas are also located south
of US 101, including the Carpinteria Beach State Park, Carpinteria Bluffs Nature Preserve, and the
Carpinteria Salt Marsh Reserve. Residential uses are located south and north of US 101. Some
agricultural uses, including Norman’s Nursery, are located east of the mobile home parks on the north
side of US 101. A mixture of retail, wholesale, service, and office uses are located along Carpinteria
Avenue within the City’s business district.

SouTH COAST 101 HOV LANE PROJECT COMMUNITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT 1
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Chapter 2 Land Use

Unincorporated Toro Canyon

Unincorporated Toro Canyon consists of 5,950 acres of rural and semi-rural, agricultural, and low-
density residential uses. Most of the planning area land uses are designated rural, while 215 acres are
designated urban. The highway right-of-way continues north from Carpinteria and passes through
large expanses of agricultural uses, scattered residential developments, two commercial areas, and
recreation and open space land uses within Toro Canyon.

Unincorporated Summerland

Summerland, which is an unincorporated area north of Toro Canyon, encompasses approximately
1,293 acres of land. In Summerland, US 101 traverses residential, recreational, commercial, and
industrial land uses. Residential uses make up most of the land in Summerland in urban and rural
settings. Multi- and single-family residential developments in close proximity to each other represent
the urban residential area of Summerland, which is located just north of US 101. Rural residences,
which are located on larger properties, can be found on small hills and canyons to the north of the
town. Agricultural uses, consisting primarily of avocado and citrus orchards, are located in four
separate locations and account for 303 acres of land in northern Summerland. A small commercial
strip, consisting of restaurants, gift shops, bed and breakfast inns, and antique shops, is located
adjacent to US 101, bordering the unincorporated area of Montecito. The only industrial use in
Summerland, Jostens Inc., which manufactures class rings, is located in western Summerland. Most
of the community’s recreation and park land is located south of US 101.

Unincorporated Montecito

Unincorporated Montecito is a semi-rural residential area consisting of approximately 8,320 acres.
Some small commercial lots have been developed south of US 101 along the beach front, and a major
commercial strip is located along Coast Village Road.

The Montecito Community Plan Area is broken up into three subareas: Central Urban, Coastal, and
Mountain. The Central Urban Subarea is characterized as semi-rural, consisting primarily of single-
family homes on 1-acre or larger lots containing a variety of residential densities and historic estates.
The Coastal Subarea encompasses approximately 290 acres between US 101 and the Pacific Ocean,
including a coastal residential community, two major hotel complexes, and several condominium or
clustered developments. The Mountain Subarea encompasses 9,984 acres and is bordered by the Los
Padres National Forest to the north, west, and east. The existing land use in the subarea is
characterized by mountainous terrain and open space.

City of Santa Barbara

Just east of unincorporated Montecito, US 101 continues north through the city of Santa Barbara.
Approximately 25 miles in length, the city of Santa Barbara is primarily a low-density residential
community with a curving 3-mile-long beach and rolling hills. The highway right-of-way passes
through the southeastern portion of the city and traverses commercial, residential, and recreational
land uses. Commercial land uses account for 475 acres, or 4.4 percent, of land in the entire city of
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Santa Barbara. The Coast Village Circle, which is an area of commercial land uses, is located just

north of US 101 in the eastern part of the city. Residential uses, primarily located north of US 101,

account for 38.2 percent (4,118 acres) of land in the city of Santa Barbara, more than any other land

use in the city. Recreational or open space land uses are predominately located south of US 101,
including the Andree Clark Bird Refuge, Dwight Murphy Field, the Santa Barbara Zoology Garden,
East Beach, Cabrillo Pavilion and Arts Center, and the Cabrillo Ball Park.

2.1.1.2 Future Land Uses

Table 2.1-1 summarizes the currently proposed developments within the vicinity of the study area in

the cities of Carpinteria and Santa Barbara and in the unincorporated areas of Santa Barbara County.

Transportation, residential, and commercial development projects in the study area are included.

Table 2.1-1: Currently Proposed Development

Project Jurisdiction Proposed Use Address Prolecz
Status
S%u%t;ound This project proposes 2.0 miles of
. improvements in the city of Santa
Operational . US 101 between
Santa Barbara | Barbara. Improvements include .
Improvements — " Cabrillo Road and C
. County additional northbound and southbound ;
Milpas Street to - Milpas Street
- lanes, local road improvements, and
Hot Springs . :
bicycle and pedestrian enhancements.
Road
Southbound
US 101 Linden This 1.1-mile-long project includes .
. ) Various roadways
Avenue to reconstruction of interchanges, .
. Santa Barbara o between Linden
Casitas Pass replacement of Carpinteria Creek . P
County : . . and Bailard
Road Bridge, and new Via Real connection avenues
Interchanges south to Bailard Avenue.
Project
This State Highway Operation and US 101 from the
Southbound Santa Barbara Protection Program project proposes to | Santa Barbara/
usS 101 TMS Count provide Intelligent Transportation Ventura County line D
South Project y System vehicle detectors on US 101 in (PM 0.0) to Garden
Santa Barbara County. Street (PM 13.6)
This project would involve demolition of
all existing structures on the property
and the addition of 397,925 square feet
Miramar Hotel Santa Barbara (sq. ft.) of structural development, 1555 South P
County d . Jameson Lane
excluding paved areas. Reconstruction
would include new commercial and
private recreation uses.
City of This project includes construction of a
BEGA Carpinteria 40,000-sq.-ft. warehouse. 1000 Bega Way D
. This approved mixed-use development . .
Narang/ Cityof will include 40 condominiums and 4,672 | 4646 Carpinteria B
Lavender Court | Carpinteria - Avenue
sq. ft. of commercial space.
The City has approved construction of a
M. Timm/ City of 27-unit housing project that includes 1497 Linden c
Mission Terrace | Carpinteria 24 single-family market rate units and Avenue

3 affordable single-family units.
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Table 2.1-1: Currently Proposed Development

Project Jurisdiction Proposed Use Address PrOJecI
Status
Ellinwood/ This approved project proposed
City of demolition of the existing building onsite | 1300 and 1326
Green Heron L . P
Spring Carpinteria and con_structlon of 30 new Cravens Lane
condominiums.
Porter City of The City has approved construction of a | 5464 Carpinteria D
Carpinteria new 8,000-sq.-ft. office building. Avenue
. . The proposed mixed-use project would
L“.”de” & 7th City 9f . construct 1,575 sq. ft. of commercial 686 Linden Avenue -
Mixed Use Carpinteria : - . .
space with 3 residential units.
. . . The proposed mixed-use project
Lagunitas Mixed | City of consists of 85,000 sq. ft. of office 6380 Via Real C
Use Carpinteria . . .
space, as well as 73 residential units.
The proposed commercial resort would
. City of construct a new hotel resort with East end of
King Resort S . S -
Carpinteria restaurants, and miscellaneous Carpinteria Avenue
commercial use.
The proposed commercial development
Costa's Auto City of would demolish 1 single-family housing | 4213 Carpinteria _
Works Carpinteria unit and construct a 2,891-sq.-ft. Avenue
automotive commercial business.
This project proposes to merge 2 lots
. and construct a 3-story mixed-use
630 Anacapa City of Santa building with below-grade parking. The 630 Anacapa Pending
Street Barbara S . Street
project includes 6 separate commercial
spaces and 3 studio apartments.
This revised project proposes to
demolish a single-family residence and
617 Bradbury City of Santa construct a new 5,978-sq.-ft. mixed-use | 617 Bradbury Pendin
Avenue Barbara development that includes 918 sq. ft. of | Avenue 9
commercial area and approximately
3,400 sq. ft. of residential area.
This proposed mixed-use project
1324 Cacique City of Santa includes 1,322 sq. ft. of commercial 1324 Cacique Pendin
Street Barbara space and 3 residential apartments Street 9
totaling 2,519 sq. ft.
This project proposes to demolish most
203 Chapala City of Santa of an existing commercial building to .
Street Barbara construct a 11,884-sq.-ft. addition for a 203 Chapala Street Pending
total project area of 13,186 sq. ft.
Proposal for a mixed-use project that
. . includes 1,606 sq. ft. of commercial .
825 De La Vina | City of Santa space, 14,750-sq.-ft. parking lot, and 825 De La Vina Pending
Street Barbara : ) e . Street
7 residential condominiums averaging
approximately 1,200 sq. ft. each.
. This project proposes construction of .
535 E. City of Santa . . . 535 E. Montecito .
Montecito Street | Barbara |4;8n(rje3|dentlal units on 10,285 sq. ft. of Street Pending
SouTH COAST 101 HOV LANE PROJECT COMMUNITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT 15
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Table 2.1-1: Currently Proposed Development

Project Jurisdiction Proposed Use Address Prolecz
Status
Proposal for a mixed-use development
that requires demolition of the existing
City of Santa 35,841-sq.-ft. warehouse and .
318 State Street Barbara constructing 20,565 sq. ft. for 318 State Street Pending
nonresidential use and 34 residential
units.
This project proposes to demolish an
existing 3,300-sq.-ft. commercial
528 Anacapa City of Santa building and construct a mixed-use 528 Anacapa Pendin
Street Barbara building approximately 20,000 sq. ft. Street 9
(5,000 commercial/15,000 residential)
on a 65,000-sq.-ft. parcel.
Proposal to demolish existing gas
. station and construct a 16,992-sq.-ft. )
1.298 Coast City of Santa mixed-use building, including 4,000 sq. 1298 Coast Village Pending
Village Road Barbara . Road
ft. of commercial space and 12,192 sq.
ft. of residential space.
This proposed project includes
. demolition of an existing 20,450-sq.-ft.
416 E. Cota City of Santa commercial building and replacing it 416 E. Cota Street Pending
Street Barbara - ; . o .
with a residential use building with
57 residential units.
. Proposal to construct a new 2,414-sq.-
718 E. Mason City of Santa ft. commercial building with office and 718 E. Mason Pending
Street Barbara Street
warehouse space.
This proposed project would demolish
the existing structures and construct a
401 Chapala City of Santa 99,500-sq.-ft. mixed-use building that .
Street Barbara includes 7,731 sq. ft. of commercial 401 Chapala Street Pending
use, 1,228 of office use, and
46 residential units.
12 E. Montecito | City of Santa Proposal to construct an 11,091-sq.-ft. 12 E. Montecito Approved
Street Barbara commercial youth hostel. Street pp
403 E. City of Santa This project proposes to construct a 403 E. Montecito Approved
Montecito Street | Barbara 20,635-sq.-ft. commercial building. Street pp
406 N. _ City of Santa T_hls propo.sed prqect would demolish a 406 N. Quarantina
Quarantina Barbara single-family residence and construct a Street Approved
Street 2,653-sq.-ft. commercial building.
408 N. . City of Santa A new 2,717-sq.-ft. commercial building | 408 N. Quarantina
Quarantina . Approved
Barbara is proposed. Street
Street
This project proposes the demolition of
an existing warehouse/office and
116 E. Yanonali | City of Santa constructing a 13,203-sq.-ft. mixed-use | 116 E. Yanonali Approved
Street Barbara building, including 8,588 sq. ft. of Street PP
residential use and 4,615 sq. ft. of
commercial space.
This project proposes for 3 sites, a
Paseo de la City of Santa 45,125-sq.-ft. commercial building on .
Playa Barbara one site and 107 residential units on the 101 Garden Pending
remaining sites.
16 SouUTH COAST 101 HOV LANE PROJECT COMMUNITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT
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Table 2.1-1: Currently Proposed Development

Project Jurisdiction Proposed Use Address PrOJecI
Status
The proposed project would develop 48
Los Potales City of Santa residential condominium units in 6 535 E. Montecito Pendin
Barbara buildings covering more than 60,000 Street 9
sq. ft.
This proposed mixed-use project
includes demolition of an existing
City of Santa 35,841-sq.-ft. warehouse and .
318 State Street Barbara construction of more than 20,000 sq. ft. 318 State Street Pending
of nonresidential space and 34
residential condominiums.
This proposed project would merge 3
416 E. Cota City of Santa existing lots, demolish a commercial .
Street Barbara building, and construct 57 residential 416 E. Cota Street Pending
units on 39,603 sq. ft.

* Status Definitions

PP = Pre-Planning phase: The project is proposed; however, environmental review has not begun.
P = Programmed: Environmental review has begun on the project; not yet approved.

D = Design: Environmental review has been completed; construction has not begun.

C = Construction: As of this document, project is under construction.

B = Build-out: The project is fully constructed to build-out conditions.

-- = Status is currently unknown.

According to the City of Carpinteria General Plan, Land Use Element, there are few remaining areas
within the city where residential development can occur without conflicting with policies aimed at
protecting coastal resources. Most of the new development will occur in commercial and industrial
areas where most of the currently undeveloped areas are located. Some additional residential build-
out is expected to occur within areas designated for multi-family or mixed uses. The City of
Carpinteria General Plan, Community Design Element, identifies that the northeast subarea provides
more opportunities for new development than other areas.

In Santa Barbara County, much of the proposed future development in Toro Canyon is for lot splits or
single-family dwellings in highly constrained areas. The Toro Canyon Area Plan recognizes these
constraints and development is limited. In Summerland, commercial areas allow for potential
additional development with consideration of community-wide resource constraints. The Summerland
Community Plan encourages the development of the maximum number of housing units to meet the
needs of the community’s low to moderate income households. According to the Montecito
Community Plan Update, the community is nearing its ideal maximum build-out potential, with
commercial development being limited to the amount needed to serve the greater Montecito
community. The County of Santa Barbara Comprehensive Plan encourages infill, prevention of
scattered urban development, and a balance between housing and jobs.

The City of Santa Barbara’s General Plan, Land Use Element, identifies most of the undeveloped
land to be in low-density residential areas and recognizes a need for development of vacant
properties. Growth limitations and the sustainability of the City’s resources are challenges that the
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City faces for future development. The Plan encourages a more efficient use of space, as well as
upgrading the quality and mix of uses within existing structures, including remodeling and
rehabilitation, and reconstruction of existing structures. Economic vitality, fiscal health, and balanced
land uses are issues facing the City’s future development.

2.1.2 Environmental Consequences

This section describes changes in land uses as a result of the proposed South Coast 101 HOV Lane
Project and project alternatives, as well as the consistency of the alternatives with relevant local and
regional planning policies.

2.1.2.1 Build Alternatives

Implementation and construction of any of the Build Alternatives would occur primarily within
existing state highway right-of-way, with only minimal, additional right-of-way required.
Construction of soundwalls under all three Build Alternatives may require construction easements
outside of the right-of-way. The walls would be located between the freeway and the frontage roads
on either side of the freeway. Acquisition of residential or non-residential properties will not be
required.

2.1.2.2 No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, the existing conditions would remain, and no impacts to existing and
future land uses would occur. Congestion along US 101 would not be alleviated, and safety along the
roadway would not be improved if the No Build Alternative is implemented.

2.1.3 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures

Implementation and construction of the proposed Build Alternatives or No-Build Alternative would
not have substantial long-term effects on land uses in the project area. Property acquisitions would be
completed in compliance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
Policies of 1970 (Uniform Relocation Act) and Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. The Uniform
Relocation Act requires that no person shall be displaced until adequate, decent, safe, and sanitary
housing is made available. The acquisition and relocation program will be conducted in accordance
with 49 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 24, and relocation resources are available to all
relocatees without discrimination. Information about project relocation assistance would be made
available during a public involvement process. Affected individuals would be contacted personally,
and all benefits and services of the program would be made available to them.

2.2 Consistency with State, Regional, and Local Plans

Planning goals and policies for the study area are guided by the California Coastal Act, Santa
Barbara County Comprehensive Plan, the Santa Barbara County Coastal Land Use Plan, the City of
Carpinteria General Plan/Local Coastal Land Use Plan, the Toro Canyon Plan, the Summerland
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Community Plan, the Montecito Community Plan, the City of Santa Barbara General Plan, and the
South Coast Highway 101 Deficiency Plan, 101 In Motion Final Report, Federal Transportation
Improvement Program, State Transportation Improvement Program, and Regional Transportation
Improvement Program.

2.2.1 Affected Environment

California Coastal Act (1976). The California Coastal Commission was established by voter
initiative in 1972 (Proposition 20) and was made permanent by the Legislature through
adoption of the California Coastal Act of 1976. The Coastal Commission, in partnership with
coastal cities and counties, plans and regulates the use of land and water in the Coastal Zone.
Development activities, which are broadly defined by the Coastal Act to include (among
others) construction of buildings, divisions of land and activities that change the intensity of
use of land or public access to coastal waters, generally require a coastal permit from either
the Coastal Commission or the local government. The policies of the Coastal Act constitute
the statutory standards applied to planning and regulatory decisions made by the Commission
and by local governments, pursuant to the Coastal Act. Implementation of Coastal Act
policies is accomplished primarily through the preparation of Local Coastal Programs (LCP)
that are required to be completed by every county and city located within the Coastal Zone.

Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan (1980). The unincorporated area of Santa Barbara
County is governed by the Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan in an effort to guide decision
making for the future of the area. The Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan is a statement of
local policy containing goals, objectives, and action plans that guide the County’s long-term
development. Potential expansion of US 101, including an additional lane in each direction, is
identified within the Plan. The US 101 Corridor Design Guidelines, as adopted by the Board of
Supervisors in 1999, is also included in the Plan. The intent of the US 101 Corridor Design
Guidelines is to assist communities and public agencies in preserving US 101 in a manner consistent
with its historic and scenic character while allowing necessary transportation improvements.

Santa Barbara County Coastal Land Use Plan (1981). The Santa Barbara County Coastal Land Use
Plan is a separate element of the County’s Comprehensive Plan pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 30500 of the California Coastal Act of 1976. The purpose of the Coastal Land Use Plan is to
protect coastal resources and provide greater access and recreational opportunities for the public,
while allowing orderly and well-planned urban development of coastal-dependent and coastal-related
industry. The Plan proposes that urban-rural boundaries be established to redirect growth from an
outward expansion to one of infilling. A Coastal Development Permit is required for projects within
the Coastal Zone to ensure compliance with this Plan and the California Coastal Act.

City of Carpinteria General Plan/Local Coastal Land Use Plan and Environmental Impact Report
(April 2003). The City of Carpinteria General Plan contains objectives, policies, and implementation
strategies guiding development to preserve Carpinteria as a small, rural southern California coastal
community. The purpose of the Circulation Element of the Plan is to provide linkages between land
uses in the City by identifying an efficient system of streets and highways. The Plan recognizes that
current roadway systems, including US 101, are at or near capacity at selected peak periods and
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access will become increasingly inadequate as the population grows as projected. The General Plan
also recognizes that potential widening of US 101 through the city could occur to accommodate
traffic needs. The Local Coastal Land Use Element included in the City’s General Plan, together with
implementation programs, make up the City’s local coastal program. The General Plan sets forth the
community’s commitment to maintain its small beach-town lifestyle while accommodating an
appropriate balance of economic vibrancy.

Toro Canyon Plan (County of Santa Barbara, December 2004). The Toro Canyon Plan serves as an
update to the 1981 Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan and Local Coastal Program for
urban, rural, and semi-rural areas and neighborhoods. The Plan provides the general public,
landowners, and county decision makers with an outline for planning future development and
addresses opportunities and limitations for development. Included within the Plan are relevant
policies of the County of Santa Barbara’s Comprehensive Plan, in addition to specific goals,
objectives, policies, actions, and development standards that aim to protect the unique character of the
Toro Canyon region. The Circulation Element of the Plan includes goals, policies, and actions to
provide an efficient and safe circulation system that will accommodate existing and future
development and growth in Toro Canyon.

Summerland Community Plan (County of Santa Barbara, May 1992). The Summerland Community
Plan serves as a portion of the Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan and includes relevant
policies included in the Comprehensive Plan and Local Coastal Plan. The Community Plan provides
a framework for County decision makers, the community, and landowners in the Summerland area
for planning future development. Designed to address the concerns and needs of the community while
preserving the unique qualities of the area, the Plan signifies a commitment on the part of the County
with regard to Summerland’s future growth and improvement plans. The Circulation Element calls
for roadway improvements that will ease conditions on the most severely constrained roadways and
intersections in the planning area.

Montecito Community Plan Update (County of Santa Barbara, December 1995). The Montecito
Community Plan is a component of the Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan and includes
relevant policies included in the County’s Comprehensive Plan and the Local Coastal Plan. The
Montecito Community Plan includes specific goals relating to community development, public
facilities and services, and resources and constraints with specific policies and actions. The Plan
provides a blueprint for future land use decisions, allowing for development in a manner consistent
with available resources and in keeping with the semi-rural residential quality of life. The Circulation
Element of the Community Plan calls for maintaining adequate services and infrastructure to support
development and future growth.

South Coast Highway 101 Deficiency Plan (2002). The South Coast Highway 101 Deficiency Plan
was developed by the SBCAG in cooperation with the County of Santa Barbara, and the cities of
Santa Barbara and Carpinteria, in response to congestion along the South Coast US 101. An analysis
of the characteristics of travel demand and the cause of deficiencies along US 101, a list of short-term
solutions to relieve congestion, and an implementation schedule are included within the Plan.
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101 In Motion Final Report (2006). The SBCAG 101 In Motion Report is an action plan consisting
of short-term and long-term solutions that aim to reduce congestion along the US 101 corridor in
Santa Barbara County. The Report identifies the South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project as a US 101
congestion solution among a package of solutions that will be implemented to provide long-term
congestion relief in the corridor.

