COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
CALIFORNIA

PLANNING COMMISSION

COUNTY ENGINEERING BUILDING
123 E. ANAPAMU ST.
SANTA BARBARA, CALIF. 93101-2058
PHONE: (805) 568-2000
FAX: (805) 568-2030

September 4, 2007

John & Michelle Vander Meulen PLANNING COMMISSION
1386 Solomon Road HEARING OF AUGUST 22, 2007
Orcutt, CA 93455

RE: Vander Meulen Appeal of Conley Lot Split, 07APL-00000-00013

Hearing on the request of John and Michelle Vander Meulen, appellants, to consider Case No. 07APL-
00000-00013 [appeal filed on April 19, 2007], of the Zomng Administrator’s decision to approve
06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693 for a three way land division under County Code Chapter 21, to
divide 3.23 acres gross (3.01 acres net) into three iots of approximately 1.0 acres (gross and net), 1.01
acres (gross and net), and 1.23 acres gross (1.01 acres net) on property zoned 1-E-1; and to accept the
Exemption pursuant to Section 15315 of the State Guidelines for Implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act. The application involves AP No. 105-010-032, located at 1390 Solomon
Road, in the Orcutt area, Fourth Supervisorial District.

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Vander Meulen:

‘At the Planning Commission hearing of August 22, 2007, Commissioner Valencia moved, seconded by
Commissioner Blough and that carried by a vote of 5-0 to-

1. Adopt the required findings for the project, specified as Attachment A of the Zoning
Administrator’s staff report dated July 18, 2007, including the CEQA Exemption;

2. Deny the appeal, 07APL-00000-00013 upholding the Zoning Administrator’s approval of
06TPM-00000-00003; and

3. Grant de novo approval of Case No. 06TPM-00000-00003 (TPM 14,693) subject to the
Conditions included as Attachment C of the Zoning Administrator’s staff report dated July 18,
2007, as revised at the hearing of August 22, 2007.

The attached findings and conditions reflect the Planning Commission’s actions of August 22,
2007. :

Decisions of the Planning Commission may be appealed to the Board of Supervisors by the applicant
or any interested person adversely affected by such decision. Appeal applications may be obtained at
the Clerk of the Board's office. The appeal form must be filed along with any attachments to the Clerk
of the Board. In addition to the appeal form a concise summary of fifty words or less, stating the
reasons for the appeal, must be submitted with the appeal. The summary statement will be used for
public noticing of your appeal before the Board of Supervisors. The appeal, which shall be in writing
together with the accompanying applicable fee must be filed with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
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within ten (10) calendar days of the date of the Planning Commission's decision. The appeal period
for this project ends on Tuesday September 4, 2007 at 5:00 p.m.

If this decision is appealed, the filing fee for both non-applicant and applicant is $443 and must be
delivered to the Clerk of the Board Office at 105 East Anapamu Street, Room 407, Santa Barbara, CA.

If this action is appealed, this letter or a copy should be taken to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
in order to determine that the appeal is filed within the allowed appeal period and to collect the
required appeal fee.

Sincerely,

(Oinrre M, Black—

Dianne M. Black
Secretary to the Planning Commission

CC:

v Joyce Gerber, Planner

Case File: 07APL-00000-00013

Planning Commission File

Records Management

Address File: 1390 Solomon Road, Santa Maria, CA 93455
Owner: Robert & Sharon Conley, 1390 Solomon Road, Orcutt, CA 93455

Agent: Jessica Kinnehan, Penfield & Smith, 111 E. Victoria Street, Santa Barbara 93101
County Chief Appraiser

County Surveyor

Fire Department

Flood Control

Park Department

Public Works

Environmental Health Services

APCD

Joni Gray, Fourth District Supervisor

Joe Valencia, Fourth District Commussioner
David Allen, Deputy County Counsel

RECEIVED
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Attachments: Attachment A — Findings

Attachment C — Conditions of Approval
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2.1

ATTACHMENT A: FINDINGS

CEQA FINDINGS

Accept the exemption for this project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15315, Minor
Land Divisions. The section exempts minor land divisions within urbanized areas, where
slopes do not exceed an average of 20% and all services and access are available. The tentative
parcel map will not have an impact on the surrounding environment and is consistent with this
categorical exemption based on the discussion in Section 6.2 of the Zoning Administrator’s
staff report dated January 19, 2007.

