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GENERAL PERMIT —PUBLIC AGENCY USE

APPLICANT: santa Barbara County park Department
attn: Michael H. Pahos
610 Mission Canyon Road
Santa Barbara, California 93105

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A 0.157-acre parcel of tide and submerged land
located in Goleta Slough, Santa Barbara County.

LLAND USE: Installation and maintenance of Goleta Beach
Siough Revetment.

TERMS OF PROPOSED PERMIT:
Initial period: 20 years beginning October 1,
1989.

CONSIDERATION: The public health and safety; with the State
reserving the right at any time to set a
monetary rental if the Cowmission finds such
action to be in the State's best interest.

BASIS FOR CONSIDERATION:
Pursuant to 2 Cal. Code Regs. 2003.

APPLICANT STATUS:
Applicant is owner of upland.

PREREQUXSITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSES:
Filing fee and processing costs have been
received.
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STATUTORY AND DTHER REFERENCES:

LS U a.

B.

P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.

Cal. Code Regs.: Title 2, Div. 3;
Title 14, Div. 6.

AB 884: 03/11/90.

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

i.

santa Barbara County Park Department filed
an application with staff of the Commission
+to construct a 300 lineal foot rock riprap
revetment wall which will extend onto
State-owned lands in Goleta Slough at the
pacific Ocean. The project extends along
the parking area within the upland Goleta
Beach County Park. Landscaping will be
provided along the top of the wall to
cascade down the rock. Construction of the
project will be from the top of the bank
from the existing parking area. The County
proposes to commence construckion

October 1, 1989 and be completed by
September 30, 1990.

The annual rental value of the site is
estimated to be $11,400.

This activity involves lands which have NOT
been identified as possessing significant
environmental values pursuant to

P.R.C. 6370, et seq. However, the
Commission has declared that all tide and
submerged lands are "significant" by nature
of their public ownership (as opposed to
tenvironmental significant"). Since such
declaration of significance is not based
upon the requirements and criteria of
P.R.C. 6370, et seq., use classifications
for such lands have not been designated.
Therefore, the finding of the project's
consistency with the use classification as
required by 2 Cal. Code Regs. 2954 is not
applicable.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO-QQ? (CONT'D)

4. A Negative Declaration was prepared and
adopted for this project by County of
Santa Barbara. .'The State Lands
Commission's staff has reviewed such
document and ‘believes: that it complies with
the requirements of the CEQA.

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED: .
United States Army Corps of Engineers,
California Department of Fish .and Game, and
california Coastal Commission.

EXHIBITS: A. Land Description.
A-1. Site Map.
B. Location Map.
C. Negative Declaration.
D. Addendum tc Negatiuve Declaration.

IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

FIND THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS PREPARED AND ADOPTED
FOR THIS PROJECT BY COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA AND THAT THE
COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN.

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, AS APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENUIRONMENT.

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE TO SANTA BARBARA COUNTY PARK DEPARTMENT
OF A 20-YEAR GENERAL PERMIT - PUBLIC AGENCY USE, BEGINNING
OCTOUBER 1, 1989; IN CONSIDERATION COF THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND
SAFETY, WITH THE STATE RESERVING THE RIGHY AT ANY TIME TO
SET A MONETARY REWTAL IF THE COMMISSION FiINDS SUCH ACTION
TO BE IN THE STATE'S BEST INTEREST; WITH CONSTRUCTION TO
COMMENCE OCTOBER 1, 1989 AND BE COMPLETED BY SEPTEMBER 30,
1990, FOR THE INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE OF A REVETMENT
WALL ON THE LAND DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED AND BY
REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF.
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EXHIBIT A"
LAND DESCRIPTION:

W 24337

A parcel of tide and land lying immediately beneath the shore revetment on the south side of
Goleta Slough in Goleta County Park, Santa Barbara County, California, said parcel is shown
on plan of “Goleta Slough Revetinent”, Number D42027 sheet 1 of 6 sheets, dated 6-6-89.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion lying landward of the ordinary high water mark of
Goleta Slough.

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED AUGUST 28, 1989 BY BIU 1
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EXHIBIT "A-1"
Site Map
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EXHIBIT "C®

DEPARTMENT OF RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

w\e\ﬁg\ COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA':

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
jlazsia il : RECEIPT DATE:  Fébruary. 24119867

A

APPL: Coun ty -Parks Dépt;”
AREA: Goleta Beach ' Park’
PROJ: 84<CpP-75: o
PUBLIC HEARING

DATE: March 27, 1986
NEGATIVE DECLARATION: 86-M5-14 REVISED FINAL

The Department of Resource Management (DRM) has prepared this Negative
Declaration (NO) pursuant to Sectfon 15070 and 15071 of the State Guidelines
for the Implementation of the Californiz: Envircrmental Guality Act and the
County of Santa Barbara Environmental Guidelines, The ND is a written
document which briefly describes the potential adverse impacts of a proposed
praj ect and why those 1mgacts will not hiave a2 significant effect on- the
physical environment. The {ssuance of a Negative Declaration indicates there
are RO sigificantly adverse impacts associated with the proposed profect and

therefore the praject does not require the preparation.of an Eavironmental
Impact Report (EIR).

LEAD DEPARTMENT CASE NUMBER: 84-CP-75

PROJECT APPLICANT: County Parks Department

PROJECT LOCATION: Goleta Beach Park on Sendspit Road in the Goleta Area of

the Third supervisorial District (see Figure 1, attached).

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:. Theianenidenticumasyy COIRCHRL t ‘T ViR anmant

extending approximately 1400 Yeet eégﬁ?‘é&dﬁé’i : ‘chennel SNk Gl the
northern edge of -the park from:the pdin¥ wheresAtascadero-Creek joing .the
tidal: channel comnecting the Pacific Ocean and “théGoleta Stoughs: Although
engineering or design drawings of the proposed revetment are not available at
this time, the conceptual plans indicate that the revetment would be
constructed of sac-crete, or rows of bags filled with concrete (see Figures 2
ahd 3, attached}. The purpose for the revetment would be to protect the
parking lot and other paik facilities from further erosicn.

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL MWUMBER AKD TOTAL ACREASE: 71-200-09, -17; 29 acres
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN LAND USE AND CURRENT ZONING DESIGMATIONS: Recreation

1

S
g""',
|

X
'

R .
areteatm s mred




iy

£6-KD=14. County Parks Depantaent:
~%§%§§\\ ¥ THIM3 AN A
A Uiah ROITARALZ:

ENVIRONMENTAL .SETLING: .Thespraject.site is an east-west tra:ding«sandsp‘lt
whichihas -been s tilled and d@veioped :as a park. To the north 1s! tiie 1;;!&&'!Er
chmnel Jnto Goleia Slough ané.to.the south are Goleta leach%gark ,d‘? the
Pacific Gcem.';;‘he channel baak . proposed for protecticn by theé revetment
contains scattered cencretesnip-rap -and other fill materials; because these
materfals are anti ficial rather than native, the presence of significant
cultural remaing has been ruled out. Approximstely ten myoporum trees are
lccated along the top of the bank., The entire-praject site-is within the ene
hundred year flood zone of the-combined -flows of Atascadero; Maria Yonacia,
San Jose,- Sen Pedro, and Tecolotito-Creeks. From west.to.east, the tidal
channel is characterized as subtidal estuarine, inter*?dal _estuarine, and
palustrine uetlemd. The. park 1529 acres.in.s size,mﬁ’ﬁas 3; :000.feet of.bedch -
fmtage, parking capacity fcr 600 Cars,.a: f‘lshing 9’”&.@{& yestauw_tt. 3

INITIAL STUDY SUMAARY: The staff of the DRM has deterwined that there are no
potent?aﬁy s?gﬂ?i cant adverse enviroamsntal jmpacts associated wfth. the
praject as propesed. The areas below were analyzed in the inftial study.