2007 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) (2006). The SBCAG prepared the
multi-year FTIP in accordance with Title 23 of the U.S.C. The FTIP is a short-term program for the
use of anticipated federal transportation funds to maintain, operate, and improve the region’s multi-
modal circulation system. The FTIP includes all federally funded highway, transit, and other
transportation projects in the area that are scheduled for implementation. Projects in the FTIP are also
identified in SBCAG’s Regional Transportation Plan and 101 In Motion Report.

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). In accordance with Government Code 14520
et. seq., the STIP is a statewide program of transportation projects that govern the expenditures of
State revenues for transportation. Included in the STIP are projects from regional agencies that are
also included in a Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP), in addition to projects
nominated by Caltrans. For the purpose of programming state funding, US 101 in Santa Barbara
County is termed both a High Emphasis and Focus Route in the STIP’s Interregional Improvement
Program.

Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) for Santa Barbara County (2006). The
RTIP is the program for widening US 101, south of Milpas Street in the city of Santa Barbara to south
of Carpinteria, to the Ventura County line. The SBCAG approved a recommendation in October 2003
to widen US 101 from the existing four-lane highway to a six-lane highway.

2.2.2 Environmental Consequences

2.2.2.1 Build Alternatives

The State, regional, and local plans outlined above address State, regional, and local planning issues,
policies, and goals concerning development in the proposed study area. The transportation plans
described above, including the South Coast Highway 101 Deficiency Plan, 101 In Motion Report, the
Federal Transportation Improvement Program, the State Transportation Improvement Program, and
the Regional Transportation Improvement Program, support and identify the need for improvements
to US 101. Widening US 101 to six lanes by adding one HOV lane in each direction in the study area
is specified in these transportation plans and is consistent with the three Build Alternatives for the
proposed project.

The Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan, the Cities of Santa Barbara and Carpinteria General
Plans, and the Community/Area Plans for Toro Canyon, Summerland, and Montecito do not include
specific policies regarding widening US 101 within their plans; however, the proposed project would
not conflict with any land use policies as stated in those Plans. Under the three Build Alternatives, no
changes to land uses, existing or proposed, would occur. The project could conflict with wetland
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setbacks identified in the Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan, the City of Carpinteria
General Plan, and the City of Santa Barbara General Plan.

2.2.2.2 No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative, the existing conditions would remain. This would not be consistent
with the existing transportation plans, which call for improvements to US 101. Congestion along
South Coast US 101 would not be eased, and growth projected for the study area would not be
accommodated with implementation of the No Build Alternative.

2.2.3 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures

With regard to the three Build Alternatives (Alternatives 1, 2, and 3), no impacts are anticipated at
this time. Avoidance or mitigation measures to minimize impacts may be required for visual,
wetlands, and landscaping impacts as a result of the proposed project to comply with study area
planning documents that call for the retention of vegetative character. Inconsistency with
transportation plans calling for the widening of US 101 would occur with implementation of the No
Build Alternative (Alternative 4).

2.3 Coastal Zone

2.3.1 Regulatory Setting

The Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (CZMA) is the principal federal law enacted to preserve and
protect coastal resources. The CZMA has a program under which coastal states are encouraged to develop
coastal management programs. States with an approved coastal management plan are able to review
federal permits and activities to determine if they are consistent with the state’s management plan.

The State of California developed the California Coastal Act of 1976, which is a coastal management
plan to protect its coastline. The policies established by the California Coastal Act are similar to those
of the CZMA, including the protection and development of public access and recreation, the
protection, enhancement, and restoration of sensitive areas, agricultural lands, scenic beauty, and the
protection of property from coastal hazards. The California Coastal Commission is responsible for
implementation and oversight under the California Coastal Act of 1976. The California Coastal Act,
like the federal CZMA, delegates power to local governments to pass their own local coastal
programs. Local coastal programs must be consistent with federal and State coastal programs while
determining short-term and long-term uses of coastal resources in their jurisdictions. To ensure
compliance with the local coastal plans, projects within the Coastal Zone would require applying for a
Coastal Development Permit.

2.3.2 Affected Environment

The South Coast 101 HOV project study area falls within three local coastal plans: the Santa Barbara
County Coastal Land Use Plan, the City of Santa Barbara Coastal Plan, and the City of Carpinteria

22 SouTH COAST 101 HOV LANE PROJECT COMMUNITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT
REPORT



Chapter 2 Land Use

Local Coastal Plan. These local coastal plans are included as elements within their respective
Comprehensive/General Plans and are pursuant to the California Coastal Act of 1976, as discussed in
Section 2.2.

2.3.3 Environmental Consequences

2.3.3.1 Build Alternatives

The Build Alternatives (Alternatives 1, 2, and 3) for the proposed project would not adversely impact
agricultural lands, and coastal access would be maintained, with roadway expansion occurring in
response to growth demands on the roadway and development occurring within existing
transportation corridor areas. The proposed alternatives for the project are consistent with the
associated federal, state, and local plans, but could conflict with wetland setbacks identified in the
Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan, the City of Carpinteria General Plan, and the City of
Santa Barbara General Plan. A Coastal Development Permit application to ensure compliance with
the relevant coastal plans and the California Coastal Act would be required.

2.3.3.2 No Build Alternative

Under the No Build Alternative (Alternative 4), existing conditions would remain and no impacts to
the coastal zone would occur.

2.3.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures

As stated above, a Coastal Development Permit would be required under the Build Alternatives.
Avoidance or mitigation measures to minimize impacts may be required for visual, wetlands, and
landscaping impacts as a result of the proposed project to comply with study area planning documents
that call for the retention of vegetative character and median vegetation.

2.4 Parks and Recreation

2.41 Affected Environment

Parks and recreational facilities within the South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project study area include
neighborhood and community parks, regional parks, state parks, open spaces, and trails. These are
listed in Table 2.4-1 and shown in Figure 2.4-1.

Recreational facilities within Carpinteria include Carpinteria Salt Marsh Reserve and Nature Park,
Carpinteria Beach State Park, and Carpinteria City Beach. The Carpinteria Salt Marsh Reserve and
Nature Park facilities, located on Ash Avenue in Carpinteria, include an interpretative area with a
teaching amphitheater and a nature trail. In addition, five community-based park facilities provide
open space, picnic areas, fields, playgrounds, and bike and walking trails. Lookout Park and Manning
Park, located in Summerland and Montecito, respectively, are community-based parks serving Santa
Barbara County.
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In the city of Santa Barbara, several parks provide recreational opportunities for community residents
and visitors. The Santa Barbara Zoological Gardens; the Andree Clark Bird Refuge; and city beaches,

including East and West Beach, offer recreational activities within the city of Santa Barbara in the

project study area. The Santa Barbara Zoo is located on 30 acres of botanical gardens within the city

of Santa Barbara. The zoo is dedicated to the preservation, conservation, and enhancement of the

natural world through education, research, and recreation, and it overlooks the Pacific Ocean, Andree
Clark Bird Refuge, and Santa Ynez Mountains. The Andree Clark Bird Refuge is located across from

East Beach and has a bikeway and walking path with interpretive environmental self-guided tours.

Table 2.4-1: Parks and Recreational Facilities

Map . Map .

ID# Park Location ID# Park Location

State of California

1 Carpinteria Salt Avenue del Mar 3 Carpinteria State End of Palm Avenue

Marsh Reserve Beach
Carpinteria Salt

2 Marsh Nature Park Avenue del Mar

Santa Barbara County

4 Lookout Park End of Lookout Park 5 Manning Park 1480 School House
Road Road

City of Carpinteria

6 Tar Pits Park 2663 Carpinteria 9 Heath Ranch Park Eucalyptus Street

venue

7 El Carro Park Namouna Street & 10 Franklin Creek Park End of Sterling
El Carro Lane Avenue

8 Memorial Park Santa Yne_z Avenue & 11 Carpinteria City Sandyland Road
Aragon Drive Beach

City of Santa Barbara

12 | Chase Palm Park | 236 E. Cabrillo 9p | LeadbetterBeach & | g4 opeline Drive
Boulevard Park

13 West Beach 401 Shoreline Drive 23 East Beach 1118 E. Cabrillo

Boulevard

14 Pershing Park 131 Castillo Street 24 Dwight Murphy Field | 501 Ninos Drive
15 | Plaza Del Mar 131 Castillo Street | 25 | Hale Park Camino Viejo &
El Rancho Roads
San Pascual & East Side Yanonall & Soledad

16 Bohnett Park

26

Anapamu Streets Neighborhood Park

Streets

17 Honda Valley Park

Carillo Street &

La Coronilla Drive 27 Sunflower Park

1124 E. Mason Street

18 La Coronilla Park

Santa Barbara

Dolores Drive 28 Zoological Gardens

1300 E. Cabrillo
Boulevard

19 Cabirillo Ball Park

Milpas Street &

Cabrillo Boulevard 29 Ortega Park

604 E. Ortega Street

20 Spencer Adams 104 W. Anapamu 30 Plaza Vera Cruz Cota & Santa Barbara
Park Street Park Streets

21 De la Guerra Plaza De la Guerra & 31 Andree Clark Bird 1400 East Cabrillo
Park State Streets Refuge Boulevard

Source: Parsons 2008
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2.4.2 Environmental Consequences

2.4.2.1 Build Alternatives

The proposed project would not require the use of any park or recreation facility land: therefore, it
would not result in direct long-term effects on park and recreation facilities. Implementation and
construction of the Build Alternatives (Alternatives 1, 2, and 3) would reduce congestion levels in the
study area for community members and visitors accessing parks and recreational facilities.

2.4.2.2 No Build Alternative

The No Build Alternative (Alternative 4) would not result in direct long-term project impacts on
parks and recreational facilities, and the existing conditions would remain. Access to parks and
recreational facilities and coastal resources would be degraded due to increased roadway congestion
within the corridor.

2.4.3 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures

During construction, at least two lanes in each direction would remain open for peak-period travel.
Mainline lane closures would be anticipated to occur primarily during off-peak hours to minimize
construction-related travel impacts within the corridor. Construction of the Build Alternatives will be
executed with measures taken to avoid impacts to cyclists, with alternate routes made available for
use during construction. Construction-related disruptions will be minimized through development and
implementation of a Traffic Management Plan (TMP).
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Chapter 3 Growth

3.1 Affected Environment

CEQA specifically requires that an analysis and discussion of the growth-related impacts of the project
be included as part of an Environmental Impact Report. The growth-related impact study examines
the relationship of the project to economic and population growth or to the construction of additional
housing in the project area. It focuses on the potential for a project to facilitate or accelerate growth
beyond planned developments, or induce growth to shift from elsewhere in the region. The project’s
influence on area growth is considered within the context of other relevant factors such as local and
regional growth policies, relative cost and availability of housing, availability of amenities, and
development constraints. The information presented in this section is taken from the technical report,
Draft Growth-Related Impact Analysis for the South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project (Parsons 2010).

The South Coast US 101 corridor, which is a major transportation route and an important link in the
regional transportation system, is experiencing increases in congestion. Traffic volumes along the US
101 corridor are projected to increase substantially over the next 30 years, largely as a result of the
increased residential and commercial development anticipated in specific areas of Santa Barbara
County and Ventura County. Commuter traffic contributes to vehicle volumes exceeding capacity,
resulting in severe congestion and increased travel times along US 101 through the project area,
mostly during peak hours.

Because the South Coast 101 HOV Lane Widening Project would improve traffic conditions and
travel times through the project area and vicinity, it would potentially remove this constraint on future
growth. The growth-related analysis evaluated whether the proposed project, individually or when
combined with the other HOV lane widening projects in the US 101 corridor, would support or lead
to unplanned growth. The growth-related effects of the project on development in these locations
were estimated by quantifying project-induced reductions in travel time (i.e., enhanced accessibility)
to these locations. The enhanced accessibility was then evaluated in context of other factors
influencing growth pressures in the areas.

3.2 Environmental Consequences

Eight residential locations, as shown in Figure 3.2-1, were selected for testing the growth-related
effects of the project. These residential locations include the communities of the City of Goleta, Hope
Ranch, City of Santa Barbara, Mission Canyon, Montecito, Summerland/Toro Canyon, City of
Carpinteria, Ojai (City of Ojai and Ojai Valley), and City of Ventura. These communities are
planning for approximately 4 to 55 percent growth in population by 2040. Twelve (12) employment
zones were selected to reflect all jobs accessible from the selected residential zones.
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Chapter 3 Growth

The travel time savings that would be obtained due to the proposed project ranged from 1 minute to
more than 16 minutes, depending on the particular trip ends and their location with respect to the
traffic study area. The higher travel time savings of 16 minutes would occur while accessing jobs
farther away from the residential zones, such as Los Angeles County; however, these jobs are
projected to be up to 3 hours away from most residential growth analysis areas due to freeway
congestion. Therefore, travel time savings to commuters while accessing employment in closer areas,
such as employment locations in Santa Barbara County and northern areas in Ventura County, are
considered more important.

3.3 Summary

The growth impact analysis showed slight increases in growth pressures in most Santa Barbara
County study areas (R-1 through R-6 in Figure 3.2-1); however, the increases in growth pressures are
minor, being less than 2 percent. The commute time savings would support planned growth in the
study corridor. In addition, providing HOV lanes would not solve all of the congestion problems on
US 101. Some highway congestion would remain and would gradually build over time.

Other factors, in addition to traffic conditions, also influence the climate for growth. Strict growth
policies and limited developable land, as well as moderately high housing prices, will help limit
growth in the study area. All residential zones in Santa Barbara County are either largely built out or
have constraints on growth. For example, Montecito has an annual permit allocation for new dwelling
units of not more than 0.5-percent of the currently existing permitted units. Areas that are planning
for growth, such as the city of Goleta, plan on directing their growth mostly to infill development.
These types of actions would ensure that the proposed project would not stimulate unplanned growth.

In summary, the commute time savings would not notably increase growth pressures in any
residential study area. Growth management plans and high housing prices in the study area would
also help discourage unplanned growth. The growth-related impact study concluded that the South
Coast 101 HOV Lane Project would support planned growth in the region and is not anticipated to
impact environmental resources of concern.
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Chapter 4 Community Character

4.1 Population and Housing

Demographic characteristics of the region and the study area are derived from the 2000 U.S. Census
of Population and Housing and the SBCAG Regional Growth Forecast 2005-2040, August 2007. As
identified in Figure 4.1-1, 45 census tract block groups directly adjacent to the South Coast US 101
alignment were used as the study area for demographic characterization.

4.1.1 Affected Environment

4.1.1.1 Regional Population Characteristics

Existing and projected population, housing, and employment growth trends within Santa Barbara
County and the cities of Carpinteria and Santa Barbara are shown in Table 4.1-1.

Table 4.1-1: Population, Employment, and Housing Projections: 2005-2040

Population
Percent Change
2005 2010 2020 2030 2040 2005-2040 9
Santa Barbara County 417,500 430,200 459,600 481,400 492,800 18.0
City of Santa Barbara 89,800 90,000 92,000 92,800 93,000 3.5
Carpinteria 14,300 14,200 14,600 15,000 15,300 7.0
Employment (Jobs)
Percent Change
2005 2010 2020 2030 2040 2005-2040 9
Santa Barbara County 174,008 183,183 196,942 207,405 213,571 22.7
City of Santa Barbara 40,781 43,274 45,444 46,040 46,795 14.7
Carpinteria 6,127 6,444 6,738 6,984 7,233 18.0
Housing (Dwelling Units)
Percent Change
2005 2010 2020 2030 2040 2005-2040 9
Santa Barbara County 143,138 147,961 157,648 164,422 167,542 17.0
City of Santa Barbara 35,931 36,449 37,557 37,738 37,738 5.0
Carpinteria 5,047 5,114 5,264 5,414 5,564 10.2

Source: Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, Regional Growth Forecast 2005-2040, August 2007.

Population

According to SBCAG projections, the Santa Barbara County population is expected to grow from 417,500
to 492,800, which is an increase of 18 percent, between 2005 and 2040. Carpinteria is anticipated to
grow from 14,300 to 15,300, which is an increase of 7 percent, between 2005 and 2040, while the city
of Santa Barbara is anticipated to grow from 89,800 to 93,000 persons. Of the area studied, the
projected growth rate for the city of Santa Barbara is the least substantial at approximately 4 percent.
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Chapter 4 Community Character

Employment

Employment in Santa Barbara County and the cities of Carpinteria and Santa Barbara is expected to
increase at a much faster rate than the corresponding population in these areas between 2005 and
2040. The total number of jobs in Santa Barbara County, Carpinteria, and the city of Santa Barbara is
likely to grow by 23, 18, and 15 percent, respectively.

Housing

The total number of households in the cities of Carpinteria and Santa Barbara is expected to increase
approximately 10 and 5 percent, respectively, between 2005 and 2040. A considerable increase in the
number of households is expected in the County of Santa Barbara, at 17 percent.

Age Breakdown

According to 2000 U.S. Census data, the study area is predominantly comprised of people between 18
to 64 years of age (approximately 65 percent). The median age of the residents in the study area is 36.
Compared to the individual jurisdictions, the study area has a relatively high percentage
(approximately 24 percent) of residents under the age of 18 years.

As shown in Table 4.1-2, the median age in Santa Barbara County is 33 and approximately 62 percent
of the population is made up of people between 18 and 64 years of age. As compared to the
neighboring jurisdictions and the study area, Santa Barbara County and the City of Carpinteria have
the highest percentages of children under the age of 18. The unincorporated areas of Montecito and
Toro Canyon both have relatively higher populations of people who are 65 years or more in age.

Table 4.1-2: Age Breakdown in the Study Area

Total | UN%" | | 18to64 | , | 65Years | , | Median
Population 0 Years ® | and Over 0 Age
Years
Total Study Area 60,745 14,353 | 23.6 39,158 64.5 7,234 11.9 36
Santa Barbara County 399,347 99,5602 | 24.9 | 249,080 | 62.4 50,765 12.7 33
Carpinteria 14,194 3,635 25.6 8,793 61.9 1,766 124 36
City of Santa Barbara 92,325 18,255 | 19.8 61,343 66.4 12,727 13.8 35
Montecito CDP! 10,000 1,837 18.4 6,011 60.1 2,152 21.5 46
Summerland CDP 1,545 225 14.6 1,140 73.8 180 1.7 42
Toro Canyon CDP 1,697 342 20.2 1,060 62.5 295 17.4 44

Source: 2000 U.S. Census Bureau

' A census-designated place (CDP) is an area identified by the United States Census Bureau for statistical reporting. CDPs

are communities that lack separate municipal government, but which otherwise resemble incorporated places, such as cities
or villages.
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Ethnic Composition

The ethnicity profile of the study area population was gathered from 2000 U.S. Census data. The
racial categories used are White, Black or African American, American Indian and Alaska Native,
Asian, Native Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander, Some Other Race/Two or More Races, and
Hispanic. Persons of Hispanic origin were sampled separately and are not included in other ethnic
categories.

As shown in Table 4.1-3, there is greater ethnic diversity in the study area compared to Santa Barbara
County as a whole. Overall, approximately 52 percent of all study area residents are members of
minority groups. Approximately 46 percent of the population in the study area is Hispanic. Nearly 43
percent of the population in Santa Barbara County are members of minority groups, of which the
Hispanic population contributes 34 percent. Asian populations represent approximately 2 percent of
the study area compared to 4 percent for Santa Barbara County.

The unincorporated areas of Montecito, Summerland, and Toro Canyon are predominantly white,
with this ethnic group accounting for 91, 87, and 80 percent of the total population, respectively.

Table 4.1-3: Ethnic Composition in the Study Area

Total . Blac_:k or Amer. Ind./
Study Area White % African % . %
Persons . AK Native
American
Total Study Area 60,745 29,469 48.5 831 14 284 0.5
ga”ta Barbara 399,347 227,083 56.9 8,385 2.1 2135 0.5
ounty
Carpinteria 14,194 7,266 51.2 74 0.5 68 0.5
Montecito CDP 10,000 9,125 91.3 44 0.4 16 0.2
City of Santa
Barbara 92,325 53,849 58.3 1,418 1.5 405 0.4
Summerland CDP 1,545 1,346 87.1 7 0.5 3 0.2
Toro Canyon CDP 1,697 1,363 80.3 5 0.3 3 0.2
Native HI/ g‘t’r';‘:
Asian % | OtherPac. | % % Hispanic %
Race/Two
Islander
or More
Total Study Area 1,293 2.1 54 0.1 1,023 1.7 27,791 45.8
Santa Barbara 15,713 | 3.9 589 0.1 8,774 2.2 136,668 34.2
County
Carpinteria 331 2.3 14 0.1 266 1.9 6,175 43.5
Montecito CDP 127 1.3 21 0.2 148 1.5 519 5.2
City of Santa 2467 | 27 98 0.1 1,758 1.9 32,330 35.0
Barbara
Summerland CDP 36 2.3 1 0.1 37 2.4 115 74
Toro Canyon CDP 23 1.4 3 0.2 24 1.4 276 16.3
Source: 2000 U.S. Census Bureau
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Income

The 2000 median household income for the study area was $51,825, with approximately 12 percent of
the households under poverty level, as shown in Table 4.1-4. According to the U.S. Census Bureau,
the unincorporated areas of Montecito and Toro Canyon had the two highest median household
incomes of $110,669 and $68,789, respectively.