ADMINISTRATIVE FINDINGS

SUBDIVISION MAP ACT FINDINGS

Pursuant to the Subdivision Map Act, the Zoning Administrator shall deny 06TPM-00000-00003/TPM
14,693 if any of the following Subdivision Map Act Findings can be made:

2.1.1

2.2

2.2.1

2.2.3

State Government Code §66473.5. No local agency shall approve a tentative map, or a parcel
map for which a tentative map was not required, unless the legislative body finds that the
proposed subdivision, together with the provisions for its design and improvement is consistent
with the general plan required by Article 5 (commencing with §65300) of Chapter 3 of Division
1 or any specific plan adopted pursuant to Article 8 (commencing with §65450) of Chapter 3 of
Division 1.

The proposed lots of 1.23 acres gross/1.0 acre net (proposed Parcel 1), 1.00 acre gross/net
(proposed Parcel 2), and 1.00 acre gross/net (proposed Parcel 3) and the configuration of the
parcel map are consistent with the property’s Comprehensive Plan Designation of Urban,
Residential, one acre minimum parcel size. The proposed project is consistent with all
applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan (see discussion in Section 6.2 of the Zoning
Administrator’s Staff Report, dated J anuary 19, 2006). Therefore, consistency with this finding
can be made.

State Government Code §66474. The following findings shall be cause for disapproval of a
Tentative Parcel Map/Tract Map:

The proposed map is not consistent with applicable general and specific plans as specified in
§66451.

The proposed project is consistent with the County Land Use and Development Code and
Chapter 21, Subdivision Regulations, based upon the project description and proposed
conditions of approval (see discussions in Sections 6.2 and 6.3 of the Zoning Administrator’s
Staff Report, dated January 19, 2007). Therefore, consistency with this finding can be made.

The design or improvement of the proposed subdivision is not consistent with applicable
general and specific plans.

The design and improvements of the proposed land division and future development are
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan based on specific conditions placed on the map. The
lot size, lot configuration and lot dimensions are consistent with the Zoning Ordinance and the
Comprehensive Plan. The map also meets all the requirements of the Subdivision Ordinance
(see discussions in Sections 6.2 and 6.3 of the Zoning Administrator’s Staff Report, dated
January 19, 2007). Therefore, consistency with this finding can be made.



Vander Meulen Appeal of Conley Lot Split, 07APL-00000-00013, 06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693
Attachment A - Findings
Page A-2

2.2.4

2.2.5

2.2.6

2.2.7

2.2.8

2.2.9

The site is not physically suitable for the type of development proposed.

The site is currently developed with a single family dwelling on proposed Parcel 3. The
dwelling is accessed from Solomon Road and is served by a private well and septic/leach field
system. The site is surrounded by existing single family residential development within E-1
zones. The proposed lot split will not physically affect the ongoing residential use except that it
will be connected to the public sewer system. Proposed Parcels 1 and 2 will take access from
the private Song Lane. The site contains slopes of less than 15 percent. Therefore consistency
with this finding can be made.

The site is not physically suited for the proposed density of development.

The design and improvements of the proposed land division and future development will be
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. The lot size, lot configuration and lot dimensions are
consistent with the LUDC and the Comprehensive Plan which allow for one acre minimum lot
size. The proposed land division would create three lots of 1.23 gross/1.0 net acres, 1.0
gross/net acre and 1.0 gross/net acre, which would meet the minimum lot size of one acre. The
map also meets all the requirements of the Subdivision Ordinance (see discussion in Sections
6.2 of the Zoning Administrator’s Staff Report, dated January 19, 2007). Therefore,
consistency with this finding can be made.

The design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements is likely to cause substantial
environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or their habitat.

An exemption pursuant to CEQA Section 15315, Minor Land Divisions has been prepared for
this project. Future residential development will not adversely impact any sensitive
environmental resources because none are known on the site. The existing residential use on
proposed Parcel 3 will not change. Water and sanitary services for future development will be
provided by public utilities. A drainage plan will be reviewed by the Flood Department prior to
map recordation. The tentative parcel map is consistent with this categorical exemption.
Therefore, consistency with this finding can be made.