This study and béckground: fnformation are kept on file in the DRM office and
are d part of these findings.

Geology/
Floeding XX Risk of lpset Hinerais/Soils XX

Air Quality Land Use _ Fire Hazards

Groundwater Publfc Services Recreation
Resources

Utilities/ Housiag
Private.Systems

Transpertation/

Circulation Economics

Flora

Fama

..
"N

Hoise Aesthetics Archaeclogical
, Resources

Potluting Sources Energy CQultural/Ethnic
Resources

The checks indicate areas of patential fmpeacts which were further investigated
and are summarized in the following section or in the Environmental Assessment.

FINDING OF NO SIGHIFICANT IMPACT: It s the finding of the DRM that this

praject does not have the potential to cause sigiificant adverse environmental
impacts for the following reasons.




86-ND-14 Couaty Parks Department
Page 3

Flooding: The praject site is within an area subject to flooding from the
combined flows of the five creeks whkich drxin jnto Goleta Slough, If the
desicn-of the revetment were to reduce the cross section of the channel,
flooding hazards could increase for the area immediately upstream. To avoid
significant impacts, the appiicant would be required to submit engineered
drawings of the proposed rcvetment aleng with the application for a Coastal
Develcpment Permit. Upon revies of the engineered pians, any measures found
necessary to avoid potentially sigmificant flooding hazards shall be

;nco;'(oorated into the project prior to issyance of a Coastal Development
emit,

Flora: The construction of the revetment would appear to require the removal
of the myoporum trees located along the top of the bank., These trees are not
native end are not unique horticulturai specimens. However, they do provide
some roosting and nesting habitat for birds and some visual relief from the
parking lot to the south. The applicant has agreed to replace these trees
with new upright and cascading piantings after construction of the praject.
Hative plants shall be used wnere possible. Specific landscaping plans shall
be prepared in consultation with RMD and shali be submitted along with the
appifcation for a Coastal Deveolopment Permit., °

Fauna: The channel immediately north of the proposed reveiment {s & wetland

habitat with importance for marine invertebrates, fish, and birds., A
biologicai survey of the praject site fecussing@m invertebrate spocies

}dent fled the following populations: snails (Cerithidea californica), crabs
Hemigrapsus oregonensis and Pachygrapsus crassipes), mussels (Mytiius
edulis), barnacies (Balanus ianau%ai, and native oysters (Ostrea Turlda).
The consulting biologist netted a few small fish (Fundulus parvipinnis) in the
area, and “nformation from the State Department of Fish and Game

indicatas that the channel is occasionally used by native steelhead trout
(Salmo gardnerii) and may be used by the tidewater goby (Eucyclogobius
newberryi). The area 1s heavily used by diving birds yearround and 1§
inpoirtant to wintering waterfowl. Birds which commonly use the area include
scaup, scoters, grebes, loons, mergansers, bufflehead, terns, quiis, egrets,
herons, willets, godwits, spotted sandpiper, and pelicans, On rare occasions
the endangered feast tern has been observed resting on the sendspit and
foraging along the tidal channel. The snowy plover, a species of special
biological concern which nested at the mouth of the Goleta SYough in the past,
utilizes the praject area for foraging and roosting during migration and in
the winter, Sixteen other bird species of special biotogical concern have
been recorded within the tidal and creek channels end the tidai rudfiasts of
the Goleta Slough; these are identified in Appendix A, taken from the
Technical Appendix of the City of Senta Barbara's Afrport Expenstion EIR
(1983). Because that repo: t covered a larger area then the project site, it
should not be assumed that all of species recorded for tidal and creek

channels and tidal flats frequent the profect site; however, some of them
certainly do.
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The construction activity in the project area would result in the elimination
of existing invertebrate organisms and the alteration of habitat. According
to the consulting biologist, the potential long-term {mpact of the praject on
the population of one of the tuo cbundant crab specfes in the slough,
Pachygrapsus crassipes, is of concern. For this species, a rock and cobble
'érea‘wiiﬁi, the praject site appears to act as the crab nursery for the entire
siough. Here, large nuzbers of small crabs are found., Larval crabs settle
out from the planktan in the rock or cobble area near the mouth of the slough,
and as they grow they migrate up into the slough. Since the construction
would result in the removal of the rock and cobble habitat and elimination of
the crab nursery, the population of adult crabs inside the siough could be
adversely affected. These crabs are a primary food source of larger
shorebirds such as herons and egrets. To avoid significant impacts-to the
crab narsery, the consuiting biologist recommended two mitigaticn measures
which have been incorporated into the prajact. These measures would require
spreading 2-5" irregular, natural rock and cobble over the disturbed area to
replace rocky surfaces removed during construction and would limit the
construction of the revetment to the period between September 1 and November 1
of any year. In addition, it {s recommended by DER and OFG that the revetment
be constructed ot rip-rap rather tnan sac-crete to retain the cras nurser
over the long term. %ﬁe Use O0F Fip-rap wouid ensure cnat rock crevices, wiich

are the crab's critical habitat, would remain.

The impacts tc other invertebrate species are not determined to be potentially
siqnificant, According to the consulting biologist, the snafl Ceritnidea
californica probably would not return to the project site after construction
Caases; however, this species is extremely abundent in the slough, including
the intertidal mudflat across the channel from the study area. The mussels,
oysters, and-barmacles are expected to recolonize any intertidal or subtidal
substrate following construction; the teamporary loss of “these species
represents an adverse project impact.

According to the City's Airport Expansion EIR, the number of species of fish

in Goleta Slough is quite low compared to other Calfformia bays and .
estuaries. The permanent water of the estuary has been channelized and has

dikes on each side for a large part of 1ts traverse through the slough. Thus,
the available fish habitats are subject to high flow rates and scour; also,
celgrass 1s not found in the slough. The relative zbsence of eelgrass beds,
wider areas with slower moving water, and intertidal mudflats are thought to
be factors which contribute to the small nuzber of fish species found in the
slough. Still, twe fish species of special interest, the steelhead trout
(Salmo gairdnerii) and the tidewater goby (Eucyelogobius newberryi) do occur
{n the Goleta Stough. The tidal channel is Gccasionaliy used by steelhead
trout returning to freshwater streams north of the slough., ZFAS/£idddatds
AOBY/ RS/ BAEA FELOPRABY ABI BBEARAARS R ANE/ bERBAI G I DEAEBELAT BRI R B/ RELAR/ AN
EPA[ FBERGLEEL B BAB] BR] RALI AABLLNL] IAD] RRLFLEDF &) RALS 8503 AL &1 A0AA A/ b
DEFALRI ARES POOBRARASAL Impacts to the steelhead trout would be reduced to
insfgnificance by 1imiting the construction of the revetment to the two month
period between September 1 and November 1 of any yeor.
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The tidewater goby, a candidate for federal 1isting as a threatened species,

‘has heen:reported as abundant in the-Goleta Slough. The-.consulting biologist.
conducted, Jimited: sampling in the praject area and did'not observe-any "~ .
{ndividuals of that species. However, both the Department of Fish znd Game..

and the U.S. Fish and Wildife Service indicate that the goby may occur in the
praject ar2a. To avoid or reduce the potential for impacts to this fish, the
applicant has agreed to conduct a study identifying impacts and reasonable and

feasible mitigation measures. The applicant has further agreed to implement
such measures.

The abundant birdlife in the area would be disturbed by the revetment
construction. Birds are more able to cope with temporary habitat disruption
than are other types of wildlife since they can leave the areca to find other
feeding and roosting habitats. However, tidal channels and tidal flats are
not coamen in the area, and most likely support bird populations at or near
their 1mit or carrying capacity. Thus, the temporary displacement of
birdlife from the project site mey mean that more marginal habitats would have
20 be utilized or that some overcrowding of choice habitats may occur.
Although some migratory and resident species would still de temporarily
displaced, the restriction of construction to the months of September and
October would avoid most of the time when the slough and channel are heavily
used by migrating and wintering birds. Therefore, although adverse impacts to
birdlife would occur, no significent impacts are anticipated.