The median household income in Santa Barbara County was lower than that of the study area. In
Santa Barbara County, the percentage of households below poverty level was approximately 12
percent and comparable to the study area as a whole.

Table 4.1-4: Median Household Income and Households below Poverty Level

Santa . City of Toro
S‘::‘gg Barbara | Carpinteria Mog:)eslto Santa Sum(r;nI;I;Iand Canyon
County Barbara CDP

Median household

income $51,825 | $46,677 $47,729 $ 110,669 | $ 47,498 $ 53,964 $ 68,789

Households below

2,739 15,861 431 132 3,864 89 41
Poverty Level

[0)
% Households below 12.4 16 8.6 3.6 10.9 12.5 59
Poverty Level

Source: 2000 U.S. Census Bureau

4.1.1.2 Housing

This section focuses on housing needs and characteristics in the South Coast Region, which
encompasses the study area, and highlights key trends that will affect housing growth and
development in the future as derived from the 2000 U.S. Census Population and Housing, SBCAG
Regional Growth Forecast, the Santa Barbara Association of Realtors, and the University of
California at Santa Barbara (UCSB) Economic Forecast.

Housing Characteristics

Housing characteristics, including housing types, costs, and occupancy rates in the study area, are
shown in Table 4.1-5. Approximately 50 percent of the housing units in the study area are single-family
residential units, which is lower than Santa Barbara County as a whole. Multi-family residential units
constitute approximately 44 percent of the housing units in the study area and approximately 29
percent of the housing units in the county. The cities of Carpinteria and Santa Barbara have the
smallest proportion of detached single-family housing, as well as smaller household sizes.

Vacancy Rates

According to 2000 U.S. Census Data, approximately 7 percent of the housing units in the study area were
vacant. This rate was higher than the 4 percent vacancy rate in Santa Barbara County, which is similar to
that in the city of Santa Barbara. The city of Santa Barbara had the lowest vacancy rate compared to that of
neighboring cities and towns, while Montecito had the highest vacancy rate of approximately 12 percent.
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Chapter 4 Community Character

Vacancy rate is defined as the percentage of the total supply of units or space of a specific commercial
type that is vacant and available for occupancy at a particular point in time within a given market. An
overall vacancy rate of 4 or 5 percent indicates a healthy balance of supply and demand in the housing
market. As shown in Table 4.1-5, a vacancy rate of 7 percent in the study area suggests a slight
imbalance in supply and demand. A higher vacancy rate indicates more supply and less demand.

Housing Costs

According to data from the Santa Barbara Association of Realtors and the UCSB Economic Forecast
2009, the Santa Barbara area median home price in the South Coast region rose substantially from
$825,000 in 2003 to $981,000 in 2004, which is a 19 percent increase. Rental rates in the South Coast
area have been increasing approximately 9 percent annually, but they have now leveled. Rental
occupancy rates, however, have consistently been high, creating an overly competitive rental market
that makes it difficult for young families to obtain adequate housing. As a result, some families have
moved to other areas within the county or to Ventura County to obtain affordable housing
opportunities, as noted by increased commuting and congestion on US 101 over the last 5 years.

Housing Stock Projections

According to the SBCAG Regional Growth Forecast 2005-2040, the excess residential capacity at the
end of the 2040 forecast period is 2,443 housing units in the South Coast region and 6,335 housing
units in the County. This forecast compares the year 2005-2040 average construction rate and the
maximum residential capacity in the subregions and the County as a whole.

As shown in Table 4.1-1, the total number of housing units in Santa Barbara County and the cities of
Carpinteria and Santa Barbara is expected to increase by approximately 17, 10, and 5 percent,
respectively, between 2005 and 2040.

Household Size

According to 2000 U.S. Census data, the countywide household size was estimated to be
approximately 2.8 persons per household. Carpinteria has a household size of 2.86 persons per
household, which is the highest compared to the other study area jurisdictions. Summerland had the
lowest household size of 2.16 persons per household.

4.1.2 Environmental Consequences
4.1.2.1 Regional Population Characteristics

Build Alternatives

As a result of the implementation of the Build Alternatives, area residents would benefit from
congestion relief and enhanced accessibility. There would be no disproportionate impacts on low-
income or minority residents, as described in Section 4.4, Environmental Justice.
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No Build Alternative

Existing conditions would remain and there would be no disproportionate impacts on low-income or
minority residents under the No Build Alternative.

4.1.2.2 Housing

Build Alternatives
The proposed Build Alternatives would not result in any residential acquisition or relocation;
therefore, there would be no impacts due to the Build Alternatives.

No Build Alternative

Existing conditions would remain and there would be no residential acquisition or relocation under
the No Build Alternative.

4.1.3 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures

The Build Alternatives and No Build Alternative would avoid impacts to existing housing; therefore,
no additional minimization or mitigation measures are proposed.

4.2 Employment and Economy

This section discusses trends in employment and the economy in the study area. In general, with an
already tight labor market with low unemployment rates, the existing labor pool for workers in the
County is small.

According to the SBCAG Regional Growth Forecast, South Coast employment is forecasted to
increase by 15 percent from 2005 to 2040. In the short term, employment growth in the South Coast
area should slow as the labor market becomes tighter and it becomes more difficult to obtain skilled
workers that are repelled by the high cost of housing in the area. Longer term, however, economic
and employment growth would be slower but should continue as California and a certain extent of the
County benefit from innovations and development in the Internet, as well as other technological
advancements leading to new employment opportunities.

4.2.1 Employment Patterns

According to U.S. Census 2000 data, there were 195,840 people in the Santa Barbara County labor
force, with 50,741 in the city of Santa Barbara and 31,298 in the study area, as shown in Table 4.2-1.
According to the SBCAG Regional Growth Forecast, the principal employment sectors in Santa
Barbara County are government, retail trade, and services, with the fastest-growing sectors in the
County being education and healthcare services, transportation, non-durable manufacturing,
construction, and farming. The County’s largest job sectors, retail and agriculture, are the lowest-
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paying services and are growing. The only well-paying sector showing substantial growth is the
relatively small construction sector.

4.2.2 Labor Force Characteristics

According to U.S. Census 2000 data, of the 13,298 employed civilians aged 16 and over within the
study area, most work in educational, health and social services, professional, management services,
arts, entertainment and recreation, and related occupations, as shown in Table 4.2-1. Of these,
approximately 19 percent of the labor force work in the educational, health and social services fields;
14 percent work in the arts, entertainment, recreation, accommodation and food services sector; and
approximately 13 percent work in the professional, scientific, management, administrative, and waste
management services sector. Occupational patterns in Santa Barbara County followed a similar trend
with a higher percentage of the labor force employed in retail trade than the total study area, at 11.3
percent and 9.9 percent, respectively.

4.2.3 Environmental Consequences
4.2.3.1 Regional Economy, Employment, and Income

Build Alternatives
No business acquisition or relocations would occur under the proposed Build Alternatives; therefore,
no loss of tax revenue would be recognized in the study area jurisdictions.

In general, economic activity induced by the project during the construction phase is anticipated to
benefit the region. In the early 1980s, the Federal Highway Administration found nationally that a $1
million investment in transportation construction would directly generate 10 onsite, full-time
construction jobs. When jobs are considered that are offsite, construction related, service industry
related, along with related increases in consumer demand (i.e., direct, indirect, and induced effects),
the total number of jobs created rises to approximately 23 for each $1 million of investment.

There are also monetary savings that the region would realize from improvement in operating
efficiency, mobility, and safety of vehicular travel. Improvements in operating efficiency include such
user benefits as savings in fuel, oil, tire, repair and maintenance, and depreciation; mobility savings,
which include travel time savings; and safety savings, which include reduction in property damage
and fatal and injury accidents. >

2 A.L. Politano and Carol J. Roadifer, REIMHS: A Prototype Model for Regional Economic Analysis of
Highway Projects and Systems, Federal Highway Administration, presented at TRB 68™ Annual
Meeting, Washington D.C., January 1989.
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Chapter 4 Community Character

No Build Alternative
Existing conditions would remain and no impacts would occur under the No Build Alternative.

4.2.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures

The Build Alternatives and No Build Alternative would avoid impacts to existing businesses;
therefore, no additional minimization or mitigation measures are proposed.

4.3 Community Facilities and Services

4.3.1 Affected Environment

Community facilities and services located within the proposed South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project
study area, including police, fire, medical, educational, and cultural, are described in the following
paragraphs. Only those community facilities that abut or are directly adjacent to the proposed project
are of interest to the impacts analysis. These are summarized in Table 4.3-1 and are shown in Figure
4.3-1. Parks and recreational facilities are described in Section 2.4.

4.3.1.1 Community Facilities

Schools and Libraries

Public school districts in the study area include the Santa Barbara School District and the Carpinteria
Unified School District. Twenty (20) elementary and secondary schools are located within the study area,
including 13 public and 7 private schools. Three post secondary schools are also located in the study area:
Santa Barbara City College, Antioch University-Santa Barbara Branch, and Pacific Graduate Institute.

Four libraries are located in close proximity to the study area.

Other Public Facilities

Other public facilities include the Santa Barbara and Carpinteria City Halls; the Santa Barbara County
Administration Building and Court House; and the Santa Barbara Museum of Art. Three post offices
and two Amtrak Stations are also located in the study area.

4.3.1.2 Emergency Services

Police protection and traffic enforcement in the study area are provided by the cities of Carpinteria
and Santa Barbara, the County of Santa Barbara Sheriff’s Department, and the California Highway
Patrol. Fire protection within the study area is provided by the Carpinteria-Summerland Fire
Protection District, the Montecito Fire Protection District, the City of Santa Barbara Fire Department,
and the County of Santa Barbara Fire Department. There are two fire stations located within the study
area, as shown in Figure 4.3-1. There are no police or sheriff’s facilities located in close proximity to
the study area.
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Table 4.3-1: Community Facilities

ID #

Name

Location

ID #

Name

Location

Public Schools

City of Santa Barbara

Summerland CDP

1

McKinley Elementary

350 Loma Alta Drive

8

Summerland Elementary | 135 Valencia

123 Alameda Padre

2 | Cleveland Elementary Serra City of Carpinteria
3 Santa Barbara 723 E. Cota 9 |Aliso Elementary 4545 Carpinteria Avenue
Community Academy
4 | Franklin Elementary 1111 East Mason Street | 10 | Canalino Elementary 1480 Linden Avenue
5 | Montecito Elementary 385 San Ysidro Road 11 | Main Elementary 5241 Eighth Street
6 ﬁ%n;a Barbara Junior 721 E. Cota Street 12 | Carpinteria Middle 5351 Carpinteria Avenue
7 | Franklin Intermediate 1111 East Mason Street || 13 |Rincon High (Cont.) 5315 Foothill Road
Private Schools
City of Santa Barbara
14 Deyeregx Foundation P O. Box 1079 18 El Montecito Early 1455 E Valley Road
California School
15 |Santa Barbara 935 San Andreas Street | 19 |Howard 260 San Ysidro Road
Montessori
16 | Notre Dame School 33 E Micheltorena 20 |Anacapa School 814 Santa Barbara
Street Street
17 | Crane School 1795 San Leandro Lane
Post Secondary Schools
City of Santa Barbara City of Carpinteria
21 Santa Barbara City 721 Cliff Drive 23 Pacjfica Graduate 249 Lambert Road
College Institute
29 Antioch University-Santa 801 Garden Street
Barbara Branch
Other Public Facilities
City of Santa Barbara Facilities City of Carpinteria Facilities
24 | Santa Barbara City Hall | 735 Anacapa Street 33 | Carpinteria City Hall 5775 Carpinteria Avenue
25 |Santa Barbara Fire 121 W. Carillo Street 34 |Carpinteria Fire 1140 Eugenia Place
Station Department
26 gSﬁ;tg/gAdm'mStrat'on 123 E. Anapamu Street || 35 |Carpinteria Post Office |5425 Carpinteria Avenue
27 aiztsaeBarbara Court 1100 Anapamu Street 36 |Carpinteria Library 5141 Carpinteria Avenue
8 Santa Barbara Museum 1130 State Street 37 Carplnterla Amtrak Linden Avenue
of Art Station
29 |US Post Office 836 Anacapa Street Unincorporated Santa Barbara County
30 Sirr\;?yBarbara Public 40 E. Anapamu Street 38 | Summerland Post Office | 2245 Lillie Avenue
31 |Eastside Branch Library ;:r%i tE' Montecito 39 |Montecito Library 1469 E. Valley Road
32 | Amtrak Figtree Station |209 State Street
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Chapter 4 Community Character

4.3.1.3 Utilities

Domestic water services in the study area are provided by the Carpinteria Valley Water District,
Montecito and Summerland Water District, and the Santa Barbara County Water Agency. Wastewater
collection and treatment services are provided by the Carpinteria Sanitary District, the El Estero
Wastewater Treatment Plant in the City of Santa Barbara, and through septic systems in the
unincorporated areas of Santa Barbara County. Natural gas services in the study area are provided by
the Southern California Gas Company and electricity is provided by Southern California Edison.
Other utility services in the study area include telephone and cable or satellite television services.

4.3.2 Environmental Consequences
4.3.2.1 Community Facilities

Build Alternatives

Improved access to community facilities due to reduced congestion would occur as a result of
implementation and construction of the Build Alternatives. No community facilities would be
displaced as a result of the proposed project.

No Build Alternative
Existing conditions would remain, and no impacts to community facilities would occur under the No
Build Alternative.

4.3.2.2 Emergency Services

Build Alternatives

Improved access to emergency services due to reduced congestion would occur as a result of
implementation and construction of the Build Alternatives. Emergency access would be provided
during construction; therefore, no temporary or long-term impacts to emergency services are
anticipated as a result of the proposed project.

No Build Alternative
Existing conditions would remain, and no impacts on emergency services would occur under the No
Build Alternative.

4.3.2.3 Utilities

Build Alternatives

The proposed Build Alternatives would have the potential to impact utilities including, domestic
water service, wastewater collection and treatment, natural gas service, electric service, and telephone
and television utilities. Table 4.3-2 identifies the potentially affected utilities in the study area as a
result of the build alternatives.
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Chapter 4 Community Character

No Build Alternative
Under the No Build Alternative, existing conditions would remain and no impacts to utilities would
occur.

4.3.3 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures

Construction of the Build Alternatives will be executed with measures taken to avoid impacts to
community facilities and emergency services with alternate routes made available for use during
construction. Construction time will be limited to off-peak hours to minimize potential route closures.
No impacts are anticipated for the No Build Alternative; therefore, no avoidance, minimization, or
mitigation measures are required.

4.4 Environmental Justice

This proposed project has been developed in accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964, as amended, and Executive Order 12898, “Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations.” Title VI states that “No person in the United
States shall, on the grounds of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in,
denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving
Federal financial assistance.” Executive Order 12898 requires each federal agency (or its designee) to
take the appropriate and necessary steps to identify and address “disproportionately high and adverse”
effects of federal or federally funded projects on minority and low-income populations.

Impacts and benefits of transportation projects result from the physical placement of such facilities
and also from their ability to improve or impede access to and from neighborhoods and other portions
of the region. The environmental justice analysis examines whether ethnic minority and/or low-
income populations in the project area would experience disproportionately adverse impacts, and if
the impacts experienced by such populations would be inconsistent with the benefits created.

441 Affected Environment

The study area as a whole consists of a variety of socioeconomic neighborhoods. Lower-income
populations, ethnic minorities, and affluent, white populations live within and in close proximity to
the study area. The ethnic composition of the study area, as described in Section 4.1.1.1 and
summarized in Table 4.1-2, is comparable to the County of Santa Barbara. The block groups located
in the cities of Carpinteria and Santa Barbara have substantially higher minority populations than
Toro Canyon, Summerland, and Montecito. Santa Barbara County has a minority population of
approximately 43 percent, with the highest Hispanic population in Carpinteria at approximately 44
percent. The total study area’s Hispanic population is approximately 46 percent. There is greater
ethnic diversity in Carpinteria and the study area as a whole, with minority populations of
approximately 49 and 52 percent, respectively. Overall, approximately 52 percent of all study area
residents are members of minority groups.
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Chapter 4 Community Character

The median household income of the Census block groups located in the study area in 1999 ranged
from $46,677 to $110,669. As shown in Table 4.4-1, the overall percentage of households in the
study area below the federal poverty level was 12.4 percent in 1999. Census data shows that in 1999,
approximately 11.6 percent of households in Santa Barbara County as a whole were below the
poverty level, while 12.5 and 10.9 percent of households below the poverty level were in
Summerland and the city of Santa Barbara, respectively.

Table 4.4-1 Minority and Low-Income Populations

Study Santa . . | Montecito City of Summerland Toro
Area Barbara | Carpinteria CDP Santa CDP Canyon
County Barbara CDP
Total Population 60,745 | 399,347 14,194 10,000 92,325 1,545 1,697
Total White 29,469 | 227,083 7,266 9,125 53,849 1,346 1,363
Total Minority 31,276 172,264 6,928 875 38,476 199 334
% Minority 51.5% 43.1% 48.8% 8.8% 41.7% 12.9% 19.7%
Below Poverty 8,897 | 55,086 1,480 343 11,846 141 123
Level
0,
L/‘;\'/B;'OW Poverty | 147% | 13.8% 10.4% 3.4% 12.8% 9.1% 7.3%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2000
' Minority population includes Black or African American, American Indian and Alaska Native, Asian, Native Hawaiian and Other
Pacific Islander, Hispanic, and Other Races (not White).

4.4.2 Environmental Consequences

Equity of Impacts of the Build Alternatives (and Benefits for) Minority
and Low-Income Neighborhoods

The primary purpose of the proposed South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project is to improve traffic flow
on US 101. The congestion relief and enhanced accessibility would benefit area residents and other
users of this segment of the US 101 corridor. In addition, the project would also benefit low-income
and minority communities in the area by reducing traffic delays in the project vicinity.

Based on the above discussion and analysis, as well as results from the project-related Noise Study
and Air Quality reports, the Build Alternatives would not cause disproportionately high and adverse
effects on any minority or low-income populations as per Executive Order 12898 regarding
environmental justice. Potential impacts related to construction noise intrusion and traffic on area
residents, including minority and low-income populations, would be minimized through mitigation
measures included in the project. Temporary construction easements would not have a
disproportionate effect on minority or low-income populations. No residential or non-residential
relocations would occur.
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No Build Alternative
Under the No Build Alternative, existing conditions would remain and there would be no

disproportionate impacts to minority or low-income populations.

4.4.3 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures

All Alternatives
No mitigation is required.
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Chapter 5 Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities

Chapter 5 Traffic and Transportation/
Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities

5.1 Affected Environment

The proposed project would widen US 101 to provide an HOV lane within the existing median in the
northbound and southbound directions from 0.4-mile south of Carpinteria Creek Bridge (PM 2.0) in
Carpinteria to Sycamore Creek Bridge (PM 12.30) in Santa Barbara. Although the project area spans
10.3 miles of US 101, the traffic study area encompasses 27.5 miles of freeway mainline.

As described in Section 1.2, the project limits of the HOV lane will be connected with the following
three US 101 improvement projects currently under development: (1) SB/VEN 101 HOV capacity,
(2) The Highway 101/Linden Avenue and Highway 101/Casitas Pass Road Interchange, and (3)
Route 101/Milpas Street to Hot Springs Road operational improvement project. Hence, the traffic
study area for the proposed project extends from the Santa Barbara/Ventura County line to west of
Goleta, as shown in Figure 5.1-1. The southern limit of the traffic study begins at PM 0.0 (south of
the Rincon Point/Bates Road interchange), while the northern limit concludes at PM 27.5 (north of
the Hollister Avenue Interchange).

US 101 is a major north-south route along the western coast of the United States that passes through
the states of California, Oregon, and Washington. In Santa Barbara County, US 101 is a heavily
traveled commute route and plays a vital role in intra-county connections.

5.1.1 Access Circulation and Parking

Access to the communities within the study area is primarily provided by US 101. Between the cities
of Carpinteria and Santa Barbara, US 101 serves as a major north-south transportation corridor that is
heavily used daily and is the major route between the urbanized areas of Santa Barbara and Ventura
counties. Within the traffic study area, US 101 varies from four to six lanes, with auxiliary lanes in
some segments. According to Caltrans, the traffic along US 101 in the traffic study corridor on an
average day in 2008, represented by annual average daily traffic (AADT), ranged from 30,000 to
135,000 vehicles per day (both directions), as shown in Figure 5.1-2. Traffic volumes are highest
within the city of Santa Barbara, and traffic volumes taper off in both directions.

In addition to US 101, there are several other major roadways within the South Coast US 101 study
area. Listed below are some major roadways that are adjacent to Highway 1/US 101.

Casitas Pass Road is a two-lane, north-south arterial extending from Carpinteria Avenue to SR 192.
There is a signalized intersection at Casitas Pass Road and Carpinteria Avenue.
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Chapter 5 Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities

Figure 5.1-2: 2008 Annual Average Daily Traffic Volumes on US 101
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Source: Caltrans Traffic Operations Data, Caltrans Web site, 2010

Foothill Road (SR 192) is a two-lane, north-south arterial, running parallel to US 101. Foothill Road
begins north at Toro Canyon Road and terminates at Linden Avenue to the south. Foothill Road does
not have any direct access to US 101.