The design of the subdivision or type of improvements is likely to cause serious public health
problems. ‘ :

No public health problems will result from the approval of this parcel map or from subsequent
development of the project site. Proposed Parcel 3 is currently served by an existing water well
and private septic system but will connect to the public sewer system as part of the project.
Future development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2 will be served by Golden State Water subject
to a supplemental water agreement, and by Laguna Sanitation District. These services will be
adequate to serve the proposed project subject to compliance with project conditions.

The design of the subdivision or the type of improvements will conflict with easements,

acquired by the public at large, for access through or use of, property within the proposed
subdivision.

The project will not conflict with any public easements or public use of the site.

State Government Code §66474.4. The legislative body of a county shall deny approval of a
fentative map or parcel map if it finds that the land is subject to a contract entered into
pursuant to the California Land Conservation Act of 1965 and that either the resulting parcels
following a subdivision of that land would be too small to sustain their agricultural use or the
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subdivision will result in residential development not incidental to the commercial agricultural
use of the land.

The proposed land division is not subject to the Williamson Act (Agncultural Preserve).

2.2.10 State Government Code §66474.6. The governing body of any local agency shall determine
whether discharge of waste from the proposed subdivision into an existing community sewer
system would result in violation of existing requirements prescribed by a California Regional
Water Quality Control Board pursuant to Division 7 (commencing with §13000) of the Water
Code.

Proposed Parcel 3 is currently served by an existing water well and private septic system. Future
development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2 are conditioned to require a “can and will serve” letter from
the Laguna Sanitation District. The existing septic system on proposed Parcel 3 will be abandoned and
the development will be required to connect to the public sewer system as part of the project.
Therefore consistency with this finding can be made.



ATTACHMENT C: CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Conley Tentative Parcel Map
06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693

1. This Tentative Parcel Map is based upon and limited to compliance with the project
description, the Zoning Administrator’s hearing exhibits marked Exhibit 1 dated January 8,
2007, and conditions of approval set forth below. Any deviations from the project description,
exhibits or conditions must be reviewed and approved by the County for conformity with this
approval. Deviations may require approved changes to the permit and/or further environmental
review. Deviations without the above-described approval will constitute a violation of permit
approval.

The project description is as follows:

The proposed project involves the division of a 3.23 acres gross (3.01 acres net) lot into
three lots of 1.0 net (proposed Parcel 1), 1.0 net (proposed Parcel 2) and 1.23 gross/1.01 net
acres (proposed Parcel 3). Water would continue to be provided by private water well for
proposed Parcel 3. Water would be provided by Golden State Water for Proposed Parcels 1
and 2. Sanitary services for proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be provided by Laguna
Sanitation. Sanitary service to proposed Parcel 3 is currently provided by private septic
system but would be connected to Laguna Sanitation at the time of connection for proposed
Parcels 1 and 2. Existing development on proposed Parcel 3 consists of a single family
dwelling, attached garage, and a shed. Access to proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be from
Song Lane. Access to proposed Parcel 3 would continue to be from Solomon Road.

The grading, development, use, and maintenance of the property, the size, shape, arrangement,
and location of structures, parking areas and landscape areas, and the protection and preservation
of resources shall conform to the project description above and the hearing exhibits and conditions
of approval below. The property and any portions thereof shall be sold, leased or financed in
compliance with this project description and the approved hearing exhibits and conditions of
approval hereto. All plans (such as Landscape and Tree Protection Plans) must be submitted for
review and approval and shall be implemented as approved by the County.

STANDARD CONDITIONS FOR TENTATIVE PARCEL MAPS

2. Prior to recordation of the tentative map and subject to P&D approval as to form and content,
the applicant shall include all of the mitigation measures, conditions, agreements and specific
plans associated with or required by this project approval on a separate informational sheet to
be recorded with the Parcel Map. =~ All applicable conditions and mitigation measures of the
project shall be printed on grading and/or building plans and shall be graphically illustrated
where feasible. If Land Use Permits are obtained prior to recordation, Tentative Map
conditions will not apply retroactively to the previously issued Land Use Permit. For any
subsequent development on any parcels created by the project, each set of plans accompanying
a Land Use Permit shall contain these conditions.