To further reduce impacts to invertebrates, fish, and birds, 1t 1:*; recemmended
that the revetnent be moved ¢t¢ the south so that no filling of the existing

tidal estuary would be required. Constructiorn materials and equipment would
be prohibited within the tidal channel or Intertidal areas.

Land Use: There are several Coumty environmeatal policies which appear to be
relevant to the proposed revetment. These policies from the Coastal Land Use
Plan and the Comprenensive Plen are 1isted in Appendix B. In géneral, chey
promote the goals of protection of Environmentally Sensitive Habitat (ESH),
preservation of natural stream channels and shorelines, prohibition of
deveiopnent within ctroam corridors and floodways, and preservation of coastal
access., The project appears to have the poteatial to conflict with the first
three of these goais. The praject would adversely impact the intertidal and
open water habitats of the channel (designated as ESH by the Coastal Plan Land
Use Maps), would further alter the channel from its natural cendition, and
would require development within the streim corridor. Or the other hand, the
seaject has been proposed to preserve access to the park (by preserving

parking spaces), and in doing so would further the gozl of maintaining public
access to the coast. ‘
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The' €oa§%21 Zonfng Ordinance réquires a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) and a
Coaszal bevelopment Permit (CDP) for the proposed revetment. In addition, the
DFG may-require a 1601 permit and a 404 permit from the Army Corps of
Engineers appears to be required. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has

E indicated that they @111 cosment on the project during the 404 process.

Aesthetics: The revetment is proposed to be constructed or sac-crete, or rows
of bags filled with concrete. This type of construccion results in 2
structure which is non-natural in appearance and which may be considered
significantly adverse aesthetically. The site can be considered scenic due to
its natural features (tidal channel, bluffs, sandy beach, etc.)} and the park
is visited by approximately 2 million individuals annually (Parks
Department). Persons who visit the park to birdwatch, or to fish in the tidal
channel or stroll along it would be able to view the proposed revetment. In
addition, the site 1s visfble from Sandspit Road and from the Atascadero Creek
Bikeway. To avoid significant adverse {mpacts to the visual quality of the
area, the Parks Depariment has agreed to leadscape and color the revetment to
blend with the adjacent natural channel banks. With the incorporation of
these measures the impacts of the project on the site's visual rasources is
found to be Tess than significent, although adverse. Vo further reduce

aesthetic impacts, the use of natural reck rip-rap (rather than sac-crete) is
vecommended.

Geology: The project site is a few hundred feet south of the More Ranch Fault
which 1s listed as active in the Seismic Safety Element of the County
Comprehensive Plan. Other more importeat active fauits lie a fewmiles to-the
rorth (Santa Ynez Fault) or to the south in the Santa Barbara Channel and the
major faults in the State are only a few tens of milec distant, Any of these
faults is capable of producing severe earth shaking at the praject site,

Earthshaking by itself should not produce a sionificant impact on an
adequately designed wall.,

Liquefaction - ther f2ilure of the supporting base or bank could be a
critical factor and should de accounted for in design ceasiderations. Because
of the constantly saturated condition of the unconsolidated materifal in the
flow channel and 1ts high potential for iiquefaction the foundation for the
wall should be secured in consolidated rock or by specialiy designed
foundation to be placed in firm clay material The foundaticn should also be

placed below the scour zone. These measures may require extensive excavation
{in the wetland area.

Because of the unconsolidated nature of the bank material which coasists of
fi1l material of uncertain quality of compaction its erosion behind the bag
wall should be protected, An impervious cap should cover the joint between
the bank and the wall to conduct drainage or sheet flow from the parking lot
to the outside face of the wail and prevent free water from entering the
bank/wall interface. A design filter fabric should be emplaced to further
protect the integrity of the bankface behind the wall.
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The wall should be designed to inset into the bankface at eich end so as to
make a smooth transition with the non-walled bank {n order to prevent erosfon
of the uncovered bankface by turbulence and end arounding of the wall,
Implementation of the preceding measures would reduce impacts froam
goo-hydrological processes to less than significant.

Recreatfon: As previousiy stated, approximately 2 miilion persons are
estimated to visit Goleta Beach Park annually, Some portion of these visitors
usa the praject vicinity for fishing, birdwatching, feeding ducks, and similar
activities., Design of the revetment must maintain access to the channel and
must take safety into accouat . Two messures have baen incorporated into the
praject description to avoid sienificant impacts to the recreationai users of
the area. First, the slcpe of the revetment shall be 2:1 or less, and
secondly, me/rmmewswumaxwwfawwmwwﬂAfiwma
KA OU LOARARBAAS PALPLARA BALR ] BAAI AR/ RRAS SF ALY, st and rail fencing shall

be fngstailed at the top of the benk for the w'cq?ﬁ' Of the revetment. WIith the
addition of these measures, no significant {mpacts are anticipated.

During the construction of the prefect, the presence of construction materials
ad equipzent in the parking lot would temporarily reduce aveilable parking.
Limiting construction to the menths of September and October weuid avoid much
of the period in which the park {s most heavily used; howaver, oa warm
September and October weekends the park often reaches 1ts capacity.

Therefore, the numbder of visitors who arrive at the park ia cars and are
turned away due to a shortage of parking spaces may increase as a resuit of
this project. This impact is ceasidered adverse but not signficant since the

Parks Department and UCSB have an agreement to aillow the park's overflow to
utilfze UCS3 parking Tots on weckends.

MITIGATION MEASURES: The following mitigation measures are fncluded {n this
praject to avoid potentially significent adverse environzental impacts:

A, Mitigation measures which have been incorporated into the project
description

1. Engineered drawings incorporating all mitigaticn measures
identified herein shall be submitted with the application for a
Coastal Developaent Pernit and reviewed by DER to fnsure
coapliance. ipon review of the engineered plans, any additional
mitigation measures necessary to avoid significent eavironmenta)
impacts shall de incorporated into the project.

The revetment shall be constructed to conform o the existing
terrain and appearence.,

The revetment shall provide & smooth transition to the existing
banks to prevent turbulence 2nd increased erosion.

. - 5 0 -
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Drainage from the parking lot shall be prevented from flowing

4
03782 27 Lo 8T L h aha Y
notes~a - AOVEr OF through the revetment.

5. The toe of the revetment shall be sécured below the depth of the

=y

Tower-most scour zone,

6. . The revetment shall include a filter or membrane to reduce
" foundation erosion,

1. Construction of the revetment shall take place only between
September 1 2nd November 1 of any year to avoid {mpacts to the
crab nursery, shorebirds, and anadromous fish.

The revetment shall be landscaped with upright and cascading
piants at the top of the bank. Planting shall be native insofar
as: possible, given the conditions to which the plants would be
subjected. Specific landscaping plans shail be prepared in
consultation with RMD and shall be submitted along with the
application for a Coastal Development Permit (sea Parks
Pepartment letters of 3/17/86, page 3 &nd 4/3/86, page 1).

The revetnent shall be colored to blend with the surrounding land.

The slepe of the revetment shall be 2:1 or less,

P8/ SEOALAARI ANAARS D DRAAS] SEBATAYEI VAN R EABAR LSS BF/ ALY
,%IMIMWW BAA S5 OARARRALS FALEEARADAART AL AL LAY i0é

Post end rail fencing shall be .installed at the top of the bank
for the length or the revetment.

Irregular, natural rock and cobble of 2-5° dimeter shall be
spread over the disturbed intertidal areas after construction. A
qualified biologist selected jointly by RMD and the Parks

Department shall be hired to oversee the selection and placement
of the cobble.