Toro Canyon Road is a two-lane, east-west road, connecting Via Real to the east of US 101. There is
no direct access to US 101 provided by Toro Canyon Road; however, interchanges are located on Via
Real.

Linden Avenue is a two-lane, north-south arterial, connecting Carpinteria Avenue to the west with
Foothill Road (SR 192) just east of US 101. There is a signalized intersection at Carpinteria Avenue
and Linden Avenue, as well as a complete interchange at US 101 and Linden Avenue.

Bailard Avenue is a two-lane, east-west road, connecting Carpinteria Avenue to the west with
residential areas just east of US 101. There is a tight-diamond interchange that provides full access to
uUS 101.
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Via Real is a two-lane, east-west arterial, located parallel to US 101 on the east side. Via Real spans from
just south of the Casitas Pass Road interchange and terminates at Rincon Road (US 150) to the south.

Ortega Hill Road is a two-lane, north-south road, running parallel to US 101 on the east side. Within
the study area, Ortega Hill Road does not have direct interchanges providing access to US 101, but
there are is an off-ramp south of Evans Avenue and an on-ramp north of Varley Street.

San Ysidro Road is a two-lane, cast-west arterial, connecting residential areas in Montecito to US
101. San Ysidro Road begins east of US 101 in Montecito and terminates at US 101, where it
continues as Eucalyptus Lane just south of the freeway.

Cabrillo Boulevard is a two-lane, east-west road, connecting the Old Coast Highway, running
parallel to US 101 and residential areas south of the freeway in Montecito. Cabrillo Boulevard
terminates at US 101, where it continues east as Hot Springs Road. There are no interchanges at US
101 and Cabrillo Boulevard, but access to the freeway is provided through on-ramps north of Cabrillo
Boulevard and off-ramps to the south.

Salinas Street (SR 144) is a two-lane, east-west road, connecting US 101 to residential areas just east
of US 101. Salinas Street terminates at US 101 and does not continue west of the freeway facility.
Freeway access is provided by on- and off-ramps at the terminus of Salinas Street and US 101.

Milpas Street is a two-lane, east-west road, connecting E. Annapamu Street to the east and E. Cabrillo
Boulevard to the west. Within the study area, Milpas Street does not have direct interchanges providing
access to US 101, but there are is an off-ramp south of Milpas Street and an on-ramp to the north.

5.1.2 Intersections — Level of Service Analysis and Definitions

The intersections in the study area are categorized into two groups: signalized (controlled by traffic
signals) and unsignalized (controlled by stop signs). Figure A-1 in Appendix A provides the 2008
intersection lane geometry, control type, and AM/PM peak-hour turning movement volumes of the
study intersections. Based on the operational characteristics of each intersection — mainly the per
vehicle delay at each intersection — the intersections were assigned a level of service (LOS) ranking
from LOS A to LOS F. LOS is a qualitative indication of the level of delay and congestion at an
intersection. The LOS criteria for intersection analysis are presented in Table 5.1-1.

Given that there are multiple jurisdictions within the study area (i.e., Caltrans, the County of Santa
Barbara, the cities of Carpinteria, Santa Barbara, and Goleta), a unified traffic operations methodology
was desired. For State-owned facilities, operational performance was based on Caltrans District 5
LOS performance criteria, as represented by LOS D or worse. At locally controlled signalized
intersections, the applicable local agency’s LOS criterion was applied in conjunction with the adopted
Congestion Management Program (CMP) LOS criteria. Consistent with countywide CMP standards,
local agency intersection LOS was based on the Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) method for
signalized intersections and the Highway Capacity Manual method for non-signalized intersections.
Intersection Operational Performance Criteria is explained in more detail in Section 5.2.1.2.
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Table 5.1-1: Intersection LOS Definitions

Criteria for Intersections

Level . (control delay per vehicle,
of General Description seciveh)
Service - - . -
Unsignalized | Signalized
A Traffic flows with very little delay and speeds are optimal. Most 0-10 <10

vehicles do not stop at all.

Traffic flows with very little delay and speeds may be slightly
B reduced. Very infrequent and short waits at traffic signals. More >10-15 >10-20
vehicles stop at intersections than for LOS A.

Traffic speeds continue to slow. Some vehicles may stop at this
C level, although many vehicles still pass through the intersection > 15-25 > 20-35
without stopping.

Congestion becomes more noticeable. Many vehicles stop, and

the proportion of vehicles not stopping declines. > 25-35 > 35-55

Low speeds and traffic back ups at intersections. Often

considered to be the limit of acceptable delay. > 35-50 > 55-80

Very slow speeds and congestion. Long traffic backups. Very
F likely to wait for multiple greens to get through an intersection. > 50 >80
This is considered to be unacceptable to most drivers.

Source: Highway Capacity Manual

Intersections — Current Conditions

Results of the intersection analysis indicate that 30 intersections exceed the Caltrans LOS criteria,
while 2 locally operated intersections exceed the agency’s threshold. These 32 study intersections
currently operate at LOS D or worse during either or both study peak hours. These locations are
summarized in Table A-2 in Appendix A.

Bicycle Facilities

The SBCAG is the county’s metropolitan planning organization. The Bicycle Master Plan
complements SBCAG’s Regional Transportation Plan and the County’s Clean Air Plan and is
consistent with these documents.

The Regional Transportation Plan incorporates the Regional Bikeway Study and the Regional
Bikeway Network, which are the primary tools for bike planning countywide. In addition to defining
a regional network of corridor and feeder routes, the Regional Bikeway Study focuses on inter-
jurisdictional issues, funding, and policy consistency. In coordination with County bicycling efforts,
the City’s Bicycle Master Plan would play an important role in improving the regional bikeway
system and increasing bicycle usage.

The primary goal of the plan is to create and maintain a regional network of bikeways that would
provide safe and efficient access between residential, commercial, education, and employment centers
across Santa Barbara County for residents of all ages. Bicycle facilities may also serve as recreational
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paths themselves. Furthermore, the network would provide seamless bicycling connections with
transit, passenger rail, airports, carpooling, and vanpools.

Currently, there are approximately 299.7 miles of bike routes in Santa Barbara County of which
approximately 163.1 miles of bike routes are located in the South Coast region. Most of the
designated bikeways in the County are Class I and Class IIl. Bikeway classifications are defined in
Table 5.1-2. In addition, the County has multipurpose recreational trails, which are used by bicyclists,
hikers, joggers, in-line skaters, skateboarders, and equestrians. A portion of the Pacific Coast Bike
Route is located within the study area. The Pacific Coast Bike Route provides a north-south
connection between Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada, and Imperial Beach in San Diego,
California. Cyclists use the existing route primarily for recreation. The Pacific Coast Bike Route is
located on the local road system because bicycle trails are not allowed on US 101 within the project
limits

Table 5.1-2: Bikeway Classifications

Bikeway Class Definition

Provides a completely separated right-of-way for the exclusive use of

Class | Bikeway (Bike Path) bicycles and pedestrians with cross flow minimized.

Class Il Bikeway (Bike Lane) Provides a striped land for one-way bike travel on a street or highway.

Class Il Bikeway (Bike Route) Provides shared use with pedestrian or motor vehicle traffic.

Source: Caltrans Highway Design Manual, July 1995.

Figures A-2 and A-3 in Appendix A show the 2008 regional bikeway network in the study area. The
study area is primarily comprised of the Coast route and the Cross Town route, which predominantly
fall under the Class II bikeway classification’; however, certain short sections of these routes are
designated as Class I or Class III bikeways. While the Coast route traverses through Carpinteria,
Montecito, and Summerland before it ends at Eucalyptus Lane in the city of Santa Barbara, the Cross
Town route begins at Eucalyptus Lane in Santa Barbara and runs across the city of Santa Barbara.

There are several other Class II bikeways in the study area, including those on Milpas Street, Hot
Springs Road, Olive Mill Road, and San Ysidro Road in Santa Barbara and Casitas Pass Road in
Carpinteria. In addition, the study area is also comprised of a few other shorter segments of Class I
and Class III bikeways.

Pedestrian Facilities

According to the SBCAG’s Regional Bicycle Plan, on a countywide basis, bicycle use for commuting
purposes ranges from 2 to 4 percent of total commute trips. According to the SBCAG’s 2007
Commute Profile for Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo and Ventura Counties, the percentage of Santa
Barbara County commuters who bike to work is 2.8 percent, and the percentage of commuters who
walk or jog to work is 2.7 percent.

32008 Draft Regional Bicycle Plan, Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, April 2008.
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Despite the overall decline in bike commuters, nationally, Santa Barbara County still ranks high in the
number of bicycle commuters.

The primary pedestrian facilities near the study area are sidewalks and pedestrian trails. Sidewalks in
the study area include those along Via Real in Carpinteria and along Calle Real in Santa Barbara.
Walkways and cross-paths are provided on many streets near the interchanges, but these facilities are
not continuous on all streets.

Parking

Overall, there is limited parking along the study area. There are a few parking lots along the study
corridor, including those that are assigned for shopping centers, commercial establishments such as
hotels, and other private institutions.

Public Transportation

According to the SBCAG’s 2007 Commute Profile for Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo and Ventura
Counties, the Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District (SBMTD) is the most frequently used
transit system, accounting for approximately 60 percent of the residents within Santa Barbara County
who use transit to commute. This is followed by another 11 percent of the residents that use Clean Air
Express for their transit trips, and 6 percent that use Santa Maria Area Transit (SMAT). Fifteen (15)
percent of transit commuters in Santa Barbara County are not sure which transit company they use.

Transportation provides demand-response service within SBMTD's service area. The Vista Coastal
Express provides bi-directional service between Ventura County and the South Coast; the Clean Air
Express offers weekday uni-directional commuter service between Lompoc and Santa Maria and the
South Coast; and the SBMTD Valley Express provides peak-period commuter service between the
Santa Ynez Valley and Goleta/ Santa Barbara.

Amtrak Pacific Surfliner: The Pacific Surfliner offers five trains per day coming into Santa Barbara
from the south, with two continuing to San Luis Obispo. The Amtrak Pacific Surfliner runs generally
parallel to US 101 within the study area, with a stop in Carpinteria.

Santa Barbara MTD: SBMTD’s fixed-route service uses a fleet of 96 buses, with total annual
ridership over 7 million. This service includes bus routes throughout the area and shuttle operations
serving downtown, the waterfront, commuter lots, and the zoo. It serves Carpinteria, Summerland,
Santa Barbara, and Goleta. SBMTD also operates commuter express bus service between Solvang
and Buellton and the Hollister corridor in Goleta and downtown Santa Barbara. SBMTD operates 4
express routes on the South Coast of Santa Barbara County. In addition to this, it operates 3 regional
routes, 19 regular routes, and 6 shuttle routes.

Clean Air Express: The Clean Air Express is a commuter bus program that currently provides
service to residents of northern Santa Barbara County who commute to jobs in Santa Barbara and
Goleta, with 11 roundtrips each weekday. In fiscal year (FY) 2004/05, the Clean Air Express had
127,435 boardings.
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Vista Coastal Express: The Vista Coastal Express is an intercommunity bus service operating
between Ventura County and Santa Barbara, with peak-hour service to Goleta. Vista Coastal Express
provides 12 daily northbound trips and 15 southbound trips on weekdays and 9 roundtrips on
weekends. Vista Coastal Express, which is a joint program administered between SBCAG and the
Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) as part of the VISTA intercity bus program, had
113,895 boardings in FY 2004/05, which is a 25 percent increase from FY 2003/04.

Greyhound: Greyhound provides several inter-city bus trips daily between San Luis Obispo, Santa
Maria, Santa Barbara, Ventura, and Los Angeles.

Proposed Enhanced Transit Services: Some express service lines operated by SBMTD and Vista
Coastal Express would have increased frequencies. Furthermore, the Amtrak Pacific Surfliner
Intercity Rail Service is anticipated to include additional service during the morning and evening peak
hours.

5.2 Environmental Consequences

5.2.1 Access, Circulation, and Parking

The proposed project would help reduce congestion on US 101. As shown in Table 5.2-1, the
proposed Build Alternatives would reduce mainline delays and travel speeds compared to the No-
Build Alternative, resulting in slightly beneficial effects on costal access; however, the project would
also lead to traffic impacts at a few intersections, as explained below.

Table 5.2-1: Existing and Future Freeway Performance in the Traffic Study Area

Existing 2040 No-Build 2040 Build
Total Avg Total Avg Total Avg
Mainline Mainline Avg Mainline  Mainline Avg Mainline Mainline Avg
Delay Delay Speed Delay Delay Speed Delay Delay Speed
Veh-Hrs  Min/Veh WMiles/Hr |Veh-Hrs Min/Veh Miles/Hr |Veh-Hrs Min/Veh Miles/Hr
Morthbound AM 937.0 2 54.4 9,258.0 15.5 34.0 1,492 5.68 57.0
Morthbound PM 324.0 0.33 60.3 4,261.0 13.14 42,2 3,574 9.23 45.3
Southbound AM 154.0 0.44 g2.2 1,507.0 5.00 55.8 786 2.08 60.2
Southbound PM 871.0 1.85 55.1 3,383.0 G.56 47.7 1,122 2.21 38.0
Mainline AM 1,091.0 2.44 58.3 10,765.0 20.50 44.9 2,278 7.76 58.6
Mainline PM 1,195.0 2.18 57.9 7,644.0 13.69 44.9 4,636 11.44 52.0

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009

5.2.1.1 Intersections — 2030 Conditions under the No Build Alternative

2040 no build and build AM/PM peak-hour LOS results by movement were computed for all study
area intersections using the SYNCHRO-7 (HCM Method) and TRAFFIX (ICU Method) operational
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software as appropriate. Existing signal timing sheets were applied to the future condition analysis to
ensure a reasonable worst-case analysis of future operations.

Future Baseline Network Assumptions

Consistent with Caltrans Traffic Impact Study Guidelines (December 2002), projects were assumed
part of the future baseline modeling if any project phase (e.g., plans, specifications, and estimate
[PS&E], environmental, construction) is currently programmed (i.e., has a formal funding
commitment). Intersections with currently programmed improvements are shown in Table 5.2-2. The
results of the intersection analysis are shown in Tables A-2 and A-3 of Appendix A.

Table 5.2-2: Future Baseline Intersection Improvements

Int Location Project Description

11 Casitas Pass & Via Real Signalize, Add 5B LT, WB LT & RT, NB Thru-RT, EB RT & Convert LT-RT to Thru-LT

12 Via Real & Vellocito Provide EB Approach as Thru-LT

13 Casitas Pass & HWY 101 5B on/off ramps Signalize, Convert NB RT to Thru-RT, Add SB LT and Thru, Convert EB to LT and Thru-RT

15 Ogan Rd & Via Real & HWY 101 NB on-ramp Re-construct to Roundabout

18 Via Real & Linden Signalize, Add NB RT, WE LT, SBLT

17 Linden & HWY 101 5B off-ramp Signalize, Add NB Thru, SB Thru and Convert LT-RT to dedicated RT and LT

100 HWY 101 NB onloff ramps at Via Real Add new signalized intersection

48 Milpas & HWY 101 SB off-ramp Eliminate lef-tum movement

48 Milpas & HWY 101 SB on-ramp Add WB channelized right-tum lan=

58 Carrille & HWY 101 NB Ramp Allow free SB right-turm — widen ramp for two receiving lanes

a8 Haollister & Calle Real & HWY 101 MB on ramp Eliminate south leg approaches per Cathedral Oaks interchange improvement

oo Hallister Ave & HWY 101 SB on-ramp Remove intersection - Replace with reconfigured 5B ramps at new Cathedral Oaks VT

a4 Patterson & HWY 101 NB Ramps Add 5B thru (leads to SB left-turn pocket at adjacent intersection)

a5 Patterson & HWY 101 5B Ramps Add SB left-tumn, EB right-tum and MB thru lanes

ar Fairview & HWY 101 NB Ramps Add WE thru and EB lefi-tum lanes

a8 Fairview & Calle Real Add MB left and EB thru lanes. Overlap MB right-tum

aa Fairview & HW 101 3B Ramps Add NB right-tum lane

g1 Los Cameros & HWY 101 5B Ramps Add MB right-tum lane

a2 Los Cameros & Calle Real Signalize

Source for B4, 35, BT, BB, 81, B2: City of Goleta proposad GTIP.

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009

5.21.2

Intersection Operational Performance Criteria — Intersection operational performance is based on
maintaining LOS C conditions. For locally operated facilities, operational performance was based on
locally adopted criteria of local jurisdictions. The SBCAG CMP LOS threshold criterion was also
applied to local facilities designated as part of the Congestion Management System. LOS
performance criteria are listed by analysis type in Table 5.2-3. For State-controlled intersections, the
Caltrans LOS criteria were applied to each individual movement. For locally controlled intersection

Intersections — 2040 Conditions under the Build Alternative

facilities, local agency LOS criteria applied to the intersection as a whole.
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Table 5.2-3: Performance Criteria for Operational Analysis

Analysis Primary Criteria Secondary Criteria Tertiary Criteria

State/Local Controlled Intersection LOS  Delay (HCM): =35sec  LOSC  WIC(ICU) = 90 LOS D: CMP Locations
Locally Controlled Intersection LOS

City of Carpinteria Delay (HCM): =35sec LOSC VIC{ICU)= BOLOSC WIC (ICUY. = 90 LOS D: CMP
City of Santa Barbara Delay (HCM): =35sec LOSC VIC{ICU)= 77LOSC WIC (ICUY. = 90 LOS D: CMP
City of Goleta Delay (HCM): =35sec LOSC VIC{ICU)=BOLOSC WIC (ICU): = 90 LOS D: CMP
County of Santa Barbara Delay (HCM): =35sec  LOSC VIC{ICU)= BOLOSC WVIC (ICUY: = 80 LOS D: CMP

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009

The results of the intersection analysis are shown in Table A-3 of Appendix A. Table 5.2-4 lists all
candidate study area intersections identified with 2040 cumulative plus project impacts. This final
candidate list of cumulative plus project impact locations is based on the application of State and
local impact criteria. Fifteen (15) intersections are shown to have cumulative project impacts resulting
from the proposed project.

Table 5.2-4: 2040 Final Project plus Cumulative Impact Summary

—
Total Entering Traffic Volumes: No Bulld Resultz Eulld Resulis Mat?* Projsct i £
/1] Imtarzaction Contred | Location Delay Delay Threshold
Exiating | Mo Bulld| Bulld | pea® | (esconds) | yos* | (seconds) | Los* | Mo Bulld| Buld critaria
DRYIC® QR wiC®
4 (58 onfoff ramp & SR 150 TWSC | Swudy Area No No State
PM Paak B2 B4 72 26 3 D 36.3 E
7 |NB onfoff @mp & Balar Ave TWSC | SwdyArea Mo HO Siata
PM FPaak 1,123 1,215 1,380 175 21 [ 27 ju]
14 |Campintena Ave 8 Casias Pass Rd Sgnal | Sudy Area NA NA CRy of Carpintenia
PM Peak 1,508 2153 23239 135 3.9 < 374 ju]
18 [Unden Ave & Sawyer Ave TWSC | Project Araa No NO Stata
AM Paak Bl 1,086 1,277 211 258 1] 41.3 E
33 |56 onjolf ramp & ShemMeld TWSC | Project Area ] Mo State
AM Peak 390 433 5m 56 139 < 20.3 [u]
43 (58 on ramp & Mipas 52 Signal | Sudy Area HIA HiA Stata
AM Peak 1,910 1,366 2,596 623 30 [ 432 o
PM Peak 2528 2,525 2504 353 622 E 103.2 F
55 (NEB on ramg & Castilo St Signal | SudyArea MiA A Staba
PM Peak 2,205 2,571 2,605 X 120.4 F 131.4 F
£7 |SB onfoll ramp & Castilo St Sgnal | Sy Area MIA NiA Siata
P Faak 2,557 3,002 3117 = 526 (1] 557 E
59 |58 onfoff ramp & Carmilo 5t Sgnal | Sedy Area HIA HiA Stata
AM Paak 3435 &I 3,689 12 55.8 E 627 E
PM Paak 3778 4,141 4188 23 336 < 356 [u]
E0 Camiio St & Caslilo 5t Sgnal | Sudy Area HIA HiA Clty of 5B
AM Paak 2747 2985 3,052 Br 0757 [ 0779 [+
B4 | 5B onjoflf ramp & Misslon 5 Sgnal | Sudy Area NA NA State
AM Paak 2,708 2,817 2,638 21 5 < 389 o}
PM Peak 2AT3 2,793 2,853 1] 3.1 1] == E
£5 (MisElon St & Castio 5t Sgnal | SwayAea MIA NiA City of 5B
P Faak 2451 2,887 3,001 114 OL7ET C 10.540 ju]
79 |58 on ramp & Hale S5t& RIS TWSC | Sudy Area NIA HiA Siata
AM Paak 1,841 2,054 2,081 27 101.1 F 1124 F
PM Paak 1,635 1,818 1,B67 49 959 F 1194 F
50 NS onfoff mmp & Los Camercs Rd Sgnal | Sudy Area HIA HiA Stata
AM Paak 1,596 1,342 2045 103 338 C 40 ju]
105 [Milpas St & Quinientos St Sgnal | Sudy Area NA NA Clty of 5B
P Peak 251E 3118 3,081 E3 0355 (1] 10.505 E
TWEC - Two Wy Etop Contmol, AWEG - All Wy Etop Contol
* As defined by dfference betwesn 2040 bulld and 2040 no bulld volume sets,
* Deiay s bazsed on HCW 2000, Chapter 15 and 17 methagoiogy. VG based on Transportation Reseach Board Special Report 209
* HCM LOE is neported for (e worst movement at TWEC ntersectons and for the overall Intersection at AWSC and signaitzed Intersections
Based on Feak Howr Wismants (Signal Warrant £3) as desoribed In Calfornia Manusl on Uniform Trafic Conirol Devices at unsignalized Intersscions

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009

5.2.2 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

Proposed bikeways in the study area include a Class I bike path that, for the most part, would run
along US 101, traversing through Carpinteria, Summerland, and Santa Barbara. Other proposed
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bikeways in the study area include several shorter Class II bikeways and a few Class III bikeways.
Proposed bikeways in the study area are shown in Figures A-2 through A-4.