3. If the proposed parcel map is revised from the approved Tentative Map or if changes to
conditions are sought, approval shall be in the same manner as for the originally approved
tentative map.

4, ‘Two copies of the map to finalize the tentative map and required review fees in effect at the
time, shall be submitted to Planning and Development (P & D) for compliance review of P & D
conditions before P & D will issue Parcel Map clearance to the County Surveyor. The map
shall show statistics for net” lot area and any open space ( net = gross less any public road right
of way).
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5. The parcel map shall include an access easement over Parcel 2 in favor of Parcel 1 at the time
of conveyance of either parcel. This agreement is to be recorded with the Parcel Map.

Sa. Grading and drainage plans will be submitted for review prior to land use clearance for parcels
1 and 2. The plans shall demonstrate sufficient capacity and onsite dretardation basins to
ensure that off site runoff after development does not exceed off site runoff before
development. All runoff from the site shall be conveyed to the onsite retardation basin(s).

5b.  Applicants shall give written notice to owners of APN Parcels 105-010-031 and 105-010-033
that a preliminary grading/drainage plan has been submitted for review and approval by P&D
and Flood Control District to comply with Flood Control standard conditions. Plan
Requirements/Timing: Applicant shall submit the proof of notice to P&D prior to recordation.

Sc. Applicant shall submit preliminary grading and drainage plan. Plan Requirements/Timing:

Prior to map recordation, applicant shall submit a preliminary grading/drainage plan for review
and approval by P&D and Flood Control District. The plan shall demonstrate that there will be
no net rate of increase in runoff onto adjacent parcels from subdivision development in excess
of current conditions or, if there is, that adequate mitigation measures approved by Flood
Control District to protect adjacent parcels shall be implemented.

COUNTY RULES & REGULATIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

6.

10.

Compliance with Departmental Letters Required as Follows:

Park Department letter dated June 7, 2006

Public Works, Roads Division letter, March 21, 2007
Environmental Health Services letter dated December 11, 2006
Air Pollution Control District letter dated February 16, 2006
Surveyor’s Office letter dated March 20, 2006

Public Works, Flood Control letter dated August 8, 2007

Fire Department letter dated March 8, 2006

o o o

Prior to recordation, the applicant shall pay all applicable P & D permit processing fees in full.

All applicable development fees shall be paid as specified in the Orcutt Development Impact
Fee Ordinances and Resolutions.

Developer shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless the County or its agents, officers and
employees from any claim, action or proceeding against the County or its agents, officers or
employees, to attack, set aside, void, or annul, in whole or in part, the County's approval of the
Tentative Parcel Map. In the event that the County fails promptly to notify the applicant of any
such claim, action or proceeding, or that the County fails to cooperate fully in the defense of
said claim, this condition shall thereafter be of no further force or effect.

In the event that any condition imposing a fee, exaction, dedication or other mitigation measure
is challenged by the project sponsors in an action filed in a court of law or threatened to be filed
therein which action is brought in the time period provided for in State Government Code
$§66499.37, this approval shall be suspended pending dismissal of such action, the expiration of
the limitation period applicable to such action, or final resolution of such action. If any
condition is invalidated by a court of law, the entire project shall be reviewed by the Zoning
Administrator and no approval shall be issued unless substitute feasible mitigation
conditions/measures are imposed.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Additional Permits Required. Before using any land or structure, or commencing any work
pertaining to the erection, moving, alteration, enlarging, or rebuilding of any building, structure,
or improvement, the applicant shall obtain a Land Use Permit and Building Permit from
Planning and Development. The Permit is required by ordinance and is necessary to ensure
implementation of conditions required by the Zoning Administrator. Before any Permit will be
1ssued by Planning and Development, the applicant must obtain written clearance from all
department having conditions; such clearance shall indicate that the applicant has satisfied all
pre-construction conditions. A form for such clearance is available in Planning and
Development.