- 1f 1t is required by the Depariment of Fish and Geza, prior to
construction of the revetmant, the applicant shall provide RMD
with a study prepared by a qualified fish specialist to determine
the potential for the project to impact the tidewater goby. The
study shall identify reascnable end feasible measures to mitigate
any adverse impacts to the specfes, and the appiicent agrees to
{mpiement such reasures. (REVISED 6/2/68)
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B. Additional mitigation measures uhich\‘are}ecmmmdedvto further reduce
the project's biological and aesthetic impacts [Hote: Attached letters
from the Parks Department (3/17/86, page 3. and 4/3/86, pages 1 and:2)
and the Department of Fish and Game (3/31/86) address the feasibility
and desirabﬂi ty (respectively) of these recommended measures {REVISED
5/1/86)

1.  The revatment shall be moved south tc avoid filling of the
existing tidal estuary. No construction materials or equipment
shall be placed within the channel or intertidal areas (see Parks

Depalz";nmt letters of 3/17/86, pages 2 and 3, and 4/3/86, pages 1
ad 2).

~—

The use of natural rock rip-rap is recommended (rather than
sac-crete) to reduce the aesthetic impact of the praject and to
maintain_the shore- ! y exists in th

3

DOCUMENT PREPARED BY: Envircnmental Planner Alice McCurdy. Please contact
Ms. Mclurdy at 963-/171 1f you have any questions,

CHAIGES IM "PROJECT DESCRIPTION": Any element in the preject description that

Ts not mec as described shall constitute en action not considered as part of
the initial study for this ND. In these cases, the DRM requests a complete

reevaluation in 1ighti of these element changes. This reevaluation may be
subject to all regular fees and conditions.

PUBLIC HEARING: The publiic hearing.will be heid at 9:30 a.m. on March 27,
7086 1n the Santa Barbara County Adzainistration Building, 123 East Anapzau
Street, Santa Barbara, Ca. 93101. If you cennot attend this meeting, please
make sure that written testimony reaches this office 24 hours in advence of
the hearing. Telephone testimony aiso will be accepted. Copies of this ND
may be cbtained at our office. Anyone wishing to see the praject file for
this M0 may do so by visiting our office.

1896A




odubet verlswt cAppendix-B: - Relevant County Policies
2193387 borosriAh :s1..
{Coustal Lond,Use:Plan Policies
Brirdtans? ar1 2
j4Poiicy &-%isse- =Rl :deveiopment, inciuding agriculture, adjacent ¢o
areas designated on the land use plan or resource
®aps as environmentaliy sensitive habitat areas,
shall be regulated to avoid adverse fmpacts on
habitat resources. Regulatory measures include, but
are not limited to, setbacks, buffer zones, grading
contrels, noise restrictions, maintenance of natural
vegetations, and control of runoff.

Policy 3-1: Seawalls shall not be permitted unless the County has

TR . determined that there are no other less

R environaentally damaging alternatfves reasonably

o avafiabie for protection of existing principal
structures. The County prefers and encourages
non-structural soluticns to shoreline erosion
problems, including beach replenishmant, removal of
endangered structures and prevention of land
divisions on shorefront proprerty subject to erosion;
-and, will seek soiutions to shoreline hazards on a
larger geographic basfs than a single lot
‘circumstance. Where .permitted, seawall design and
construction shall respect to the degree possible
nztural landforms. Adequate provision for lateral
beach access shall be mode and the project shall be
designod to minimize visual impacts by ‘the use of
apprepirriate .colors and materials.

Policy 3-2: Revetments, groins, cliff retaining walls, pipelines
and -outfalls, and other such construction that may
alter natural shoreline processes shall be pernittad
when designed to eliminate or mitigate adverse
impacts on local shoreline sand supply and so as not
to block jateral beach access.

Policy 3-3: To avoid the need for future protective devices that
could impact sand movement and supply, no permanent
above-ground structuras shall be permitted on the dry
sandy beach except facilitfes necessary for public
heaith and safety, such as lifeguard towers, or where

such restriction would cause the inverse condemnation
of the parcel by the County.




13 3nemqoiayeb & ¥ - TIa
-‘I?Q& qiéﬁl development, including construction, excavation,
Sabbe hngy £HIP UERES
- 8i1ave «:20d grading, except for flood control projects and
‘1 13 rocenonsstructural agricultural uses, shall be prohibited
cwcn @ .+ >30 the floodway unless off-setting improvements in
e -¢.. -accordance with HUD regulations are provided. If the
proposed development falls within the floodway
frino~ _ development may be permitted, provided creek
setback requirements are me% and finish floor
elevations are above the projected 100-year flood

elevation, as specified in the Flood Plain Management
Ordinance.

Policy 3-12: Permitted development shall not cause or contribute
to flood hazards or lead to expenditure of public

funds for flood control works, i.e., dams, stream
channelizations, etc.

Policy 7-1: The County shall take all nesessary steps to protect
and dafend the public’'s constitutionally cuaranteed
rights of access to and along the shoreline. At a
zinisum, County actions shall include:

a) Initiating legal action to acquire easements to
beaches and access corridors for which
prescriptive rights exist consistent with the
aveilability of staff and funds.

b) Accepting offers of dedication which will
increase oppertunitiies for public access and
recreation consistent with the County's ability
to assume 1{ability and maintenance costs.
Actively seeking other public or private
agencies to accept offers of dedications, having
them assume 1{ability and maintenance
responsidilities, and allowing such agencfes te
initiate legal action to pursue beach access.

Policy 7-4: The County, or appropriate public agency, shall
detarmine the environmental carrying capacity for all
existing and proposed recreational areas sited on or
adjacent to dunes,wetlands, streams, tidepools, or
any other areas designated as “Habitat Areas” by the
land use plan. A management program to control the
kinds, intensities, and locations of recreational
activities so that habitat resources are preserved
shall be developed, implemented, and enforced. The
level of facility develogment (i.e., parking spaces,
camper sites, etc.) shall be correlated with the
environmental carrying capacity.

ooRey
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Policy 9-1: Prior to the issuance of a deve]opmentigermiglggj
.notdsveoxs ,notioL~profects on parcels shown on the land use plan -dnd/or
bng 2fsetn=c i i2vpasgurce maps with a Habitat Area overlay desigmation
LS 1 SR corwithin 250 feet of such designation or projects
cacavc 1 affecting -an envirormentally sensitive habitat area
e - - . shall be found to be in conformity with the
cent - - applicable habitat protection policies of the iand
use plain. Al development plans, grading plans,
ate.,-shall show the precise tocation of the
habitat!{s) potentially affected by the proposed
project. Projects which could adversely impact an
environmentaliy sensitive habitat area may be subject
to a site inspection by a quaiified biologist to be
selected jointly by the County and the applicant.

Policy 9-6: A1l diking, dredging, and fi11ing activities shall
conform to the provisionsof Sections 30233 and
30607.1 of the Coastal Act. Dredging, when
consistent with these provisions and where necessary
Yor the maintenance of the tidal flow and continued
viability of the wetland habitat or for flocod control

purposes, shall be subject to the following
conditions:

a. Dredging shall be prohibited in breeding and

nursery areas and-during periods of fish
migration and spawning.

Dredging shall be limited to the smaliest area
feasibie.

Designs for dredging and excavation projects
shall include protective measures such as siit
curtains, diapers, and weirs to protect water
quality in adjacent areas during construction dy
preventing the discharge of refuse, petroleum
spiils, and unnecessary dispersal of silt
materials. During permitted dredging
operations, dredge spoils =ay only be .
temporarily stored on existing dikes or on
desgignated spoil storage areas, except in the
Atascadero Creek area {including San Jose and
San Pedro Creeks) where spofls may be stored on
existing storage areas as delineated on the
Spoi? Storage Map, dated February 1981,
(Projects which result in discharge of water
into a wetland require a permit from the
Regional Hater Quality Control Board).