The proposed project is not anticipated to have an impact on bicycle or pedestrian facilities. It is
expected that the safety and accessibility of the US 101 corridor and adjacent roadway network for
pedestrians and bicyclists would generally be facilitated by the improvements under the Build
Alternatives. The Build Alternatives would maintain the existing pedestrian facilities. Parking

The proposed project would be constructed mostly within the existing right-of-way and would not
affect any parking spaces, No impacts are anticipated.

5.2.3 Public Transportation

The proposed project would not reduce any transit service or cut off access to transit stops; therefore,
there would be no impacts.

The HOV lanes provided under the Build Alternatives would offer dedicated peak-hour capacity and
a high level of traffic service to transit and carpool vehicles. This would substantially improve travel
times for intercity buses and carpooling commuters, who would operate at higher speeds in the new
HOV lanes. In addition to a reduction in travel time, transit schedule reliability would be improved.
The improved speeds and reliability would work as incentives for commuters and other travelers to
take advantage of local and express buses that would move freely along the HOV lanes. Furthermore,
the proposed enhanced transit services discussed above under the affected environment would have
beneficial impacts.

5.3 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures

Access and Circulation

Most circulation and access impacts would result from street closures and detours, and they would be
temporary and construction related. Transit providers would be notified of any road closures or detours.

The long-term impacts of the project on transportation and vehicular traffic would generally be
positive due to a reduction of traffic delay throughout the US 101 project area.

Signal timing adjustments will be considered as a mitigation option during the subsequent
environmental phase of the project and will be based on location-specific conditions and engineering
assessments.

The proposed project is not expected to affect existing bike paths, and if any changes are needed, the
bike paths would be replaced. If the project would affect existing pedestrian facilities, then the
pedestrian facilities would be replaced and the new facilities would be made Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant. Similarly, if any changes are needed to local streets that would
affect the walkways or crosswalks in the street, the walkways and crosswalks would be replaced.
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The Build Alternatives and No Build Alternative would avoid impacts to existing circulation patterns,
transit, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities; therefore no additional minimization or mitigation
measures are proposed.

Parking

The Build Alternatives and No Build Alternative would avoid impacts to existing parking; therefore
no additional minimization or mitigation measures are proposed.

Public Transportation

The Build Alternatives and No Build Alternative would avoid impacts to existing transit; therefore no
additional minimization or mitigation measures are proposed.
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Chapter 6 Public Involvement

Public outreach and involvement began in May 2009, and it will commence through the end of
project development. A public involvement subcommittee has been created and is working to identify
stakeholder and community groups, and neighborhood associations, as well as a definitive plan for
public outreach and involvement during the scoping process.

6.1 Public Information Meetings and Open Houses

Caltrans, which is the lead agency for the project, in conjunction with the SBCAG, which is the
project sponsor, held three public information meetings in an open house format. These meetings
were held to provide a forum for public comment on the project and support and augment the release
of the Notice of Preparation (NOP) and intent to prepare an environmental document.

The NOP was circulated for 30 days beginning May 1, 2009. NOP packets were mailed to the State
Clearinghouse and directly to Agencies with Jurisdiction, Responsible Agencies, and Interested
Agencies. The NOP packets were also mailed to business, community, and local agencies and
members of the public who had either expressed interest or were expected to have some interest in the
project. Thirteen (13) agencies commented on the NOP; copies of these comments are attached in
Appendix A.

In addition to the public meetings, a public involvement subcommittee was established under the
Project Development Team, which was organized by SBCAG staff. The subcommittee held 22
smaller, individual meetings to brief community and business organizations, and local government
representatives on the scope and status of the project.

The first of the open houses was held at Canalino Elementary School in Carpinteria on July 7, 2009,
and the second was held at Montecito Country Club in Montecito on July 8, 2009. At the request of
the Summerland Citizens Association, a third meeting was held on July 16, 2009. Each meeting
allowed for a question and answer period where members of the public were invited to speak
following the presentation.

6.2 Community-Based Organizations

Community-based organizations will be given the opportunity to review and comment on the
environmental document and attend the public meeting.

6.3 Stakeholders

Stakeholders will be given the opportunity to review and comment on the environmental document
and attend the public meeting.
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6.4 Outreach to Minority and Low-Income Communities

Minority and low-income communities will be given the opportunity to review and comment on the
environmental document and attend the public meeting.

6.5 Community Participation Program

Community involvement for the South Coast 101 HOV Lane Project will include a 30-day public
review of the environmental document and a public meeting.
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Table A-1: No Build Alternative LOS Results

Table 58. 2040 No Build AM Peak Hour LOS Results

| clion contral mmuw{_: um’|l| Easibound t Hort d Soubbound Southsackbound
Type  [CULOS Y| HCMW LT T AT|Lwr T RTJLT T AT|(LT T RT|LT T R&T
1 KE onicff ramp & Sakes Rd TWEC
Delay jseconas) ER| B 51 M| M 53 0.1
Lowvei of Sorvice A e I o I e S [
2 |2E onvotr ramp & Sates Rd TWEC
Delay jseconas) 83 EF ES WA o1 Ni& 3T
Lowvei of Sorvice A S - e I e I 1 S
3 |w= onioff ramp & 25 150 TWEC
Delay jseconas) 123 123 100w | s o 04 M
Lowvei of Sorvice B - o ma e & | - o wal - o
4 |zB onvot ramp 8 2R 150 TWEC
Delay jseconas) 124 121 BE WA o1 WA 13
Lowvei of Sorvice B B A M| —w e e ] oo B e [ MA B e | e e e
B LR TWEC
Delay jseconas) 13 MIA Wik 130 WA EE 0.1
Lowvei of Sorvice c Wi e I e [ S N e e
5 |carpiteria Ave 8 2R 150 TWEC
Delay jseconas) EE] MIA 55 MK 02
Lowvei of Sorvice A e e I I S [
7 |+= onioff ramp & Eailard Ave TWEC
Delay jsoconds) 28 Wi& 203 WA 13 o4 a4
Lowvei of Sorvice c e I S - e T e e S N
5 |=E onvotr ramp & Salard & TWEC
Delay jseconas) 1553 MIA i o1 NiA 1.2
Lovei of Sorvice [DE e DR s | o o o ] o & o e o o | o .
3 |Via Resl & Balland Ave AWSC CFy of Campinleria
Delay jseconas) MIA o8| ma 150 ss | s 11z 2sE| W 13T oEs
Lowvei of Sorvice HA E [me B A Jwe B D [We B &) - o o

10 JCarpirteria Axe & Ballard Ave AWEC
Delay {seconas)
Levei of Sorvics

CFy of Campinieria
MAA 120 KA | WA 108 MIA | WA EE NIA | NiA
HiA E Hi& | Hi& 8 HAA | MR A Hi& | Mid

11 [¥ia R=al & Caskas FaszRg Signa

Delay jsecona's) MUA, 1.3 23 18E Wid [ 3.3 211 MA

Lovel of Serwice 0.E88 /A HiA c [ L5 c B Hi& 1] [ Ha - s -
12 Jeeloche & Via Rea TWEC

Delay jsecona's) 133 MAA 04 a1 M Wid 108 MA

Lovel of Serwice B HiA A - - A M - - a— Hi& B Ha - s -
13 |2E on'olf ramp & Cashias Fass Rd Sigra

Delay jsecona's) 132 Z 41 HiA 108 KA 1.0

Lovel of Serwice 0E387A B c c Hi& - - —_ E Hi& B - - -
14 JCarpirteria Axe & Casllas Fass Rd Sigra

Dehyy (seconds) 183 =1 BT 223 120 19.5 43

Lovel of Serwice DB3IETE B c A - - c B - - a— ] - G - - -
15 |WE on ramp & Cgan Ra© Roundabout

Deley jseconds) 53

Lawvei of Sorvice &
15 [Lind=n Ave & Ogan Rd Signa CEy of Campinizria

Delay jsecona's) 17 248 250 i1 40 | 237 24

Lawvei of Sorvice 0.820/ B B - — - i - C —. E A i A — —- - e
17 |2E offramp & Linden Ase Sigra

Delay jsecona's) az7 34 £3 32

Lovel of Sarvice 0.4247 A A C — - - e —- A - - B - —- .- e
18 JLinden Ave & Sawyer Ave TWEC TRy of Campinteria

Delay jsecona's) 258 MUA, Fi& WA D2 o1 BA

Lovel of Sarvice +] HiA 1] Hi& - .- e HIA A - - B KA —- .- e
13 |SE on'ofl ramp & Carprberiy Ave TWEC

Delay jsecona's) 281 o 0] a1 MIA ITE WA | WA 2B MA

Lovel of Sarvice +] A - A A e HIA [+] Hi&k | Wik v] KA —- .- e
20 |=ania Y=z AveTH 3t & Caroinbera Ave Sigra TRy of Campinteria

Delay jsecona's) s 124 11 BA

Lovel of Serwice 0E147 A [+ c E - B Ha - s -
21 KB cniclf ramp & Via Rea ANESC

Dehyy (seconds) 434 WM& 152 B3I | NiA 210 WA

Lovel of Serwice E HiA c A Hi& [ Ha - s -
22 |NE cnici ramp & 2. FacaroLn TWEC

Delay jsecona's) as Hi& o1

Lawvei of Sorvice & - — .- | Hi& e e
23 |Via Resl & 3. Padamo Ln TWEC

Delay jsecona's) 25 o [ Hi&

Levei of Sorvicg 4] - & A Mi& - - - - —
24 |3E offramp & 3anka Claus Le'3. Fadars L TWEC

Delay jsecona's) 1.3 M3 105 KA | HiA 6.2

Lovel of Serwice B E E Hi& | Hi& B — - - -
25 |KE cniclf ramp & M. Padano Ln TWEC

Delay jsecona's) 34 Hi& o1

Lawvei of Sorvice & R I [ B ] - -

. Fadaro Ln & Via TWEC
Dolay jseconds) 01 hiA

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Final Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009



Table 58 cont. 2040 No Build AM Peak Hour LOS Results

Appendix A

Table A-1 continued: No Build Alternative LOS Results

3 atton Contral o-"nuwci umr Easibound Wasibound Horihbound Soutnbound Southeasibound
Tyes |[ICULOZT|  HCM LT T AT|LT T ATJLT T AT|LT T RT|LT T RT

7 |26 anigll rama & M. Fadam Ln TWEC

Deigy {seconds) 103 WA IDE WA D1 NiA B3

Level of Somvice g wa B oma) o - ) s wm oA ]|
25 |ME o= ramp & Ortega Hil Az TWEC

Deigy {seconds) 123 M O o1 it 04

Level of Somvice g e [ e I - e e
28 |Ewans Ave & Orzga HIlRd AWED Caunity of Sants Barbara

Dreiay {seconds) 1.1 s 5E mea | A 130 mA | WA SE WA MR BT A

LEve! of Sonvice B s A ma e B M lwe s wis|we oa owe| o o .
30 |ME on ramp & Crizga HIl Ra TWEC

Deoigy (secands) T ZET T4 WA 51

Loyl of Sees o —~ o cywe & ) . ] . ]| .
31 |26 off ramao & Evans Ave TWEC

Deigy {seconds) 105 WA 103 WA B3 WA D1 Nt 54

Level of Semvice g8 T - e I S T e e I N
3T |ME orio® ramp & Ghefed TWEC

Deigy {seconds) 125 WA WA D4 01 o4

Level of Somvice g8 e e | WA O N e L S N s
33 |26 oniolf ramg & Shatisld TWED

Deigy {seconds) 133 WA 13 T4

Level of Somvice c S < e e I e
3 [Jameson & Shatteld TWED Caunity of Sants Barbara

Deigy {seconds) 18.5 IR T Wih GBS Nk

Level of Somvice c —~ & A lwe & o~ lwe ¢ owal|o o | o -
35 |WE orio® ramp & San Yaldno R TWED

Deigy {seconds) 137 WA WA 23 01 o4

Level of Somvice 8 e I - B T e e N N I
35 [2an ¥eidro Rd & M. Jamezon e AWED Caunity of Sants Barbara

Deigy {seconds) 405 104 | s 17 | hem 5.4 | W4 381 107

Love! of Senice| El & |mn E Jue EN & |wa el B8 | - .. -
I |28 off ramz & San Ysidrs RdEucalypéus Ln TWEC

Deigy {seconds) 5 104 WA | WA 102 RA D1 Nt 46

Level of Somvice c 0 & walws B wa] - & 0 Jwe & .| .
38 |2, Jameson Ln & San Yeidro Rd/Bucalypies L TWEC Coounty of Santa Earbars

Deigy {seconds) 1.4 WA 1D M WA DS 04 WA

Level of Somvice g8 - N [ I e Iy W - I
33 |ME o ramp & Cilve LIl Ag AWED

Deigy {seconds) WA pis | him 165 WA

Love! of Senice| e I Ty T I S 1 e
38a [M. Jameson Ln & Cilve Ml Rd AWED

Deigy {seconds) M4 WA 115 WA Wik | N 121

Level of Somvice c e e o b B Ha) - D wis| wm e
&0 |26 on ramg & Clve Ml Ad AWED

Deigy {seconds) 333|155 M ik | MR

Love! of Senice| D c ¢ s o . | . DE wie| M P
41 |26 on rama & Depal TWEC

Deigy {seconds) 13 o1 o | oes 1.8

Level of Somvice g8 R N e - T I
&2 |Olve Ml Rd & Spring TWEC County of Santa Barbara

Deigy {seconds) =7 WA 2 M WA D4 04 WA

Level of Somvice c TN [ I e I W -0 I
43 |ME o®ramp & CoastVilage RdHsmoslio Dr]  TWEC

Deigy {seconds) 285 WA 03 KA 185 155 Ni% 180 MiA

Level of Somvice o WA A | - WA - - |wem e WAl o -
&4 |26 oniofl ramo & NE off mmp & Caorlo Sivd | AWEC

Deigy {seconds) 4032 WA 143 WA 1EE 137

Level of Somvice £ wa B Wbl - o |- B | o o
&5 |ME onramp & Cabrilic Blad THES

Deigy {seconds) 57 75 D4 87

Level of Somvice o - = )& & @ - e I
2% |ME orio® ramp & 2. Balnas 2 TWES

Deigy {seconds) a7 S a7

Level of Sandce| A — - - - — A — - - - A — —- -
&7 |ME ordo® ramp & Mipas 51 ¥ Rourcabout|

Delay jsecands) 44

Lovel off Sonace| A
4% |26 off ramz & Minas 2t Sgnal

Duioy {secands) 7 Z 14

Lpval of Sondcs! 0.BERFE A — - C - - — ) - A | Y — | — -
23 |26 on ramo & Mipas St Sgnal

Deoigy (secands) 30 7.8 HiA 164 MiA 37D A

Loyl of Sees L.ATEI B C —~ o ) — ¢l ¢ walB B | Hal D WA
51 |ME orio® ramp & Garden St Sgnal

Deigy {seconds) 12! WA 13535 13 13.6 145

Level of Somvice [ g8 nia | c|lo BB
51 |2 o= ramp & Fam A TWEC

Deigy {seconds) 0z |10z WA D3 04

Level of Somvice g B - | . e a | . & | .

_

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Final Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009



Appendix A

Table A-1 continued: No Build Alternative LOS Results

Table 58 cont. 2040 No Build AM Peak Hour LOS Results

A N Control mmumcl Cranrall Eactoownd Wasibaund Naorthibound Southbound Zouthsastbound
Tee |ucuwoel wem' e e |r 1 AmT | T R T AT T T AT

5% |2 onioff ramo & Garden St Zigna

Delay {seconds) 182 WA 72

Leval of Sorvice LEET I - | — B Ha P [
53 |Earden 224 B Yancnal St Zigna City of Sama Saroama

Delay {seconds) 214 180 WA 35 WA

Leval of Sorvice LEITIA c B Nm PR I
5 |NB off ramp & B 2t TWac

Dolay {seconds) I NA | MK T

Loval of Sorvice B Mi& | WA & - - - | - - .
5 [NE on ramp & Castin & Zigna

Delay {seconds) 461 1 74| mm o s2a aro

Leval of Sorvice 0E80IA D - a alwale oo - .
I, Haley 51 4 Bath 22 Zigna ity of Sama Saroara

Delay {seconds) 58 8z 102 M| mA BE 7E | MM NiA

Leval of Sorvice LE4TIA A A B walwa A A |wa ma | — e |
57 |65 cnicht rama & Cashile 3t Tana

Delay {seconds) WA 333 434 4.5 55

Lovel of Sorvice LERAIE Wi ¢ p) .. . _ | _. E a1
= |NB onert ramp & Caile o1 Tana

Dolay {seconds) 477 SEI NA | 440 &S 25

Level of Sorvice 0TI0IE e I TN I R N [ [T [,
& |55 onioff ramp & Carllo B2 Zigna

Dolay {secends) i |aze e3m 7 =6 250

Lovel of Sorvice 0823 7E E b o ¢l - |- ¢ c |NEN S
@) |Camilo 2t& Casdlo &t Signa Cily of Sama Saroara

Dolay {seconds) 74 |z e asc 34 WA JMEE 43 |

Level of Sorvice UTETIE [ b6 0| - | £ ma D [
51 |Camile 3ta San Fascual 3t ity of Sama Earaar

Duloy (seconds) 13.5 Hid 117 HiA 01 )13 o1

Lovad of Sorvice B - - = | Hi& ] i | — A E A - - - -
&% IME on'ot ramp & Casdlo 5t THaC

Duloy (seconds) 55.5 A 05 o1 1.8 WA

Lovel of Sorvice | I N v RS - S e e
& |NB aniotf amp & bassion 2t Zigna

Dolay {seconds) MNid 787 383 | N 378

Lovad of Sorvice 0.BEBID - - = | Hi& E [+] [ ] - - - -
& |=E cnioff ramp & Mizsion 3t Zigna

Duloy (seconds) 14k 7 51E MW 1.4 WA | KA 303

Lovad of Sorvice 0838/ E L4 E 1] A - - - - E His | W © - - - -
& |Mikssion 5t A Castils 3t Zigna City of Sama Saroara

Duloy (seconds) 55 A NA LT MA | KA 42 MA

Levad of Sorvkce 0.B13/E A Ml a - - | K& A His | M A Hid | - - -

& Imbszion 5& Modoo Rd

Cily of Santa Sarsara

Delay (seconds) 158 NiA 153 A wis | w33

Level of Sorvice c o e o fwia © WA~ A Wm e & | o
&7 B off ramp & Fustio 52 & Calls Real THAC

Deiay (seconds) aga | 3zs 50 KA 404

Lovel of Sorvice E [ I PR 7 I El... .. ..
& [WE on ramp & Cale Rea Zigna

Delay (seconds) 42 | ma sts wm )z oz owa Wi BT WA

Level of Sorvice 186410 [ s EM wea | 2 & wia v EW W | . -
& [Cale Real & Las Foskas Rd Zigna

Delay (seconds) ErR I RFSE 0] 752

Level af Sorvice 0TOEIC I z|le e e
70 |5E onioff ramo & Las Foskas Rd Signa

Deiay (seconds) 8 e WA WE 15

Level of Sorvice 183310 c Bl o wal .. - |- © 8 e
T |Laz Fastas Rd & Modoc R Zigna City of Santa Saroa

Doloy (seconds) A R Y

Levad of Sorvkce K [ Hih - - e
73 WE onitt ramp & Cale Rea Zigna

Deiay (seconds) s |2ss s | 208 z8s mia | 287 283 187 284

Lovel of Sorvice [T C c wal ¢ Hia C [ L
74 |55 omioff ramo & La Cumbre S Zigna

Deiay (seconds) 145 77 154 125 154 17E 64

Level of Sorvice 152614 g B B |- - |- 8 8|8 #& o] -
74 JLa Cumbre R & Cale Aeal Zigna ity of Sama Saroara

Delay (seconds) 10 148 58 95 | e 43

Level of Sorvice L4 1A A - e -~ 8|~ & als a4 oo - .
TE |WE ot amp & Efabe 5t & Calle Real Zigna

Deiay (seconds) 23 1.4 E 255 [ 204 283 MM | HD 31 WA

Level of Sorvice 0580 1A c b ¢ |- © cl|lc ¢ walc o wafo - .
7€ [NE on ramp & Saate &t THAC

Doloy (seconds) ]

Levad of Sorvios -
77 [Cale Real LAt 124 & Gan Macos Fass R | 2igna

Deiay (seconds) 333 |48z 34 ms|ass 241 mez|as3 37 W |4ze zeE MA

Lovglof Sorvice LBEZIE g p ¢ clo ¢/ plp ¢ welp o wal_ . .