Prior to recordation of the tentative map and subject to P&D approval as to form and content,
the applicant shall include all of the mitigation measures, conditions, agreements and specific
plans associated with or required by this project approval on a separate informational sheet to
be recorded with the Final Map. All applicable conditions and mitigation measures of the
project shall be printed on grading and/or building plans and shall be graphically illustrated
where feasible. If Land Use Permits are obtained prior to recordation, Tentative Map conditions
will'not apply retroactively to the previously issued Land Use Permit. For any subsequent
development on any parcels created by the project, each set of plans accompanying a Land Use
Permit shall contain these conditions.

If the proposed map is revised from the approved tentative map, or if changes to conditions are
sought, approval shall be in the same manner as for the originally approved tentative map.

The Tentative Map shall expire three years after approval or conditional approval by the final
review authority unless otherwise provided in the Subdivision Map Act, Government Code
§66452.6. :

Additional Permits Required: Before using any land or structure, or commencing any work
pertaining to the erection, moving, alteration, enlarging, or rebuilding of any building, structure,
or improvement, the applicant shall obtain a Land Use and Building Permit from Planning and
Development. These Permits are required by ordinance and are necessary to ensure
implementation of the conditions required by the Commission. Before any Permit will be issued
by Planning and Development, the applicant must obtain written clearance from all departments
having conditions; such clearance shall indicate that the applicant has satisfied all pre-
construction conditions. A form for such clearance is available from Planning and
Development.

Indemnity and Separation Clauses: Developer shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless the
County or its agents, officers and employees from any claim, action or proceeding against the
County or its agents, officers or employees, to attack, set aside, void, or annul, in whole or in
part, the County's approval of the Tentative Parcel Map. In the event that the County fails
promptly to notify the applicant of any such claim, action or proceeding, or that the County fails
to cooperate fully in the defense of said claim, this condition shall thereafter be of no further
force or effect.

Legal Challenge: In the event that any condition mmposing a fee, exaction, dedication or other
mitigation measure is challenged by the project sponsors in an action filed in a court of law or
threatened to be filed therein which action is brought within the time period provided for by
law, this approval shall be suspended pending dismissal of such action, the expiration of the
limitation period applicable to such action, or final resolution of such action. If any condition 18
invalidated by a court of law, the entire project shall be reviewed by the County and substitute
conditions may be imposed.
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June 7, 2006
TO: Frances Romero, Planner
Planning & Development
FROM: Claude Garciacelay, Park Planne
RE: TPM 14,693 (06 TPM-003) Conley Map

APN 105-010-032

County Parks recommends the following condibion(s) to the approval of the abave
referenced project:

D Pursuant to the provisions of Santa Barbara County Ordinance 4317 (Quimby
Ordinance) and the appurienant fee resolution for the recreational demand area, the
applicant will be required 1o pay a fee for each generated lol or dwelling unit for the

purpose of providing park-and recreational [acilities within the recreational demand
area.

Based on the current fee schedule, the total fee for the proposed project would be
$6712.00 ($3356 x 2 lot(s)/dwelling unit(s)). Fees are due prior (o recordation of
bnal map. The actual fee shall be based on the fee schedule in effect when paid and
fee schedules are subject lo adjustment on an annual basis. Please phone this office
prior 1o payment if unsure as (o {he final fee required. This office will not accep! or
process a payment pror Lo project approval by the decision maker.

Fees are payable to the COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA, and may be paid in
person or mailed 10: Santa Barbara County Parks, Rocky Nook Park, 610 Mission

Canyon Road, Sanla Barbara, CA 93105; or in the North County at Waller Park, 300
Goodwin Road, Santa Maria, CA 93455,

c: County Surveyor

Owner:

Robert & Sharon Conley, 1390 Solomon Rd., Santa Maria CA 93455
Agent:

Jessica Kinnahan, P&S Engineers, PO Box 98, Santa Barbara CA 93101



COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
123 East Anapamu Street

Santa Barbara, California 93101
805/568-3232 FAX 805/568-3222

March 21, 2007

TO: Joyce Gerber, Planner
Development Review

FROM: William Robertson, Transportation Planner
Public Works, Transportation Division

SUBJECT:  Revised Conditions of Approval (2 pages)

Conley Tentative Parcel Map

) O6TPM-OOOOO—OOOO3; TPM 14,693
APN: 105-010-032 / Orcutt
2 New Residential Lots, 1390 Solomon Road

Traffic Mitigation Fees

1. Pursuant to Ordinance No. 4270 regarding Transportation Impact Fees, the applicant will be

required to pay a fee for each new peak hour trip (PHT), for the purpose of funding transportation
facilities within the Orcutt Planning Area of the County.