Policy 9-9: A buffer strip, a minimum of 100 feet in width,
meavi2 o ntadhw batesa? «shdll be maintained in natural condition along
~o% zmsb . zTtesr s:thiecperiphery of 211 wetlands. No permanent
fomdrns panld 273677~ -structures shall be permitted within the wetland
fntgmaten: ugr nonter -<OP-buffer area excepi structures of a minor
) : e oot =-r pature, i.e., fences, or structures necessary to
boas---avo~; -support the uses {n Policy 9-10.

~ewm. -+ The upland 1imit of a wetland shall be defined

: : as: 1) the dourdary between land with
predominantly hydrophytic cover and land with
‘predcainanty mesophytic or xerophytic cover; or
2} the boundary between soil that {s —
predominantly hydric and sofl that is
predeminantly nonhydric; or 3) in the case of
wetlands without vegetation or soils, the
boundary between land that {s flooded or
saturated at some time during years of normal
precipitation and land that.is not.

there feasidble, the cuter boundary of the
wetland buffer zone should be established at
prominent and essentially permanent topographic
or manmade features (such as dbluffs, roads,
etc.). In no cases, however, shall suck a
boundary be closer than 100 feet from the upland
‘extent of the wetland area, nor provide for a
lesser degree of envirommental protection than
that otherwise reguired by the plan., The
boundary definition shall not be consirued to

prohibit public trails within 100 feet of a
wetland.

Policy 9-32: Shoreline structures, including piers, groins,
breakwaters, drainages, and seawslls, and
pipelines, should be sited or routed to avoid
significant rocky poiats and intertidal areas.

Policy 9-34: Recreational activities near areas used for
roosting and nesting shall be controlled to
avoid disturbance to seabird populations
particularly during nesting season.
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- Policy 9-38;

- Policy 9-43:

No structures shall be located within the streanm
corridor except: pudlic trails, dams for -
necessary water supply projects, flcod control
projects where no other method for protecting
extsting structures in the flood plain is
feasibie and where such protection {s necessary
for public safety or to protect existing
devalopment; and other development where the
primary function is for the improvement of fish
and wildlife habitat. Culverts, fences,
pipelines, and bridges (when support structures
are located outside the criticai habftat) may be
permited wher nd alternative route/location is

feasible. A1l development shali incorporate the

best mitigation measures feasible.

Other than prejects that are currently approved
and/or funded, no further concrete
channelization or other major alterations of
streams in the coastal zone shall be permitted

unless consistent with the provisfons of Section
30236 of the Coastal Act.

Comprehensive Plan (Goleta area goals)

Developsment along ocean bluffs and stream banks ard in simflar areas

should be set back far enough to protect such areas and to allow the
natural setting to remain undisturbed. .

Hherever possible, natural stream channels should be maintained in an
undisturbed state in order to minimize destructive stream velocities,
enhance wildlife passageways, and provide natural greenbelts.

1895A
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STATE ‘05 CAUFORNIA—OFHCE OF THE GOVERNOR

OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH :
1400 TEMTH STXEET
SACRAMENTO, CA 93813

poracace

0 o
weewore o [JEGE gy

.;‘\; i;.d> [+ 1199

e ST po b g

Management Department o
123 E. Anapamu Street APR 0?—7936—
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Subject: Atascadero Creek Revetment - SCH# 86030505

Dear #s. McCurdy:

The State Clearinghouse sutmitted the above named proposed Negative
Declaration to selected state agencles for review. The review period is
olosed and the comments of the individual agency(les) is(are) enclosed.

Alse, on the enclosed Notice of Completion, the Clearinghouse has

checked which agencies have coammented. Please review tha Notice of
Campletion to ensure that your cament package 1is caplete. If the package
1s not in order, please notify the State Clearinghouss immedistely. Your
eight-diglt State Clearinghouse number should be used so that we may respo )
pramptly. )

Please note that recent legislation requires that a responsible agency or
other public agency shall only make substentive campents on a project waich
are within the area of the agency's expertise or which relate to activities

w};:égh)t:hat agency must carry out or approve. (AB 2583, Ch. 1314, Stats.
1984,

These cooments are forwarded for your use in adopting your Negative
Declaration. If you need more information or clarification, we suggest you
contact the copmenting agency ab your earliest convenience. .

Please contac? Glenn Stober at 916/445-0613 if you have any questions
regarding the envircrmental review process.

Sincerely,

Chief Deputy Director
Office of Plamning and Research

ce: Resources Agency

Enclosures
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(€183 & »a _ v
1. . Projects Coordinator ﬁa:ch;3;§:49§5
L Resources Agenc LTl

. .
2, County of Santa Barbara :

Resouzce nanagement. Agency
123 2. Anapasu strest
santa Barbara, ca 93101
from : Departmaentof ¢ish and Gomeo

Subject :
biec Hegative peclaration: g6-ND-14, Goleta Beach County Park Tidal
channel Bank protection Project, santa Barbara Ccounty - SCH No.
86030505

de have revieved the subjec construction of a
1,400-£cot long revetment e channel
pank on the acrthern edgs of gk €rom the
point whers Atascadero.Creek joins the tidal channel connecting
the Pacific COcean and Goleta slough. X£ it iz detecmined that the
tidewatsr goby would not be negatively affected by the preject,
then we could concur with the Negative peclaczation if the County’s
additional mitigation measures, which recommended moving the
revetment south to avoid £illing the estuary and using natural
rock tiprap instead of sac-crete for this project, are
implemented. The riprap, in conjunction with the ?lanned
gpreading of 2°-5" irregular natural rock and cobble over the
disturbed acres, would serve to replace the crab nurgery area
necessarily eliminated by the project.

vie do not agree with the szatement that bacauze the videwater goby
is quite abundant in estuarine atreas of Goleta Slough "thorefore
the project would not affect its population“. thege figh are
abundant in brackish water lagoons (hence their name sgidevater®)
and also in the frec ds of the lagoon and
tower end of streams enter chere ig no reason to
believe that they ate totally absent ¢t area,
although they pcobably are most abundant in the upper glough areda.
They preferx the slow-moving areas away from the main current among
emergent and gubnerged vegatation. the opportunity for this type

o2 habitat in the g:ajact area only exists along the shoze vhere
the most impact wi 1 occur.

The tidewater goby iz a candidate for gederal listing a3 ®

threatened speciec. We recomnend that the project sponsor digcuss

the project with the U.S. Fish and wildlife Service ofgice of

. gndangered Spacles and the U.S. arzy Corps of Engineess tO be sure
that there iz adequate protection for the tidevater goby. & fiald
gtudy would also be appropriata to establish the degre2 to which
thig species would be azfected by the project. Unless thare 3rs
clearly ne impacts, a negative declaration would n
inapproptiate document for approval of a proie® ?Zﬁﬁ{' .
a¢fect a rate species. L[\ U\[EE [)

APRC 21335. ko -
33@%3 @E@?TMMB )
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’rhank yow for the"opportunity to review‘and come

project. 14 you have any questions, please contac d”a? iems
Worthiey Jz., Regyional Manager of Region 5, at 245 W. Broadwav.
aSuiter350,,Long Beach, CA 90802-4467 or by telephone at (213)
590-5113." 7o:§5nl~«z¢sf} a::eto:q
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DAVID PIERPONT GARDNER
- m | A L) N
President of the University SANTA BARBARA, CALIFORNIA 93108
ROBERT A. HUTTENBACK
Chancellor.at Sania-Barbara

March §, 1986
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—
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(==

e

Ms. Alice McCurdy
Environmental Planner - MAR 11 1983
Resource Management Department MAR 11 1960
123 ®Bast Anapamu Street

S.8. COLNTY
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 RESCURCE MaT. DEpT.

1o amtn

Dear Ma. McCurdy:

Re: ND for Revetment at Goleta Beach Park (84-~CP-75

‘Thank you for sending a copy of the negative declaration.