T2 |55 off ramp & Shat= 5 Signa
Dolay {seconds)
Level of Service

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Final Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009



Appendix A

Table A-1 continued: No Build Alternative LOS Results

Table 58 cont. 2040 No Build AM Peak Hour LOS Results

Contred  |Overall Wie]  Crwerall Eactbound Wagtbound Herthbound Southbound Zoutheactound
1
TPy e it 7 m|w 1 Rt v el 7 mr|r T R

D |intersagtion

T |22 on ramp & Siale 3t A RE154

Dolry {soronas) 141 1014.1

Loviad of Service | I I I [ I
782 |State St & San Marcos Fass Road agnal

Dekry {reconds) 251 2E.1 FA | WA 390 2ES | WA 439 WA | RWA 330 Z2E

Laval of Service Lo E e <] [+ c A Hid | Hs [+ 5] HiA s HiA | B0 [+ c e - -
Bl |NE or/c® ramp & Calle Seal & E| Buerc Rd AW

Dokry fsorands) 04 WA | WA J25 M | KA M 137 NA

Laval of Senvico L+ ik | Ha 1] Ha ) Nis HiA, B il - - -
§f |NE on'o® ramp & Tumnplke Rd Signal

Dohry (peoonds) L TEA TES MT| 227 4% 21T NA

Laval of Service f8aTiB [+ - - - E E 5] [ A - - [+ L — - -
il ES onioff ramp & Turnpke Rd Signal

Dokry (so0ands) 24.3 Mid 331 N 259 MNiA | 425 BB

Laval of Service 2anin 1] His O Hi& o — = - =} HiA v} A - - - -
B3 |Turngike Rd & Calle Real Signal Courfy of Banta Barbara

Dohry (peonds) 232 468 355 41214585 ZES5 MM | IEX B3 N | 432 202 MA

Laval of Sendca QEIIA [+ o 1] (1] =] [+ Ha ) o A Hi& s} [+ [ — - o
B4 |NE on/o® ramp & FallErson Ave Zgnal

Dokry (so0ands) 2E4 452 4853 3I)472 BT .59

Lavel of Service LTI [+ - - - 1] 1] c 1] A - - ] C - - -
B5 |52 onioff ramp & Pafierson Ave Signal

Dohry feoands) 5.2 46.0 500 4832 124] 345 06

Laval of Sendco Q4TEIA B o 1] (1] —- — —- - B c A - - - o
Ee |Pamerson Awe & Cale Real Signal City of Goizla

Dekry {reconds) 76 36.5 42.3 24 24 115 WA

Laval of Service QEEAIA B o - 1] - - - [ A - - ] [ - -
E7 |NE or/o® ramp & Fairdlew Ave Signal

Dohry feoands) B 3.8 1 & 4389 228 E o3

Lowel of Senvica QBB A [ c - A - 1] c - - o] A - - -
E2 [Cale Real & Faindew Ave Signal Chty of Goiela

Dekry {reconds) L] EE.S 1 . Ml SB0 183 145 324 350 ANA

Laval of Service 2887 iB 1] = 1] E Ha ) E B B c [+ Pl - - ==
B |SE cnioff ramp & Falniew Ave Signal

Dokry fsorands) e.3 KA 13E 1 187) #2 86

Lavel of Sendca Q83 I B B Hik [+ - — - o c B c I - - _ -
20 |ME or'o® ramp & Los Camencs Rd agnal

Dekry {reconds) 258 35 SED MA|40E TE 11z WA

Laval of Sendca 0827 iB [+ - - — ] Ha) o A - - B [ — - o
@f |SE cnioff ramp & Los Carneros Rd Signal

Dokry fsorands) 7 Kih 405 378 10 130] 33 50

Laval of Senvico 28331B B Hia O 1] o — = - B B A - - - -
82 Loz Carneros Fo & Cale Real Signal Chty of Gelela

Dohry (peonds) 4.2 335 x4 25 141447 &2

Laval of Sendcd 24871 A B — — - —— C - A A 5] A - —— — ——
&3 |NE or/o® ramp & Gler Anne Rc & Cale Real Signal

Dokry (so0ands) TE1 MM EZE 162 MNiA | SOE 270 PA

Laval of Senvico E Wa) E B M D G B - - -
84 Jclen Arrle Rd & Dei Moriz R TWEC Chty of Gelela

Dokry (somonds) 113 113 a1 01 MA

Lol of Sanvica B — . B —. o ~. A - —. LY HiA ] _ o

SE onioff ramp & Glen Arrle Rd Signal

Dokry (so0ands) 134.6 Mid 232 TE3 172 241 |40 5.3

Level of Service ergeic [INE M we ¢ BEY . - ] .. & & EN s . o
% |calz Real & NB on ramp TWED

Dplay {socands) 2.2 23 WA | NA 922

Lol of Senvica B — A Hid | HUA B —- — o o — . _ .

| B ramp & Hollster Ape TWET

Dekry {reconds) g8 Hid 185 0.9 a1 o4 MA 51

Lowei of Service [ Hil [ A — - — A A WA A - - - -
82 INE o ramp & Winchesber Camyon Rd AWET

Dolry {soconds) Ba 82 BB NA &0

Laval of Senvico A A - - = A ) - — - - - A == — ==
100 [NE on'o® ramps & Via Real Signal

Dekry {reconds) T8 B2 7O | N T 80

Laval of Service QE4aTA A - A A His A - - A - - - - e - -
102 |Guteiraz 52 & Garden 22 Signal Ty of Zanta Esmhar

Dohry fooands) by BT 124 WA | HE ET 220 RA

Laval of Senvdco Q72 L+ — - - C L+ LA A - - L — ==
103 |Mondecho 2t & Casdlo & Signal %y of Zania Babara

Dohry (peonds) B5.7 1405 314 MM | 557 S0 423 | E0.5 125 M | E0E 212

Lovel of Service 088710 E |F ¢ wele o ole e s e o -
104 |23 Andres & Carrin 3% Signal =%y of Zanka Eaara

Dolay socands) ms  |arr 4L EDO | €7 IIE MR | 58 230 WA |

Laval of Service QA3 1B 113 1] 1] = B =] HiA C Fia | - - ==
106 |Modac 51 8 Mission 3t AWEC %y of Zania Babara

Delay (secands) 45.8 | 127 _a73 287 107 |

Lovel of Service E e I e T e
108 |Cuinientos B4 & Wipas 3t Signal Gy of Zanta Babara

Doley (Socands) 194 133 wea | 208 o0 ms | c& 27 HiA | 47 B& MR |

Laval of Senvico 28N IB A E B Hi& 5] B WA ) oA A M A A M - - -

hiots. — in2imies caTmIgEsdng oy S ol adi

v g 12 ahae agsimeh

= &4 iy b ook, TWEC = T Wiy St Sonts

EL0 L2 [ rappetand Fod i gemiend ISt oy

- Basand o M 2250, Chashar 18 Sig ) nbrssctons snd Cligtes |7 Uinigeaiosd in

2 - B ot ol iy vl ] by PN prutsbosition Pl daleasts A ISbrmmen Cuida 1o
el b seimads LOS Liimtedd

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Final Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009



Appendix A

Table A-1 continued: No Build Alternative LOS Results

Table 59. 2040 No Build PM Peak Hour LOS Results

e |ink - conirol mu_wcl Crwerall Eagtbound Wecibound Hortsbound Zouthboumd gouthsactbowmd
Tepe |cuios| WoM® Do o ir 7 mr | Tt AT | T AT | 1 AT
1 |NBonol mmp & Baies Rd TWaEC
Deday {seconds) 5.3 23 B4 NA | N 4E 0.1
Lovel of Sonace A . . .. B A x| mea A .. . A .. ... o
[~ 7 58 oo ramp & 2ates il TWaC
Dy (seconds) i 35 0T NN 0.1 WA 40
Loval of Senace -] A E NA] - - - - A — | WA A - - -
3 |MEonof ampd BR 180 TWSS
Dalay {seconds) 3.8 3.8 25 WA | N 03 0.1 MiA
Lovel of Sanvice ] - - - B A HiA | HA A - - A HAJ - - -
¥ |55 oo™ ramp & 55 150 TWSC
Deday (seconds) £ 00 120 N 0.1 NA 7.3
Lowvel of Sondce 1] 1] 2 HAL - - —. L] — | HAA A - - .
5 |¥ia F=al & ER 150 TWaC
Deday (eecands) 4.3 MA  I0E MiA 145 ME A0 0
Loval of Senace -] WA OB — | Hi& E — | W& A - - A - - -
& |Caminiera Awe & B8 150 TWSS
Dalay {seconds) 0 A 0D 25 NiA 1.0
Lovel of Sanvice A MiA A - - A HiA | — - - - A - - -
T |MEon'o¥ ramp & Ealand Ase TWEC
Dy {seconds) kL hiA 10 M [ a1
Lovel off Sonace [ - - - Hi& c e W& - - A A - e -
& |58 ondoff ramp & Sallard Ave TWaC
Daday {seconds) L WA 1T
Lovel of Sanvice - A waoa ]
9 [via Real & Balard Ave AWEC Clty of Canxinter:
Diday {seconds) 7 | WA 280 122 | WA 122 A3
Livel of Senvace HA 5] =] A B A - - -

10 |Caminizra Ave & Sallard Ave CUES Clty of Carzinleria

Deday (seconds) is MA 152 MA | MA I0D MA [ MW SE N& | KW TTE MK

Level of Senvice ] WA O HA] KA A Ni& | WA & HWAINA E HAY - - -
11 [Via Real & Casltas Fass Ad Signal

Deday (eecands) 353 MA 419 283 225 535 187 [ TET RS M | 25 ME MM

Lovel of Sonden 1804 E [+] V-] Z [+ i) B E E M=l C S ey e —
12 [¥=lodiio & v1a Real TWaC

Deday (seconds) 339 WA 04 01 HNiA WA 315 MR

Liwvel of Senvace ] WA A - - A HiA | - - —~ | Wa D HiA | .- - -
13 |&E onio® ramp & Casilas Fass Ae Signa

Deday (seconds) B8 23% 48 N 10 MA | 2EE IO

Lovel of Senvice 0.740 10 E c ¢ wa) .- . . c alc A e
14 |Caminizria Ave & Casilas Fass Rd Zlgna

Dalay [seconds) 83 385 50 TS 70 3y a7

Level of Senvic 0.788!C L+ 1] A - e D [+ . = - C e v - -
18 |HE onmamp & Cgan Rd Roundabout

Dalay (seconds) 0.5

Lovel of Senvice B
1€ JLinden Aye & Ogan Rd Jlgna Clty of Carpnieria

Deday (seconds) 22 42 anz e 3.8 |34 39

Liowvel of Senvice 0.ET1/D [+ = - - [ - [+ = c A D A - - =

[ 17 [5= o= ramp & Cnden Aoe Tigna

Deday (eecands) 2.6 #3 4.8

Loval of Senace 0.a17/a -] C -— [ - - - - A - - A - - —
18 |Lirden Aye & Samyer Ave TWSS Clty of Carpinteria

Dalay {seconds) 5.8 MA  JEE M M 13 0.1 MiA

Lovel of Sanvice 1] il D NHA) - — | W& A - - A HAJ - - -
15 [&E oniof ramp & Carpintzria Ave TWSC

Deday {seconds) g2 o9 Mi%  S1E NIA MiA

Lowvel of Sondce B A - | W A Hig | - - —
A [santa Ynez A & Caminleria Awe 2ignal Clty of Canxinteria

Deday (eecands) 215 428 N 342 298| I I20 MM

Loval of Senace 033R/C - c D |WA © c o] C HA) - - -
2 |NE oniolf amp & Wia Real AWED

Dy [seconds) Kid 2255 127 | MiA 9350 WA | WA SEEB  MIA

Lol of Service s BEN & | s DOERN s [ s DR e . .. -
I |NB oniott mmp & &, Fadaro Ln TWaC

Deday (seconds) g3 LT R Mk 45 0.1

Lowvel of Sondce [ ~ - —- | Hi& £ - | KA A - — A - - -
2 |via Re=al & £ Padame Ln TWaC Clty of Canzinteria

Deday (eecands) 7.1 0f 01 ]| WA EE MiA T MM

Lovel of Senvice 4 o |we & o | wa DE WA . ) .
158 o ramp & Zanta Claus Lred. Padano Ln TWak

Dlay {seconds) 32, MiA L WA OIDE HA o4 01 | & ED

Liwvel of Senace ] HiA | Hi& E HiA | A A HIA A - - —-
2 INBonof amp & M. PadaoLn TWaEC

Dy {seconds) 07 Mk 0T WA | WA ZE 0.1

Level of Senvice ] - -— — | Hi& E W& | KA & - - A - -
X |N. Padam Ln & Via Real TWaC County of Eanta Barbary

Deday (eecands) SE.2 0 MNA| WA 52 M% ZE4 NS

L d — A i A - A
Lovel of Service - a4 wia ] we Hi

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Final Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009



Appendix A

Table A-2: Build Alternative LOS Results

Table 60. 2040 Bui

d AM Peak Hour LOS Results

o n Contral mmuwcl Crvmrall Eactbownd ‘Wesibound Horthbound #outhbound Zouthsactbound
Ll il B I B . O S
1 |NBE oniott ramp & Sates Rd TWac
Dulay (seconds) a1 BE B WA | WA SE bR
Level of Sorvice 5 e Y PR 170 T [ o
2 |5 onioff ramo & Bales Ao TWac
Duolay jseconds) B.B =X BS MW oA W& 3T
Level of Serwios A A A HA ) - - — - A = | Hi& B - - - e
3 JHE onlo® mamp & 25 150 TWaC
Dmlay {seconds) 2.5 101 KA | N 03 01 N
Love! of Sorwce - - - ] B Hig | Wa & - - B WAl - - -
4 |2 onfoff ramo & SR 150 TWac
Duolay jseconds) 123 110 WA oA R 1.3
Level of Serwios E B N —. - - A - | HiA L3 - - —- -
5 |¥aRe=al& 3R 10 TWac
Dulay jseconds) A Hid  13E M EB o1
Level of Serwios MR - Hi& [+] — Hi& A - — B - - - e
& [Caminters Ave & 3R 150 TWac
Drlay {seconds) 8.5 M4 58 35 KA 0z
Lovel of Sarwee A S I |11 e I e
T |NB onfoff ramp & Sallard Ave TWac
Delay jseconds) Mi% 227 NA 14 'S R |
Level of Serwios Hi& [+ - R A - - B A == - e
& |5 onioff ramo & Baland Ave TWac
Duolay fseconds) 0.1 WA 13
Levnl of Sorviee [ [ e Y ~ |- - .
& [Va Real & Balans Ave AWac CFy of Campinteris
Drlay {seconds) Mid 172 &80 | M 195 285 NAA 1EER BT
Lowvpl of Sorwce Hi& C A K& E O | HA C A - . -
10 JCampintzrds Ave & Salarg Ave ANIC CRy of Campinizria
Delay jseconds) 5.3 MA MOA L MR 104 ROA | MR BB MA | RAA TEA MA
Level of Serwios 5 HiA HiA | Hia =] Hid | WA A His | HiA [ L - e
11 |Via Feal & Caskas Pass Rd Signa
Delay (seconds) b4 WA 3TE 2e|ams Ime emE (1341 mis | 249 182 mA
Lovel of Sprvice oI10ig c e o clp p = BN c welc Bowal.. o
13 [Velocho & Via Seal TWaC
Dulay jseconds) 1.5 A DE a1 KA MiA 115 MA
Love! of Sorwce B WA A - - A Nig | — —- — JHA B WAl - - -
13 |5 onioff ramp & Caskas Pass Rd Zigna
Dulay (seconds) 4K A 4.7 WA 1.1
Level of Sarvice 0.886 /B c e B W& A e e e
14 |Campini=ra Ave & Casfias Pass Rd Zigna
Duolay jseconds) 44 53 3E
Lovel of Sorvios 0.780 /2 [+] A - . — e .. - e
15 [WE onramp & Ogan Rd Foundabaut
Delay {seconds) 118
Lowvnl of Sarvies B
16 JLincien Ave & Cgan R Elgna CRy of Campinizria
Dulay jseconds) 145 24.E 55 MaA]3:@ET 15
Level of Sorwios [ I ] B - - - L5 - L% - & B g A = - - -
17 |SE off ramp & Lind=n Ave Zigna
Duolay jseconds) 103 e iy B4 24
Level of Serwios 048074 B c - E - - — - A - — B - - - e
18 Limcien Ave & Sxwryer Aps TWac CEy of Campinieria
Duolay jsecondgs) 413 M 813 MA MA 02 o1 P
Lewvel of Sarvios E Wa B A .- — -— | W& A - - A WA - ~ -
16 |5 onioff ramp & Carpintera Awe TwWac
Dulay jseconds) 7.4 g5 041 78 M ITE M| NAA ITA  MA
Level of Serwios [+] A A —~- A A -— | H'A 4 Hia | MA D Ml - —. -
A0 [Santa Ynez AverTH 3t & Campineria Avs Eigna Cly of Campinera
Duolay jseconds) 2.4 33 122 114 207 2.8 | WA 255 Z22] 24 169 MA
Level of Serwios 050874 [ B E - [+] L+ Hi& c [ c B Bid | - - e
21 |NB ont® ramp & Via Real ANAC
Duolay jsecondgs) 165.7 A 160 B4 | HiA 3447 55 | NA Mis | RGA 3BT MA
Lovel of Sorvce | T TR T A | wa wos | owes EW e ) .. o .
I |NB onlof ramp & E- Padanc Ln TWac
Dulay jseconds) 2.5 Hid 3% WA 14 01
Level of Sorwie A - - — | Hi& A -~ | WA & - - A = - - -
I |ViaReal & 3. Padaro Ln TWac CEy of Carpinieria
Duolay jseconds) 7.5 0.4 o1 | WA 34 MA JT.S MIA
Level of Serwios 1] - A A Hi& A — Hi& 1] Hi& — - - - - e
4 )= off ramp & 2anta Claws LS. Fadars Le TWac
Duolay jseconds) 9.3 e 113 MNA | HA 37 KA oA a1 | WA B2
- Lewvel of Sarwes A E B HiA | Mis A MNig | — & A | MiA A - - . -
% [NB onio®f mmp & M. Fadam Ln TWaC
Dulay jseconds) f1.g Hid 112 KA | WA 132 01
Level of Sorwie B - - — | Hi& B Hig | W& & - - A = - -
% [N. Padaro Ln & Via Rea TWac County of 2ania Barbarma
Duolay jseconds) b3 0.4 MIA | NiA B8 Mg 290 MIA
.'.-I:‘HI:‘-.' af Sorvice [ -~ A ! Hi& A - K& C Hi& — - - - —- -

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Final Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009



Appendix A

Table A-2 continued: Build Alternative LOS Results

Table 60 cont. 2040 Build AM Peak Hour LOS Results

mio b n Contral | Owerall Wz|  Overall Eagibound ‘Wasibound Horthizound Southbound ‘Southeasibound
neuLos’| HoM® [Tr 1 ar ;1 mr|ir T ART|r T AT|o T AT

27 |55 onioff ramp & K Fadarc Ln ¥

Defay {secona's) 1 H& 110 HiA a1 K& B3

Lavel of Service B IR - 11 I ey wpe I/ S
@ [HE offramp & Crizga HIRd W

Defay jsecond's) 121 W& 01 0.1 WA 121 04

Lovel of Service B Hi& A —— - A - | HA B - - LY - - - a—
2% |Evans Ave & Drega Hil Rl AWET County of Samta Sarbam

Defay jseconds) 10z Mih 25 NiA | MR 19T WIS | MM BES MA L RA 51 MA

Lovel of Sendce B Hi& A Hid | WA E Hia | MA A Hi& | A A A ] - —- a—
3 [ME on amp & Crizga Hill A

Defay {sccona's) LR 121 7.9 | MA 24

Lovel of Sendce C - C i & A - - e —. e - — e —. p
3 |BE off ramp & Evans Ave TWEC

Delay {second's) jl Wik 100 MWik BE  HA R KA EE

Lovel of Sendon A Hi& A e Y A HAY .. & — | Hi& A - e - -
32 IME on'otf ramp & Eheseld TWEC

Defay jsecond's) 144 Mg 144 WA 02 01 o1

Lovel of Sendcp B - - - | KA E e ) - - A A - - -
23 |&E onioff ramip & SheMeid TWEC

Deiay {seconds) 23 Wik 193 7.4

Lovel of Sendce 1] Hi& 1] = — - - - - A - - = = -
3 lameson & Ehetek TWaC County of Santa Sarbara

Defay {sccona's) 183 o 18] Mi& B3 MA TEZ NA

Lovel of Sendce c = A A & A _— HUA L5 Ha ) - — - - - -
35 [ME an'o™! ramp & San Yeidro Rd TWEC

Dreday {second's) 137 Mi& 137 A& 15 | K ]

Lavel of Sendce B - —. - | KA E —— | HA A . e A A e . e
38 J2an Yeidm Rd & B Jamasan e AWBT County of Sants Sarbam

Defay jsecond's) 444 Wid 152 58 | M& 159 838 1 Wi& L83 532

Lovel of Service E Hi& c A H'& c & Hi& E A - - a—
37 |SE off ramp & 3an Yuidne Rd/Eucalyptus Ln

Defay jseconds) 3BT 38T 11 KA | M 102 HA '3 ] & 45

RIrplotIondce E E B 17 E Ha A = -] A = e = e
33 5. Jamesan Ln & San Ysldo RaEucabypius Lo County of Santa Sarbam

Defay {sccona's) 19 Hi& 101 HiA A 05 a1 P

Lovel of Sendce B Hi& B Hi& —- - _— HUA A - - A A - - -
35 MB off ramp & Citve Ml Rd AWEC

Defay {secona's) W& J80 MHA | WA EE3 231 NA

Lovel of Service e e o w0 | wa RN | - & oms| .- .
S0 [N Jameson Ln & Cive M1 Rd AWBC

Defay jsecond's) 201 Wik 118 HNA JE2 MA ] WA 113

Lovel of Sendce G - - - | A E Hi& | .- 1] A | Mi& B - am - e
40 |58 onramo & Qlve Ml Rd AN

Defay jseconds) 171 126 173 HNiA 206 MA | WA 124

Lovel of Sendce c B C Hi& — - - L5 Hi& | A B - = = -
41 |55 o ramp & Diepok !