Even though the University does not have a formal agreement
with the County Parks Department to accommodate overflow parking

from Goleta Beach, we have no cbjection to continuing this
gservice,

If it is feasible, the trees which would be removed for the
proposed project should be replaced with more appropriate species
to screen the parking lot from the bikeway and Sandspit Roagd.

The University supports the incorporation of the additional
mitigation measures (B.l and B.2).

We appreciate the oppértunity te comment on the negative
declaration, .

Sincerely,

M »
325?%??%539 e
pus Planher

‘Juan Beltranena
Davié Coon
Prank Davis




Santa Barbara County Park Department
08015, %1 drrsM
610 Mission Canyon Rd, Sanfa Batbara, Ca. 93105 (805) 963-7109
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. T COR TR I« L RO T R aed
coenor 1 =4At Rocky Nook Park™ . begie s

: S Tarpay s 4 R

»
i . e oo o .3

: T R AL R
MICHAEL H, PAHOS B B0 WE (3 ’ ; @ P -

. [0y VT I o _
Director of Parks | i . N o o

A
s :

FRANK LAURAN MAR 191985 * o Ce ..
Deputy

Director of Parks 5.8 COumiY
SESOURCE MOT. D5FT March 17, 198@

;-

TO: Alice McCurdy, Environmental Review Division, Resource
Management Department

FROM: Jonathan Dohm, Park Department

- SUBJECT: 86-ND-14, 84-CP-75, Goleta Beach Revetuent
APN 71-200-09, 17

The ‘kark Department has the following coamments to the above-referenced
Negative Declaraticn: .

PROJECT DESCRIPTION .

It should be noted that although various revetment designs have been
considered, selection of a design has not been made due to the fact
that the proposed funding is s potential State grant award, whcih has
not been made. Until a cost amount is definitely known, the Park

Department cannot commit to 8 design or amount of werk to be
undertaken.

FLOODING

The proposal will avoid changing the cross section of the channel.
Fleod Control has informed the Park Department that the installation
of a revetment along this section of the park does not have the
potential for upstrea:m or downstreas flow changes, since the embank-
ment currently offers similar resistance to stream flows.

FLORA

Any tree removal necessitated by the construction of the revetment
would be considered a detriment aesthetically, and the Park Department
would certainly make every effort to relandscape the area after
project completion. It should be noted, however, that page 3,
paragraph 2, of 86-ND-14 states: "It is recommended that the revetment
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be moved to the south so that no filiing of the eéxisting tidﬁhﬂg%&ya;~f¢x»,

would be required." '1f the revetment is moved southerly any?éﬁ{gaﬁge;';‘_i

" 2 oo b £
no landscaping would be possible -in =many areas, due to the factthats ~u 4%
there is no land remaining adjacent to the parking ;thghxch fronts
the slough. It should also be noted zhat several myoporua trees ‘have -

already been lost due to the retreat of the embankment.
FAUNA

As stated above, the Park Department will not agree under any circum-
stances to move the revetment southerly. This area of Goleta Beach
Park in the past was wide enough for vehicular use. The departiment
also wants to regain e@bankmengkior 1andscaping, birdwatching, and 2
possibie equestrian trail, which currently must traverse through the
east end of the park om the sandy beach.

LAND USE

The east end of Geleta Beach Park is constructed on £i11 material.
The resulting £loodway vhere the project 1is to be located is not a
natural stream or £1cod corridor. The docuament is, therefore, in
error when it states that the preject would alter the "maturzl"

condition of the channel, since the channel resulted from previous

construction activities at the park.

AESTHETICS

As stated, although sac-crete has been considered, a f£inal design
decision has not been pade. The project site, as 4t ‘currently exists,
cannot be considered aesthetic - there are npuzerous trees which shave
€allen into the slough; there are pot heles, exposed pipelines, and
large slabs of asphalt ia the channel. In many areas, due to the

arosion of the bank, this area is currently impracticable for
strolling or £ishing.

RECREATION

This section states that "design of the revetment must maintain access
to the channel." It should be noted that the current eabankment does
not now, nor has it ever been designed to allow access to the channe!l
area. To encourags access to the slough in this area would be
inviting a 1iability situation which is present now and which the Park
Department wants to alleviate. The revetment will be coastructed to
allow for passive uses and £ishing, but the construction of a stairwav
and landings will not be incorperated inte this project.

The document also f£fails to make clear that in the absence of the
construction of a revetment to control erosion, approximately 50
parking spaces are seriously threatened in the east parking area
adjacent to the pier and restaurant.




Alice McCurdy

Maich 17, 1986
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The Park Department will net be constructing stairways with

landings as part of this proposal, since access to the water
itself is not desirable.

The revetment is being constructed to halt a process wheredby a
tremendous amount of park property has already been lost. The
Park Department will not move the revetment any farther south
to accommodate the construction of the revetment.

The Park Department will make every effort to incorporate a

design and landscaping which will attempt to mitigate aesthetic
concerns.

Thank you for the opportunity to cozmeant.

.nior Planner
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T0: Frank Lauran, Deputy Director of Parks

FROM: James M. Isaac, Assistant Park Superintendent

SUBJECT: Providing Stairs for Public Access to the Goleta Slough

A proposal to provide stairs down the Goieta Slough bank for public
access to the water has come to my attention. I do not think that

this proposal is in the best interests of the County for several reasons.
The steps would create an attractive nuisance and increase County
liability by providing access.to 2 hazardous area.

The proposed steps would provide access to the Goleta Slough channel
where none rreviously existed. This would pose the following sources
of danger to the public: )

1. No lifeguard coverage - the closest summer lifeguard tower
is on the beach, east of the pier facing the ocean.

2. Uncertain tidal conditions - the waterway is not safe for
public use as it frequently has a swift current running
depending on the funcff and/or tidal conditions.

Hazardous channel bottom - the bottom of the chanmel is mud
and rock rubble.

The mud is a hazard because of its thickness, 18 to 24 inches in many
areas, At low tides the mud would be 2 problem for anyome venturing
into it. The rock rubble of the channel bottom is made up of large
rocks and cement pieces with some re-bar. At certain times of the year
the slough mouth is closed to the ocean. During these times the water
becomes stagnant and unhealthful. In the past these and' accompanying

gnvéyonmental conditions have caused large numbers of fish and birds
o die. .

The slough channel is not a place we should encourage the public to use
by providing stairs for access. 1 would encourage park visitors to
watch the birds and estuary setting from the top of the embankment.

t

. WBAAC
Asst. Park Superintendent

cro 1T
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Director of:Parks

' PR 071985 =
FRANK LAURAN NPR 07 1
Deputy

. : . S.8./COUNTY
Director of Parks RESOURCE MGT, DEPT. April 3, 1986

.

Jef€ Harris, Deputy Director, Environmental Review Division,
Resocurce Management Department

FROM: Frank Lauran, Deputy Park Director

SUBJECT: 86-ND-14, Goleta Beach County Park Revetment,
APN 71-200-09, 17

The Park Department has reviewed the recommended mitigation measures

? contained in 86-¥D-14 relative to the department®s cbjective and needs
for the construction of a revetment on the slough side of Goleta Beach
Park, adjacent to the pier and restaurant area. .

For the reasons stated, pursuant to Section 15364 of CEQA, the depart-
ment feels it is infeasible to comply with the following reccmmended
mitigation measures:

A. 8. Landscaning of the Revetment

1) 1If revetment is moved southerly, there will be no soil to
utilize for landscaping purposes.

2) Landscaping should not interfere with the public's long-
standing passive recreational use of the embankment where
revetment is proposed. )

A. 11. Provision of Stairways and Landings

1) The cost added to the preject by the construction of stair-
ways and landings will be substantial. This project is to
degend hezvily on State funding, and keeping costs dowa i5 a
major coacermn.

Stairways and landings will further disrupt environment of

the slough by encouraging park users to access the shoreline
and water areas.

72 7
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'4) The department does not want to encourageu%d§ess to a-water -7
area where there is no park supervision or lifeguard service;
creating "attractive nuisancé? .

5) During storm conditions or tidal changes, the area is unsafe
for swimmers, particularly children.

6) The area is diffi. it to get out of if accidently entered.

7} During low tides, the slough becomes very muddy., and is a
safety concern. ) .

8) There are rocks and dangerous debris on the bottom of the
slough area, presenting a hazard.

9) Areas towards UCSB and airport are restricted - do not want
to encourage access.
Traditional use of area has always been passive - walking .
for pleasure, birdwatching, fishing, feeding the ducks, etc.
The department has never provided direct access to the
shoreline and waterway.

Move Revetment Southerly

1) Nine trees have already been lost due to the erosion of the
embankment. Fourteen more trees could possibly be lost if
existing embankment is cut into during construction.

2) This entire section of park is constructed on £ill material;
the resulting stream corridor is not a natural condition.

3) Moving the revetnent southerly would cost more due to the
encroachment into the parking areas and the removal of same.

4) Approximately 59 parking spaces are adjacent to the project
.area. If the revetment i3 moved southerly, some 20-30
spaces would be threatened. This would be a severe impact

on parking availability at the park, which is currently
strained at peak times.

If revetment is moved southerly, there will be 1ittle land
left for passive recreational uses, mentioned above.

Landscaping of the embankment will be limited if revetment
utilizes any more existing property.




Jeff Harris, Resource Managezent
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Attached ¢/ letter, is aacertiﬁied statement:. bx.James"Isaac%% o T T
currently t eé istant’South“Ccuﬁty’Park Superintendeni addressi: gama‘ﬁggr
the erosion problems at. the}pro;ecxgsite. Other park rangers have:“’ Pt
similar accounts. Steve” Kégbrs, "Patk ‘Ranger III currently res1dingaaeuﬂh~x“
Goleta Beach, has related that in his estimat;on, 3' to 12' of embank-

=ent has *“odcd since 1980. Asos Besrajas, Park Ranger ii currently
assigned to Tucker's Grove Park, used to drive a small truck on the

slough side of the embankment to trim trees, and he states that he. no
longer can.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

FL:JD:cs
attachaent
W3238g




Santa Barbara County Park De

1

610 Mission Canyon ‘Rd., :Sanfa. Barbara, Ca. 93105 {805) 9637109

“«At Rocky-Nook Park™ R )

MICHAEL H. PAHOS

Director of Parks

FRANK LAURAN

Deputy
Director of Parks March 28, 1986

TO: Frank Lauran, Deputy Director of Parks

FROM: James M. Isaac, Assistant Park Superintendent

SUBJECT: Erosion of Goleta Slough bank

This letter is to inform you of the erosion I have observed of the
Goleta Slough bank within Goleta Beach County Park, I was the resident
Park Ranger III at Goleta Beach Park from February of 1981 until
September of 1985. Presently in my new position I am still living at
Goleta Bezch. Because of this residence and work history, I have
monitored the bank erosion very closely for the last five years.

During the past five years the erosion of the south bank of the slough
is obvious between the maintenance shop and the end of the west parking
lot. The embankment has moved south, toward ~ur parking areas, from
three feet near the maintenance shop, to at least eight feet at a point
adjacent to the base of the pier. This has causad us to remove a water
line that was falling into the slough. Several myogérum trees border-
ing our parking lot have also fallen into the slough due to bank
erosion. Fourteen more trees are now precariously close to the bank.

(Individual Acknowledgmant)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
County of

. 3lst Maxrch . 86
On this da of r ? . 1 . .
wid County and State, pctzoazﬁg apggaxed James m}él.u ffsag.c 2 Kébéeéo.n %& %ﬂ‘%‘?&%&‘ﬁéﬁ‘@‘ in and for
ArDAra,

County of Santa

3u

WITNESS my hand and fﬁcizl seal

X

sar1athz 250300300t proved tc me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the psr2on e wh is
scribed to this instrument and acknowledged that e executed it e

" OFFICIAL SEAL |
) IUCILLE Y HONDA
4 % ARY PUBLIC - CAUFOQ 1A
SANTA BARBARA CO'HYY
8y corva,
- ST,

(Notary Seal)

12




Santa Barbara County Flood Control -
and Water Consetvation District
| and
Santa Barbara County Water Agency

423 E. Anspamu Steeet JAMES 82 STURCHAER
Ganta Barbars, Fioog Contro: Engneer:
Catfornis 93101 Watar Enginear-Manoger

19051 n
18051 963-7128 ROJERT L. PARGIE
Asisstant Flood Conteo! Engines?.

Jeff Harris
Department of Eanvironmental Review

Jobn L. Fertig Jr.
Operations Enginear

April 9, 1986

RE Goleta Beach; 86-D-14; 84-CP-75
Assessor's Parcel Fo. 71-200-09,-17 .

At the request of the County Park Department, I have met with their
representatives and a consultaat to reviev the propozed improvement

of the Goleta Beach parking lot. On the Slougk side of the parking
lot and park ranger residences thare has been rather severe erosion—
loss of ground. Three major chacnels aeet just upstTesan to form 2
single channel which attacke the embankment at a critical apgle. Also
affecting the embaniment is the high-low tide .and tha wave a2ction.
Certain sections of this embankment ara shoving oid debris - broken
concrete, even asphalt. If I recall correctly, apperantly zany feet
of useful soil bas been lost. To pvovide propex protection - and
even enbance the aesthetic value of the ezmbanimant clean, good rip-rap
shculd be placed on the embaniment. The Flcod Comtrol recoumends and
encourages the placement of rock for ’his necessary protection.

RECEIVED
APR L1 1986

S.8. COUNTY
RESQURCE MGT. DEFT.

Agm.nsiraticn & Finance .
WMacy §. Pingh Enpnetaing Coaratioms

Wit Gapsiang J L Ferug




-RESQURCE MANAGEMENT] DEPARTHENT
“OIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
PUBLIC HEARIMG AGENDA
Plaﬁning'ﬂommissign Hearing Room 417
123 €. Anapamu Street,. Santa Barbara CA
April 10, 1986

C;ntinued :tems

86-ND-14
LEAD DEPARTHENT CASE NUMBER; 84-CP-75
25 wounty Parks Department
PROJECT LOCATION:  Goleta Beach Park on Sandspit Road in the Goleta area of

the Tnird Supervisorial District

PFOJECT DESCRIPTION: The applicant proposes to construct a revetment
y 1400 feet ea channel bark on the

gn drawings of the proposed reve
the conceptual plans indicate that the revetment wouid be
constructed of sac-crete, or rows of bags filled with concrete, The purpose

for the revetmant would be to protect the parking 1ot and other park
facilities from further erosion,

EHVIRONMENTAL PLANNER: Alfce HcCurdy

Jeff Harris, Deputy Director: Read project description into record. This
groEect was continued from March 27, 1986 for review from the State

learinghouse.

Alice McCurd Environmental Planner: Read comsents recefvad into record

attached to final KD). dJohn oha, Planner from the Parks Dept. will read the
comnents he submitted intn today's record..

Mr. Harris: 1Is there any testimony from the public today?

John Dohm, Parks Department: Letters subaitted o OZR summaciZéd (attached to
final NDJ.. Eiscussgon on 3nféasibi!ity of mitigation measures A-8, A-11, B-2
(are these from Fish & Game or DER?)

Ms. McCurdy: The State Department of Fish and Game has recommended the use of
rip-rap instead of sac-crete for the revetment ¢o matntain the crab nursery
over the long term. Perhaps Mark Page, the consulting bfologist could comment.