Defay [sccona's) 108 o 18] 841 10

Lovel of Sendce B = A A A - _— = B - — - - - -
42 JCikve MIIRd & 3pring County of Sania Sarbara

Dreday {second's) 153 Mk HiA MA 04 | U

Lovel of Sendon c Hi& Hid | - - — | WA A - — A WAl .- - -
43 IMB offramp & Coast'Vilage RdHemeslla Dr| TWEC

Defay jsecond's) 2 HiA O3 Hi& na K& 170 MA

Lovel of Service 5] Hi& A —— = M - E - | MH& [ WAl .- - a—
44 |55 onvoff ramp & NS off ramp & Cabrlle Blvd | WSS

Defay [soccona's) B8 | Ni& EBZ HA 5.2 177

Lovel of Service — s lwa P wel . o 1. & 1. . -
45 MB on ramp & Cazrllo Sl

Defay {sccona's) 7E O T 148

Lovel of Service - - —~ | & 4 |8 - B - - -] - - -
46 [MB on'c®f ramp & 2. Jalinas B2 TWEC

Defay {secona's) 87 7.2 BT

Love! of Senecp A I R U I [ T I
47 |MB onicet ramp & Mlpas 37 Roumcabaut

Defay {seconds) L

Lovel of Servioe A
48 |55 o ramp & Milpas 5t Signal

Defay jsecond's) 125 4Ty 50 B3

Love! of Service [T B P I I T I T
49 |58 o ramp & Mipas 52 Signal

Defay [soccona's) 437 453 A L 4EE 115 Hid 520 KA

Lovel of Sendoe 287410 s - —- e e — +] - Hi& 5] B - Hid M HiA
S0 IMB cnfc® ramp & Garden 3t Signal

Defay {secona's) 1435 Mi& 305 4541355 22 150

Lovel of Sendoe QEZ4T A B & c 1] o A B
Ei |MB o ramp & Palm dve

Defay jseconas) 104 104 A 02 04

.'_-HI:‘.' of Service B B —. - — — —— | HA A . e A - e . e

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Final Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009



Appendix A

Table A-2 continued: Build Alternative LOS Results

Table 60 cont. 2040 Build AM Peak Hour LOS Results

o h n confral |Cweralvic]  Ovarall Easibound Wisctownd Morthbound Southbound Sowthsactoound
Type |fcULos’] HOM® [Tr ¢ prflir T RT| LT T RT|LT T RT|LT T AT

52 |22 cnioff ramo & Garden 52 Slgra

Delay {soconds) 340 400 233 130 WA 5.3

Lewvel of Service DB0 I B c o ¢l . | - B a A |
53 |Garden 2t & E' Yanonal 51 Slgna Zhy of Zanis Earbara

Dalay jsoconds) 44 574 174 155 M4 327|372 121 WA M,

Level of Sorvice 0.EED /A o [l s elc o clo B wa W | - -
54 [NE ot ramp & et Sl TWEC

Dolay {soconds) 13 NiA 130 mid | M o

Lgvel of Sgrvice E we B ool Malwis s o P I
55 |MB anramp & Castio 2% Slgra

Dolay {soconds) 431 7 M| A zE BE | WA 530 474

Lewel of Service 0EEIIA o - — - |ENNEN )| & A oA |lwal® B - - -
e W, Haley 52 & Batn 58 Slgra 2ty of 2ania Barbara

Delay {soconds) EES B4 03 W wa 52 TE | WA D8 W

Lewel of Service 0LESE [ & A R T N I - 17 o e
57 |5E onioi ramp & Castik 2l Sl

Dalay {soconds) 234 MiA 340 433 125 ma |z s

Level of Sorvice 0688 /B c we ¢ o) - . | -- B walBEW oA | .- - -
£3 |MB onic® ramp & Camile 51 Slgna

Dolay {soconds) 224 £32 71 21 48

Lewel of Sorvice LI#ic C — E we|lpop & ). ¢ ef.. . .
5% |58 onioff ramp & Camlio 3t Zigna

Dolay {soconds) 527 235 438 M7 24 3125|3446 23

Lewvel of Service D836/ E E g o ¢} e —]. & @ L e
&0 [Camiie St & Castiin 26 Zigna Tty of Sania Earbara

Delay {soconds) 223 345 384 453 48 M 1443 5 |

Lewvel of Service nITeicC c c o o) e | & owm L e
51 [camiic 2t & San Pascual 3t TWEC City of 3ania Earbara

Dalay {soconds) 137 WA 11T MA o1 o4 | oo

Lewvel of Service B e -8B wal - & alE oA ]| -
&2 [NB onic= ramp & Castilo 21 TWEC

Dolay jsoconds) iz NA 08 04 115 ws | s sas

Lewel of Sorvice | I T N [ I I - e
82 [NB on'cé ramp & Migsion 25 Bigna

Dolay {soconds) 334 AT NiA 34

Level of Sordce LEES/D i . — — | s O E o i __ . A A . - .
&1 |52 onich ramp & Missen 21 Signa

Delay {soconds) HE 582 ELT  MA 115 wis | s 338

Lewvel of Service 1.002/F o B oo wal| - o |- B Malws & | e o .
5 [Mission 51 & Castilo 2t 2igna Tty of Zania Earbara

Dalay {soconds) g1 NiA  ZED 343 M 3R WA | wa s3 ma

Lewvel of Service DENE (B A L B e - S W U - N - I
% [Wimsion 51 & Modor Ra TWEC Tty o Sania Earbara

Dolay {soconds) 152 A 153 B o1 ws | s 3

Lewel of Sorvice C e NV N I WL U8 I S e
87 [NB offramp & Fusbia Bt & Cale Real TWED

Dolay {soconds) 40.7 337 50 mA 407

Lewvel of Service E B - |- & el o .. o E .. . .
&2 ME onramp & Cule Rey Zigna

Delay {soconds) 287 MM E1E A 13 A M OBRT WA

Lewvel of Service 0BT D c Wis DUEM wia | & & omea| - o . |we E A - - .
&5 |Cal= R=al L Las Fostas Rd Slgna 2ty of Zanis Earbama

Dalay {soconds) 33 223 745 sEn 18 E17 578

Level of Service LI IC o c ' E E s | -8 P
70 |52 onioff ramo & Las Foskas Rd Jigna

Dolay {soconds) 37 TET 454 MiA 8 161 | 244 25

Lewel of Service 0.EED I D C e o wal - . | .- ¢ BloO & ]| .- . .
71 JLaz Pazitaz Rd & Modoc Rd Slgra ty of 2ania Earpara

Dolay jsoconds) HiA M,

Lewvel of Service HiA M| e e o
72 |MBE onic® ramp & Cale Rey Slgra

Delay jsoconds) E s 137 Mmoo 2ms ma | 270 E9 2| zEe 233 I7s

Lewel of Service LEII A I g ¢ owelc o salec o c_c e
73 =8 cnioff ramp & La Cumbre R Slgna

Dalay {soconds) 145 178 124 183 123 164|120 ss

Lewvel of Service 0EZE A B g8 B B w |- B B|BE B | e e e
74 |La Cumbre Rd & Callz Real Slgna Zty of 2ania Earbana

Dolay {soconds) 1 14.3 147 27 56 |en e

Lawel of Sgrdca ST A e = e .. gl =2 slg & |- . .
& JNE o ramp & Sase O G Cale ey Shgna

Dolay {soconds) 25 HiA 23 WA

Lewvel of Service 0LEBD [ A c o e | HiA [
76 [NE on ramp & 2tate 5 TWEC

Dolay (soconds) i

Lewsd of Sonvice -
77 [Cale Real & AE 154 & Sar Macwos Fass 5o e

Dolay {sooonds) 38 537 NiA A,

Lewvel of Service 08B (B C [} HiA M| e e o
78 |55 off ramp & Siale 25 2igna

Dolay {soconds) 214 s WA 3E 113 27 %41 262 097

Lewel of Sarvice [LEEE | & [ .. ¢ welec 8 .| .. ¢ . ]Joc oo oo o .

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Final Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009



Appendix A

Table A-2 continued: Build Alternative LOS Results

Table 60 cont. 2040 Build AM Peak Hour LOS Results

I . Controd muwcl Cearall it Morthbourd gouthbound ‘Fouihsactoownd
Twpe  |Hevio’ HOM' T 1 a7 |7 T LT T LT BT [ T mT
T [SSonrampd Sae ELA RIS TWES
Dohry (sooonds) 112.4 1124
Lovei of Senvice | I - - | R ey
T2 |=iate 5t & San Marcos Fass Road Signal
Dolyy fsocanmds) 51 JER BT KW WA 392 Hid 453 Pl =0
Lavad of Senviva G.e3Bi B [+ c A FrA | BUIA [+ Hi& =] Ly c — — —-
Bl |ME oric® ramp & Calls Real & E] Bwverc Rd ANWET
Dolry (eecomds) 205 Fid 142 RA | M 224 Mid 123 A NA
Lavei of Service [+ LY B Fir& | MU [+] Hi& [} i LY -- - -
E1 |ME onio® ramp & Tumpise Rd Signal
Dohry (sooonds) 23 558 838 330 47 A
Laval of Setvicg LI0ai g [+] = == o= [+] -1 = Bis | .- = ==
EF |=E oniofl ramp & Turnpike Rd Signal
Dolay (soconds] 5.2 KA 335 KA T 450
Lovad of Senviva 083e 0 [+ s o] Bi& - —— - [+ i) - - — -
B3 JTurrplke Rd & Calle Real Signal ounty of Santa Barbara
Dolry (eecomds) 233 4841 354 49E| 4835 2E3 256 A0 432 NA
Lewai of Senvica L [+] ] ] [+] ] [+3 [+] =3 ] i Y == = ==
B4 JHNE oo™ ramp & Fallerson Ave Signal
Dolry (secomds) ane 451 453 £1.0 .1
Lavel off Servica areiic [+ - - — 5] [+) o - -- - -
EE |22 oniclf ramp & Paterson Ave Signal
Dodry (sooonds) 196 46.0 500 4832 182 =0
Lawvai off Senvice QE381 A B D [v] 1] = - = E c - == — ==
Pamerson Ave & Cale Real Signal Clty of Goleta
Dolyy fsocanmds) iTE 3.7 433 A 25 A
Laval of Senviva QETAIA B D - 1] - -— [+ A - HiA — — —-
E? |ME oric®ramp & Farddew Ave Signal
Dokry (seconds) 5 0.1 427 o3
Lovel of Service dEd8 A [+ C - A - [+] = = - A -- - -
2 |Cals Real & Falnsew Axe Eignal Gty of Golxla
Dohry (sooonds) 7.5 ESd4 37 EIZ| 531 344 E1.2 1EE 325 A
Lawvwi of Senvice GETBIE 1] E [ 1] E c E =] c Mg | - - -
& [=E cniofframp & Falnview Ave: Sicnal
Dolay (soconds] E KA g e rall
Lawvad off Senvica 0838 B B BiA B - -— - c c - = - -
@0 JME omi'c® ramp & Les Camercs Rd Signal
Dolry (eecomds) 40 672 EE52 41.2 &0 NA
Lavei of Service G.EERI B 1] - - — E E ] A - B -- - -
&1 }SE onioff ramp & Los Carneros Rd Signal
Dolry (secomds) Ta MiA 205 378 104 324
Lawvai off Senvce GE8E T B B B [v] 1] - a— = E 1] - - - -
82 |Los Carneros Ao & Cale Real Signal Chty of Goleta
Dolay (soconds] 144 385 25 1.7 | 447
Laval of Setvicg Lol - Irl E = e o= L o s S i) = =o = =
@3 |ME oo™ ramp & Sler Annie RC & Cale Real Signal
Dolry feocamds) 135.3 261 - 4EE.6] 955 7.1 [ [ 422 A
Lovsi of Servica sresrc |NNENNN o INERNNEN|NENNE El s D wa| o - -
84 JGien Annie Rd & Cel Morte Rd TWEC Chy of Goleta
Doley {seconds) 113 113 a1 AA
Lowvei of Service g — = B — o . A — M = — =
85 |58 cniclT ramp & Gien Arnie Rd Signal
Dohry (sooonds) 134.8 KA 232 741 172
Lowvai of Service sreeic [DNERIN me = DEN . .- — B S
% ICale R=al & ME on ramp TWEC
Duoley {sorands) 22 ek} KA | MA 22
Luoved off Sendna B — A Fir& | MUIA B e - — — - —_ .
SE oniclf ramp & Hollsher Ave TWEC
Dolry (eecomds) ig.m MiA 133 04 ad A
Lowvei of Sevvice C B [ A = a— = A Hi - - - =
2@ IME off ramp & Winchesher Caryon Rd AWEC
Dolry (secomds) B4 - B.E &o
Lawvwi of Senvce A A - -— - A = - - A - - -
100 |MB onio® ramps & Wia Real Signal
Dolay (soconds] R 107 5.5 | M 18] ad
Lawvad off Senvica QTOBIC A — B A LY B - A - - - - — —-
102 |Gubelrez 52 & Garden 52 Signal C%y of Santa Exbara
Dolry feocamds) 08 284 B A7
Lawvad off Service Tl G L] - - - 5] L5 L] A = - - =
108 [Mondecho St & Casflo 52 Signal Ty of Santa Bxbara
Dolry (secomds) E7.2 128.9 311 MoA | SB7 =01 EDS 185 iy
Lowel off Servica 0850/ D EVIEN = wis|TE El B E e
104 [=an Andres & Carrlio 52 Signal T8y of Zanta BEatbara
Dodry (sooonds) n3 48.3 156 IZZS5 I x4
Lawvwi off Senvice G880 B [+ (1] ] [+] c - — -
106 [Modoc 5t & Mission St ANEBT C%y of Santa Exbara
Dolry feocamds) 48.8 4.4 10.5 128 1.3 2! glei
Lavalof Senvicg E (v} e E = e E e E e = =
108 JCulni=nbos 52 & Mipas St Signal C%y ol Eania Exhara
Dolry (eecomds) 8.6 188 183 KA | 204 153 BT TS 47 NA
Lavei of Service Q8200 B A E B Fir& C B A A A i —- — —-

hots. — indicales caTmigcsng moveran 2o sof adi

s el dealey s i e i scen s du 12 dheted Rasiom

S e ) Wiy Stez Cosal, TWEG = Tan Wy Slop Conle

1= 10 L8 b et o i ol padl ibaincSani oy

2 Bt i HICK 200, Clagher 18 Sigrnie Inbesections snd Cliagtes 17 Uisigsained
3 Bt o vl disng s chral sl by FHVS pubiionson Riausdelssits B lbamaion Soibe, Josa 3
vl s 15 LES et L3S Weimtold

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Final Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009




Appendix A

Table A-2 continued: Build Alternative LOS Results

Table 61. 2040 Build PM Peak Hour LOS Results

~| | - Canirol mun|1.rr(1;| m.1.|l| Eastbound Wactbound Horthbound Southbourd t | d
e it 1 Rl 1 Rl 1 Rl 7 R 7 AT
1 |WE onioff mmp & Bates Ao TWaC
Dalay (seconds) 5.3 53 BA M| NA 4E 04
Lovel of Sondice A . . .. A ' e b pes A . - B . .. —
2 |5E omic® ramp & Sakes Rd TWaC
Dalay (soconds) 1 85 . MA 0.1 TN |
Level of Senvice B A E HA] - - - - LY = | Hi& A - - -
% INEonoff amp & GR 150 TWaC
Dalay (seconds) 14.3 143 0.0 M| A 03 01 MA
Lovaol of Senvice B - -— - E & HWis ) ML A - a— L) Ha | - - -
4 |EE onio® ramp & 28 150 TWaC
Dalay (seconds) 3.3 Ll 0.1 WA
Lavel of Sanvice E Hi& - - —- — A - ik - -— - -
£ |Via Real & 3R 150 TWaC
Delay (soconds) 158 A 0B MA 158 MA 15 04
Lovel of Senvce C ey ] e I — J M A - a— & -— - -
& JCaminizra Awe & ER 150 TWaC
Dalay (seconds) i MA 10D B3 MA 142
Lovol off Senace & M A —- - & K&, - e —- . A - —- r—
T |HE on'off amp & Ealard Ave TWaC
Dalay (seconds) 7 MA 270 WA 40 01 o
Lavel of Sanvice 1] - - — WA D — | MA A - - A A - - =
& |&E ondoff ramp & Sallard Ave TWak
Delay (soconds) 0.1 M4 232

Lovel of Senvce - — — - A - Hi& I3 - - —- —

% [ia Real & Balard Ave e ity of Campinteria

Dalay (seconds) M4 1500 80 | MiA 205 130 KA 125 B2

Laovel of Senvice ws JNERN pin OB B Jms B8 oA ..
10 JCaminisra Ave & Sallard Awe ANEC ity of Campinieria

Dalay (seconds) 1E.5 A Ll WA I0E MR ] MMA 5B MA L WA 125 NS

Lavel of Sanvice L% HUA HiA | A ] s ) M A HA | Hia 8 L - =
11 |Via Real & Cashias Fass R Slgna

Delay (soconds) MUA 27E 28807 ME TI|3ZE 116 MAJIME 217 NWA

Loyl of Sonvice DISEIC Ha ¢ [+ c L+ B Hia B Hal ¢ [+ Hal - = =
12 [velodio & Via Real TWaG

Dalay (seconds) 12 M&  0E 01 Mis Wid 130 KA

Loval of Senvice B R A - - & Ha ) - - — | Hi& B Ha ) - - -
12 |&E omio® ramp & Caslias Fass Ao Signa

Dalay (seconds) ey 18 N 20.3 WA Ja0D 24

ovel of Senace DEMIC B L5 HiA - - - [+ HAl D A - - -

14 |Campinizria Ave & Cagias Fass Rd Signa

Dalay (soconds) av4 g 0B 466 35 .0 =04

Lavel of Senvice 0.B8E/D 1] 1] ] - - 1] [ - - - L5 - - - -
1% ME onramp & Cgan Fd” Roundaoout

Dalay (seconds) 6.2

Lowvel of Senvice A
16 |Limcar Ape & Opgan R4 Slgna ity of Camintaria

Dalay (soconds) 7.2 45 13.8 82 | 3ES 30

Level of Senvice 0FIC B - - - c - C - B A 1] A - - -
17 |EE o ramp & Unden Ave Slgna

Delay (soconds) 2 4z B4 B£ 5

Lovel of Senvce D.a2B)A B C -— B - - — - A - a— & -— - -
18 JLimcen Ayve & Samyer Ave TWaC ity of Campinizria

Dalay (seconds) 257 WA JET MA MA 06 01 NA

Lovaol of Senvice ] H4 D H&) — - — | M A - a— L) Ha | - - -
16 |EE crio® ramp & Carpingeria Ave TWaC

Dalay {seconds) 23 04 A 1355 nUA | KA 8330 WA

Level of Senvice A oa - Drin DOE s we BE ma ] - -
A |Eanis Ynez AeTin Bf & Capiniera Ave Slgna ity of Caplrieria

Dilay {seconds) 152 ZEE) M 323 283343 134 MM

Lovel of Senvce DFRIC - c D JHa © C C B L - -
21 |NE oniof! amp & Via Real AWEC

Daiay (seconds) MA 1 21| WA 1258 NS | WA 428 WA

Lovel of Service via JEN & foeos DO s e EN | - . -
2 |NE onioff mmp & E.Fadaro Ln TWEC

Dy (seoonds) nr A 11T WA 24 04

Lavel of Sanvice B - - e ] — | MA A - - A - - =
# |Via Real & 2. Padaro Ln TWSC ity of Camplrieria

Delay (soconds) 4.7 0.1 01 | WA EZ A LA

Lovel of Senvce B - A B HiA & — A B HA L - - -— - -
|58 otramp & Sarta Claus Lrdd. Padam Ln TWaG

Dalay (seconds) 44.4 44.4 MO MOA ST MIA 0.1 a1 | WA TS

- Laval of Senvice E E i His | A & W) A A Hi& B - - . -

2 |NE on'off ramp & W. Fadamo Ln TWaC

Dalay (seconds) 0.E WA 05 MA | WA 2T 04

Lavel of Sanvice B - - e ] s ) HA A - - A - -
2 |N.PadanoLn & Via Real TWaC County of Santa Earoama

Dalay (soconds) 1B 01 M ] WA ES A 118 MA

Laval E‘ Senvce B . A His | A & — ) M& B HA L - — - . .

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Final Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009



Appendix A

Table A-2 continued: Build Alternative LOS Results

Table 61 cont. 2040 Build PM Peak Hour LOS Results

- . contral  |overaln vz Cvsran Eastoound Wiactbound MWorthibound Foushbound Southeastbound
Twee fcuror’| wew' Dr 1 om0 7 A |t T R |0 T AT |r T AT
52 on'c® ramp & Garden St Signal
Duiay (seconds) 73 TOS 843 304 24 WA | 43 38
Lavol of Service 0.BTOIE [ el c |- - |- ¢ wmalc & -] - -
=2 |Zarden 575 E Yanonal 5t =gnal CRy o Zania Saroary
Duiay [seconds) 3227 7387 453 135|418 208 262|422 2227 M| 324 195 WA
Lavol of Service orsaic [NENNNINEN = & clo ¢ wme|lc B owaf|- - -
54 [N off ramp & 52 & TWEC
Duiay [seconds) 173 Nv 7.3 141 N | ms oz 51
Lovel of Service c Ha ¢ - | .. B alwe & & - ] -
£5 |42 onramp & Cashila 5t Signal
Duiay [seconds) 13114 4101 2524 NA | 71 S0 TS | M 420 354
Loved of Bervice oresic [DNNNERN - .- - [EEN W & 4 & | WalD B - -
58 W, Halmy 515 Ban St Signal CRy of Santa Eartara
Dufay (seconds] 18.1 184 152 WA | M 177 05| me zmyo ome
Lovel of Service LEXID 8 B B mwalwa B B JHe o omal| o o oo oo
£7 5B on'o® ramp & Castlio St Signal
Dufay (seconds] 557 NA 361 SE.3 3 M 73 I
Lavel of Survice 0.B0E( E E na ¢ UE - - o walEN e -] - -
S8 |MS oniofl ramp & Carrio St Sgnal
Dafay [seconds] 138 g4 718 M |7sa oz 443 07
Agvpl of Servicy LEss/D [+ I I - PN = e . - ey
B an'o® ramp & Camlic 5t Sgnal
Dafay [seconds] 138 4310 430 5.4 ek 43
Lovel of Service LEN I D c o o lEef- - —]- ¢ clE B -] - -
&0 [Camiio & & Casdio 5 Sgnal Oy o Eania Saroara
Dufay (seconds] 153 WE 132 423 | 2@ MW 4TI 612 |
Lovel of Service LE8 I D o c ¢ o - E A B o - -
& |Camiio 52 & Bar Pascus 5t TWSC CRy o Sania Saroara
Duiay (seconds) 133 MA 125 N o w133 04
Lovel of Sersice ] e I - 2] - & mmale B ]| o
&[NS oniofl ramp & Caslilo 5t TWSC
Duiay (seconds) 05 O 118 MM
Lovel of Service 4 al.. - .- B mHa | -
& NS oniofl ramp & Mission St Signal
Duiay seconds) 185 A 538 Bad ] mea 1z 43 52
Lavel of Service 0.EE3/D ] e e o |wal D DEIHE B - | - & A - .
&4 5B on'o® ramp & Mission 52 Signal
Duiay (seconds) [ 55T EEE WA 108 A 103.1
Lovplof Sorvice QBESIE E E Bl e ] E___Ms = o
&5 [Wazsion 518 Casliie 51 Sgnal Ty o Gania Saroara
Dufay (seconds) 482 MA 233 407 WA 544 M| M 02 M
Lavel of Sonvice LESID D [T - ) e TN O T
&8 [Wizsion 51 & Modoc RE TWEC Ty & Ganta Saroara
Dufay (seconds) 58 WA 25E N 0 M| MK 5
Lovel of Service ] e e o |ma B sl - & mafma & 0] -
& [ off ramp & Fuebio SLE Cals Real TWEC
Dufay (seconds) EER TN
Loval of Sendce - — - E A —— - — - - — —
& [ME onramp & Cals S=al Signal
Duiay [seconds) z MA 528 WA (105 T2 M M4 E1S WA
Lovel of Service LTW I C c M B ma|l B A ] - — | mwaE e - -
0 JCals Seal & Las Fostas S Signal CRy of Santa Sarzary
Dufay (seconds] 188 347 450|516 7z 53] a2s = 578 458
Level of Service DITHIC o |PFEW .- olp o olc &4 —|-.[E B - -
M |58 on'o® ramp & Las Fositas Rd Signal
Dufay (seconds] 78 HiA 2= 431 01E
Lavel of Srvice LEI4/D ] N I = cl|lo 8 . f.. .
71 |L2s Paskas Rd & Modoc Ra Sgnal Gy of Sania Saroar
Dufay (seconds] 3565 453 496 | S5E 754 130 WA
Agvpl of Servicy LIsEig plE B8 meal o
72 NS oniofl ramp & Calle Real Sgnal
Dufay (seconds] 6.1 415 3ITE WA | 418 ®/D 404 330
Lovel of Service LETTIE ] O D Ha [ T
FE] an'o® ramio & La Cumisee Rd Sgnal
Dufay [seconds] 1848 M4 M4 HE HT 24|25 94
Lavel of Service LE1 /B E c ¢ Bl - 1o & ©l|le & | -
74 Joa Cumbre Sz & Cals Rey Sgnal CRy o Sania Saroary
Dufay [seconds] 17 158 165 115 114] 238 53
Lovel of Service DAEE ) A E - e —|lB — Bl- B BlEe A& | - -
75 [MS off ramp & Ssate 51 & Cale Rea Signal
Dufay (seconds| 345 483 183 34 203|zs7 e wa|sss 483 ma
Lovel of Sersice LTEIC c 0 ¢ -—|-— e[@B)lc [0 wald @ WA|.— - -
78 [ME on ramp & Ssate 5 TWSC
Daiay fsacomds) o
lﬂ_ﬂﬁ]ﬁf.‘rﬂ.l’r‘l'l:\l e
77 |Cale A=al & AD 52 & San MAacros Pass RO Sgnal
Dufay (seconds) H7 343 382 35|29 37 333|380 w2 owa |43z omaE wa
_ Lyl of Sgreicy LERIE [+ c g c c G weal D coomal o o
78 off ramp & Siale &t Sgnal
Dufay (seconds) 23 Hae WA | EDOIET ITE M3I M2 234
Lavel of Service L.EE /B [ .. ¢ walop 8 )] - 0o ] ¢ ¢l .

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Final Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009



Appendix A

Table A-2 continued: Build Alternative LOS Results

Table 61 cont. 2040 Build PM Peak Hour LOS Results

g . caonrol mur“\m‘: Dn.—g: HMord Southbound Southeasibound
Lo |preliieih] e it 7 Ar|ir 1 mrjur 1 RTjur T RT|LT T AT

79 |55 omramip & Stabe S8 R1154 TWaC

Delay (secands) 115.4

L owal of Sendice a— - - = — - - — - - - - - -
732 |ot £% & San Marcos Pass Road Algna

Delay (spconds) 2.4 32T EE MiA | BA 328 2Z4| WA 3BE MAA | RVA 260 ITA

Lovol of Sonace 0640 & B c A HiA | M [+ L4 MiA o A | HiA G c - - -
&80 |MB on'o ramp & Cale Real & El Bverc Rc ANSC

Dalay (secomds) 325 MUA 450 WA | MOA 31T MR | MA 154 105 | WA 152 MUA

Lovel of Sonace o MU E HiA | B ] EA ST [ E HrA [+ L - -
&1 |WB on'oH ramp & Turnolke Rd Slgna

Doday (seoomds) - 338 /AP ITA TE PA

Lovol of Sonace 0BE2E B - - o c [+ [+ c A - - Ha ) - - =
B2 |55 orio® ramp & TUTRRE Ba lgna

Dday (seconds) 206 M4 252 MR EERI 25

Lovol of Sonvice DEIEID [+] b [+ [ - . o = [ Lls [+ b - . = -
&3 |Turnpke Rd & Cale Real Signa County of Santa Saroana

Delay {spconds) 13EE M WA | TE 13E WA

1 24 243 259 |smem 234 N Ui
Level of Sevvice 06736 [NNNNENNN © [ c c WA o mal c B omal - .

&84 |MB on'ot ramp & Pafizrson Age Signal

Dalay (secomds) 25.1 417 463 4.3 100 184 183

Lovel of Sonace 0.TiLlC [+] - - o D ] A - - B E - - -
B85 |SE omdo® ramp & Faterson Ave Hlgna

Doday (seoomds) 0.9 530 552 326 20.3 334 37E 154

Lovel of Sonvice 0FTE/C [+] E [+ - = = [ =] [+] B - - - -
8 [Fanerson Ave 5 Cale Rey EIFIEY by of Golesa

Dizlay (seconds) 43.3 424 72 B3 185 MUA

Lowvel of Senace [l (5 ] (1] 1] o 1] o o= — A - o B HA ) .- - =
&7 |NWB on'of! ramp & Falrview Ave Signal

Doy (spconds) 5.4 7o 0z 8.8 234 385 Oz

Lovol of Sonace 0.7RE/C B c — A - [+ c - = - - o A — - -
&2 |Cale Real & Fakrview Ave Signal City of Goleta

Dalay (secomds) T4 4.0 A L . Mis | 22 B0 10ZQEES 5 MM

Level of Senvice 0TH G o |EN : ¢ c wallEl o B PEN ¢ wal - oo
B |55 oriol ramp & TARviEs Aee kg

Dolay (soconds] 6.2 MA 24E 205 18,8 152 | 24.0

Lovol of Sonace 0.824) B ] MU [+ [+ - - — - B E [+ A - - —- =
@ [NE oniotf ramp & Los Camercs Rd aigna

Dizlay (seconds) 29.1 414 418 MR | 4B BE 56 MA

Lowvel of Senace 0ITRIC [+ - o - D 1] KA c A — o 1] HA ) .- - =
@1 |SE omvoff ramp & Los Carneros Rd Signal

Doy (spconds) 35 M E8.8 353 114 &4 547 6O

Levol of Senvce 08781 E [ o IEM o | o~ .. . ] .. B BEl D & ] - ..
@2 Loz Camercs Rd & Cales Real Slgnal City of Goleta

Dalay (socomds) 13 C 122 124 124 | 100, 72

Liovel of Sonace 0.B28) B B - = = E = B = B B A = = =
#3 |NB on'off amp & Glen Annle Rd & Cale Real Algna

Dolay (secomds) 28.3 MW | 520 292 MNA

Lovol of Sonace orellc [ Hia [+] [+ Ha ) - - -
M |Cien Annie Ro & Del Morte Rd TWaC ity of Goketa

Dolay (seconds) 10.2 102 o1 o4 MNUA

L ool of Sendice B - - B - - —- - A — - A Ha ) .- - —
¥ |5SE omioff ramp & Gien Annle Rd Signal

Doy (spconds) 0.5 MA& 374 447 116 27 | 283

Lovol of Sonace 0.6BD) & B MA 1] o - o - - B A L5 A - — - -

B Cale Real & ME on ramn TWaC
Daiay (seconds)
Liovel of Sonace

EE orioff ramp & Holisler Ave TWaC

Dolay (secomds) 5.3 A 153 04 o1 a4 KeA 32

Liowal of Senaice [+ L [+ A = - —- - L A HiA A - - -
3 |ME off ramp & Winchesier Canyon Rd ANBC

Dolay (seconds) 5.7 0.4 MNiA 4

L ool of Sendice A A o - - B KA = - - - - A a— - -
120 |NB on'o¥ ramps & Via Real Slgnal

Deday (seconds) 2.5 78 g3 | ma E3 102

Lovol of Sonace 0878/ B A -~ A A i A == - B - - == - - - -
102 |Gaseirez St & Garder 2t ligna CHy of Sarks Earbara

Delay {seconds) £4.2 | 2.8 N I 0T 161 - I

Lovel of Service 0.830!D E - = ]l = walec B8 0| PEWse] - -
103 |Monieciio 514 Castilo B8 Slgna CHy of Sarka Barbara

Delay (seoands) 3.5 MiA | 472 e F I I

Lovol of Sonace OBE2TE E Hi& ] [ K [+] ] - - =
104 |2an Angres & Carlio St ettt Cly of Santz Saroara

Dizlay (seconds) 334 335 37T MA | WA 338 ES.BI 226 187 N I 230 425 MA I

Lovol of Sonvice — DIeplc [+] [+ D Y [+] [+ 3 B Lls [+ v} S . == -
105 |Modoc 3t & Mission E1 AWEC Chy of Sarka Barbara

Delay (seconds) 172 '3.:| I 51 288 I 1250 144 I

Level of Senvice G - 8 = = — c 1] = e B - - -
108 |Cuinientos St & Milpas 5t ligna CHy of Sarks Earbara

Daiay (seconds) 1.8 160 S5 MA ) STZ  HAE N 124 22E 154 MA

Lovel of Sonvce 0.B0RTE [ B B HiA B & = [ B e - -

ke — |- hotins oarwagond rg Foweren dowes =0l wdv

R il e dmry SR a6 U sjRcenl M) s 1S kil mppss

SR o Al Wiy Sop Conal, TWEE « Tao Wiay Slp Contrsl

L) LEHE (5 mzeriend b st ibrsan=Sens vy

et oy HCM 000, Coepeer 16 5 gl Intersectons and Chapier 17 Uss g i Islemwecioss masad gy
3 - Bl o e el ogry ik by FHVA pubiaison Beordabols &5 iformelon s, buse 000

Source: South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Final Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling Associates Inc., October 19, 2009



Appendix A

Table A-3: Summary of Intersections Exceeding State Deficiency Criteria under 2040 No Build Alternative

Control] Delay ' |yem Los|icu Los
InlD | Intersection Iseconds))|

Tyre | orwiC

4 |5B on/off ramp & SR 150 TWSC

PM Peak 410 E
8 |SB on/off ramp & Bailard Ave TWSC

PM Peak 40.1 E
11 |MNE off ramp & Casitas Pass Rd AWSC

AM Peak 325
13 [SB On/Off Ramp and Casitas Pass Road AWSC

PM Peak 258
17 |SB off ramp & Linden Ave TWSC

AM Peak 362 E

PM Peak 308 D
18 | 5B onfoff ramp & Carpinteria Awve TWSC

AM Peak 252 D

PM Peak 2.2 %]
21 |MB on/off ramp & Via Real AWSC

AM Peak 46.1 E
24 | 5B off ramp & Santa Claus LnfS. Padaro Ln TWSC

PM Peak Ire E
36 |San Ysidro Rd & M Jameson Ln AWSC

AM Peak 3683 E
37 | SB off ramp & San Ysidro RdEucalypius Ln TWSC

AM Peak 25.8 D
30 | NB off ramp & Clive Mill Rd AWSC

AM Peak 313 [¥]
43 |NB off ramp & Coast Village Rd/Hermosillo Dr TWSC

AM Peak 71.3
44 | 5B on/off ramp & NB off ramp & Cabrillo Blhed AWSC

AM Peak 50.4

PM Peak 40.2 E
45 |NB on ramp & Cabrillo Bhed TWSC

PM Peak 116.6 H
52 |SB onfoff ramp & Garden 5t Signal

PM Peak 52.8 %]
55 |MNB on ramp & Castillo 5t Signal

AM Peal 388 D

PM Peak 78.1 E
58 |NB on/off ramp & Carrille 5t Signal

AM Peak 124.9
82 |MB on'off ramp & Castillo 5t TWSC

AM Peak 8.0

PM Peak 158.8
4 |SB onfoff ramp & Mission St Signal

AM Peak 38.2 2]
87 |MB off ramp & Pusblo 5t & Calle Real TWSC

AM Peak 2 E

PM Peak 1577 | E
70 |SB onoff ramp & Las Positas Rd Signal

PM Peak 43.1 [&]
71 |Las Positas Rd & Modoc Rd Signal

AM Peak D.883 D
78 |SB onramp & State St & Rt 154 TWSC

AM Peak z1.3  [DE|

PM Peak 378 E
85 | SB onfoff ramp & Patterson Awve Signal

PM Peak 738 E
37 |MB onfoff ramp & Fairdew Awe Signal

AM Peak 43.4 [E]
80 |ME on'off ramp & Los Cameros Rd Signal

AM Peak 36.8 %]
93 |MB on'off ramp & Glen Annie Rd & Calle Real Signal

AM Peak 47T

PM Peak I
95 | 5B on'off ramp & Glen Annie Rd Signal

AM Peak 113.6
26 | Calle Real & Hollister Ave TWSC

AM Peak 140.3

PM Peak 85.8
97 | 5B onfoff ramp & Hollister Ave TWSC

AM Peak 25.1 %]
103 |Montecito St & Castille St Signal

AM Peak 0.771 Cc

P Peak 0.849 D
108 |Quinientos 5t & Milpas St AWSC

AM Peak 48.8 E

PM Peak 44.4 E

FIWEC - Al Wy Siop Comrol, TWESG - TWo Way Siop Conina
1 HCM 2000, Chapter 16 Signaltzed Imersections; Chapler 17 Unsignaltzed Inersactions methodoiogy
2 1CU LGS ks reported for signallzed local Intersections oaly

Indicates Miat LOS exceans LOS threshoid

Source: SC101 HOV Traffic Study — Existing Conditions Operations Analysis Report, Dowling, Caltrans 2010
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Appendix B References Used and Contacts

City of Carpinteria, General Plan/Local Coastal Land Use Plan and Environmental Impact
Report, April 2003.

County of Santa Barbara, Final Summerland Community Plan, May 1992.
County of Santa Barbara, Toro Canyon Plan, December 2004.

County of Santa Barbara Resource Management Department, Montecito Community Plan
Update, September 1992 (Amended December 1995).

Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, /01 In Motion Final Report, 2006.

Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, Regional Growth Forecast 2005-2040,
August 2007.

Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, Regional Transportation Improvement
Program for Santa Barbara County, 2006.

Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, South Coast Highway 101 Deficiency
Plan, June 2002.

Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, State Transportation Improvement
Program.

Santa Barbara County Association of Governments and the Southern California Association
of Governments, 2007 Federal Transportation Improvement Program, 2006.

Santa Barbara County Coastal Plan, January 1982 (Amended March 1999).
Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan, Adopted December 1980 (Amended July 2003).

Santa Barbara County Water Agency, Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated Regional Water
Management Plan, May 2007.

Santa Barbara County Association of Government, 2007 Commute Profile for Santa
Barbara, San Luis Obispo and Ventura Counties.

Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, Transit Needs Assessment, May 2008.

http://www.trafficsolutions.info: Regional Bikeway Network, Accessed on January 26, 2009.

Caltrans, Highway Design Manual, July 1995.
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Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, Draft Regional Bicycle Plan, April 2008.

South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Forecast Operations Report, Caltrans and Dowling
Associates Inc., October 19, 2009

South Coast 101 HOV Traffic Study, Existing Conditions Operations Analysis, Caltrans and
Dowling Associates Inc., December 15, 2008

U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000: American Fact Finder.

Air Quality Study Report, South Coast 101 HOV Lanes, April 2010.

Noise Study Report, South Coast 101 HOV Lanes, March 2010.

A.L. Politano and Carol J. Roadifer, REIMHS: A Prototype Model for Regional Economic

Analysis of Highway Projects and Systems, Federal Highway Administration, presented at
TRB 68" Annual Meeting, Washington D.C., January 1989.




Appendix C List of Preparers

Jacquelyn Corodimas, Senior Environmental Planner. B.A., Social Sciences, Niagara
University, New York; 5 years of environmental planning experience. Contribution: Primary
Author of the CIA.

Karla J. Nicholas, Environmental Planning Manager. Land Use and Environmental Planning
Certificate Program, University of California, Davis; 30 years of experience in environmental
and transportation planning. Contribution: Supervised preparation of the CIA.

Indu Menon, Principal Planner, M.S., Transportation Engineering, University of California,
Berkeley; 9 years of transportation planning experience. Contribution: Task Manager.

Soumya Ananthanarayanan, Senior Environmental and Transportation Planner. M.S., City
and Regional Planning, Clemson University, Clemson, SC; 7 years of experience in air
quality analysis, environmental and transportation planning and geographic information
systems. Contribution: Co-authored the CIA.

Jeanne H. Hazemoto, Supervisor of Word Processing. More than 16 years of experience in
the production of publications. Contribution: Responsible for document production.

Elizabeth Koos, Senior Technical Editor. 22 years of technical editing experience.
Contribution: Edited the CIA.

Steve Moran, Senior Graphics Designer. Associates, Graphic Design/Commercial Art,
Valencia Community College, Orlando; 14 years of graphic design experience. Contribution:
Prepared graphics.

Craig Richey, Environmental Planner. B.A., English, California State University, San
Bernardino; more than 6 years environmental planning experience. Contribution: Data
collection and aggregation of socioeconomic data for the impact analysis. Contribution:
Prepared GIS mapping.