Hark Page: 1 wouid agree with the recomman
Tnstead of the Sac-crete. It would be

cobbles. Discussed 1 month-survey taken of fish dur
Tike to state that there may be ssasonal changes wi




#r. Harris: Mr. Page, do you believe cobbles are as effective as the rip-rap
suggested by Fish and Game?

Mr. Page: Yes, they are more effective-as the smaller:areQStzre;pgttgr'forf =
the crabs.. h : T \

Mr. Dohm:. This study was done-at a good-time—as the construction window
expected for this project wili be between Septeuber 1 and November 1.

Ms. McCurdy: Read revisions to the mnitigation measures from ND into record.

Frank_Lauren, Parks Dept. I looked through 2 recent 1ist of endangered
species this morning. 1nere was no reference made to the Tidewater Goby. If

this species is not a candidate for the rare and endangered 1ist, then the new
mitigation measure should be removed.

Ns. McCurdy: This species may not be listed yet, but it {s a candidate.

Mr. Livren: I am referring to the Technical Sulletin, the purpose of which {s
to annqunce candidacy.

Mr. Harris: We will have to look fnto this and positively identify whether it
1s a candidate or not. DOr. Pafge, do you have any input? -

Mr. Paige: I have no comment.

Mr. Harris: We will refer the decision makers to the letters received from

the Parks Dept. and Fish and Game in parentheses in the Mitigation Measures
Section of the document.

Ms. McCurdy: For the record, In Technical Appendix J of the Chevron EIR, the
Tidewater Goby is considered a candidate for the rare and endangered 1ist.
The CEQA definition of “rare and endangered” is much broader than the
definition used for the federal 11st.

Mr, Lauren: Referenced information from Santa Barbara Municipal Airport EIR.
1f the lidewater Goby is referenced as a rare and endangered species, we will
be glad to comply with the mitigation measures,

Ms. McCurdy: I would recommend that this ND be certified with the revisions
read 1

into today's record and the letters and comments received to be attached
to the finalized document.

Mr. Harris: This document is so certified with the appropriate revisions read

into teday's record, including investigation of the status of the Tidewater
Goby and the modified mitigation measures.

2135A
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Barbam
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT DEPARTMERT

s 21

John Patton, Director
RECEIVED

AUG21 1989
‘5.8, Couty, barts et

Albert J. McCurdy, Deputy Director

Development Review Division

ATTN: Rita Bright, Case Planner

Jeffrey T. Harris, Deputy Director 4{W
Division of Envircnmental Review

Augqust 16, 1989

Addendum to 86-ND-14 reviewing 89-CP-067, Goleta Beach Park Slough Bank
Restabilization .

Location: The project site is at the confluence of Atascadero Creek and the
tidal channel connecting the Goleta Slough and the Pacific Ocean at
Goleta Reach Park, located on Sandspit Road in the Goleta area of
the Third Supervisorial bistrict.

Proiject .Description

The applicant, the County Parks Department, proposes to construct a rock
revetment heginning aporoximately 140 from the east end of the Ranger's house
extending approximately- 310 feet eastward.and approximately 30 feet northward
into the mudflats of the north-facing embankment of the Goleta Slough in order
to protect a section of the parking lot from further erosion. Grading would
involve 380 cubic yards of excavation to creazte toe area for the slope. This
material is unsuitable for use asg £ill and will be hauled offsite and 200
cubic yards of £i1l will be imported into the slough. The slope and toe of
the revetment would consist of 900 cubic yards of 1-3 ton rocks placed over
erosion control febric and a 6° bedding of sand or gravel. The rocks would
not be grouted., The slope of the revetment would not excead 1.5:1 (66%). An
8" construction shoulder and asphalt concrete berm would be provided to
prevent surface drainage f£rom the parking lot flowing over or throuch the
revetment into the slough (Piqure 1). All existing shrubbery and trees would
be ramoved from the 9,000 square foot (s.f.) construction area and landscaped
with oaks, manzanita and wirevine upon completion of constzuction work (Figure
2). Quarry rock would be trucked to the site and the affected area of the
park would be temporarily closed during cons.xuction which wuld be performed
from the top of the embankment.

Previous Review d g.5-8
it

The project (84-Cp-75) was reviewed by DER in the attached environmental”
document, 86-ND-14, The applicant proposed to o .astiuct a revetment extending
approximately 1400 feet eastward alar_'zg the channel bank on the northern edge

123E. Anar  =u Stecer, Santa Barkara, CA 93101 : 80

PHONE (801 568-2000  FAX (805) 568.2030 3505
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of the park from the point where Atascadero Creek joins the tidal channel
‘connecting the Pacific Ocean and the Goleta Slough. However, enginsering or
"design’ dramngs of the proposad revetment were not .suknlttea at that time.
Impacts due to flooding, biology, aesthetics, geolugy and recreation were
consicered potentially significant but mitigable to a level of insignificance..

Changes ih Project Description

The current project description involves a substantial reduction in the extent
of the revetment (from 1400' to 310'). In addition, engineering drawiags have
been submitted and the mitigation measures described in 86-ND-14 have been
partially incorporated into the project description., Rowever, the currently
proposed project would not be in conformance with recommended mitigation
measure #1 from the previous D which proposed moving the revetment to the
South to avoid £illing wetlands, It would appear that the projéct would
gesult in the loss of approximately 9,000 s.f. of intertidal mudflats, This

is considered a potentially significant impact and apparently in conflict with
County Coastal Plan Policxes.

As mentioned in 86-WD-14, the project would be potentially inconsistent with a
number of Coastal Plan Policies rzlating 'to prohibiting-dredging in breeding
and nursery areas (Policy 9~-6); maintaining 100* wide buffer stzip along the
periphery of all wetlands (Policy 9-9) and the siting of shoreline structures
to aveid intertidal areas (Policy 9-32).

The following remaining mitigation measures aze required in order to aveid
porentially significant, adverse envirormental impacts:

1. The rock revetment shall be extended at a 1-5:1 slope on each gide in
order to provide smooth transition to the existing banks to prevent
turbulence and increased erosion.

Construction of the revetment shall take place only betwzen Sept, 1 and

Nov. 1 cf any year to avoid impacts to any existing crab wrseries,
shorebirds and fish.

post and rail fencing shall be installed at the top of the bank for the
length of the revetment for the safety of park users,

Trregular, natural rock and cobble of 2° - 5° diameter shall be gpread
over the Gisturbed intertidal areas after oonstruction. A cqualified
biologist acceptable to RMD shall be hired by the Parks Dept. to oversee
the selection and placement of the cobble.

After meetirg with the Parks Dept. on 8/14/89, the following alternative is
presented to further reduce the project’s potentially significant biological
impacts:

The revetment should be moved south by 4 feet, reducing the 8 foot
construction shoulder to 4 feet in order to avoid £illing of the existing
tidal estuary. This would reduce impects to the mud £lat and assaca.ated 81

l)f\ﬁ
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fauna by limiting the emoadnir@ent of the toe of the slope inég the
midflats to approximately 2 feet, This would-be the preferred projact

as well as heing of equitable Cost.

alterhative because it is feasible both from an engineering point.of.view
T ‘ K S *'{”

t

A second alternative using telephon: pilings for the revetment was. also
considered. However, this alternative was considered infeasible due to the
fact that telephone p~les are typically impregnated with creosote: which could

leach into the water and present long term adverse biological impacts.
Pindinas:

It is the findi
86-ND--1

current project. No impacts previously found to be insignificant are now
significant. Taken together, the original environmental document and this
letter fulfill the envirommental review requirements of the current project.
Because the current project meets the conditions for the application of State
CEQA Guidelires Section 15162, no additional review is necessary,

Disczet:ionary processing of 83-Cp-067 may now preceed with the understanding

that any substantiai changes in the preposal may be subject to further
ervirormental review.

JIH:VJ: ims: 6552
Attachment
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