Frontage Improvements

2. Prior to Final Map recordation, the applicant shal] engineer and post a secunity for the
construction of standard roadway improvementsalong the entire project fronting Solomon Road.
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Prior to occupancy, all signs shall be installed, and prior to final clearance, the County may
require the developer to add traffic safety devices, such as signing and striping, the need for
which are not apparent at time of plan approval but which are warranted due to actual field
conditions. The developer shall install the traffic safety devices prior to final clearance.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 739-8785.

Sincerely,

%%ﬁ—*

William T. Robertson

cc: 06TPM-00000-00003, TPM 14,693

Bret Stewanl, Transportation Manager, County of Santa Barbara, Public Works Department
J:\Group\Trafﬁc\Winword\Planm'ng\Orcun\Conch Tentative Parcel Map 06 TPM-RevCond.doc



Santa Barbara County

PUBLIC

Environmental Health Services

21258, Centerpointe Pkwy, #333 + Santa Maria, CA 93455-1340
DEPARTMENT 805/346-8460 + FAX 805/346-8485

Ellist Schulman Director/Heaith Officer
Earl Lynch, MD, Medical Director

TO: Joyce Gerber, Planner
Planning & Development Department ﬁ E@ EEVE @
Development Review Division
DEC 18 2006

FROM: Pau]‘ Jenzen . 8.B.COUNTY (NORTH)
Environmental Health Services PLANMING & DEVELOPRENT

DATE: December 11, 2006

SUBJECT: Case No. 06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693 Orcutt Area
Applicant; Robert & Sharon Conley

1390 Solomon Road
Santa Maria, CA. 93455

Property Location: Assessor's Parce] No. 105-010-032, zaned 1-E-1, and located at 1390
.Solomon Road,.

Case No. 06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693 represents a request to subdivide a 3.23-acre parcel into three
parcels, two each of 1-acre and one 1.23-acres. The existing development, which consists of a single-family
dwelling, is wholly contained on proposed parcel three. No new development is contemplated with this
project.

Domestic water supply is proposed to be provided by the Golden State Water Company. The existing single-
family residence currently utilizes a private water system and has indicated that they continue using. The
Golden State Water Company will serve the new parcels.

Sewage disposal is proposed to be provided by the Laguna County Sanitation District. The applicant has
mdicated that the existing single-family residence will be cormected to the sewer ag part of this project as well
as the new parcels.

Providing the Zoning Administrator grants approval of the applicant's request, Environmental Health Services
recommends the following be included as Conditions of Approval:

1. Prior to Recordation, Environmenta] Health Services shall approve written notice from the Golden State

Water Company indicating that said company can and will provide domestic water service upon demand
and without exception.

2. Prior to Recordation, Environmental Health Services shall approve written notice from the Laguna
County Sanitary District indicating that said sanitary district can and will provide municipal sewage
collection and disposal upon demand and without exception.

3. Concurrent to Connection to the Sewer, the septic system serving the existing residence wil] be
abandoned under permit and inspection from Environmental Health Services.

Healthier communities through feadership, partnership and science.
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4. Prior to Recordation, a copy of the final map shall be provided to Environmental Health Services.

(o, ./
Patil Jenzofl,|R E.H
Senior Enyvirpnmertal Health Specialist

cc: Applicant
Agent, Ray Severn, Penfield & Smith
Golden State Water Company
Martin Wilder, Laguna County Sanitation District
Mark Matson, Planning & Development Dept, Building Div., Santa Maria
Kathy Cardiel, Environmenta] Health Services

LU-4670



niiE Clean Air

Santa Barbara County
Air Pollution Control District

TC: County Planning and Development

ATTN:  Frances Romero

FROM: Vijaya Jammalamadaka \{\i

DATE:  February 16, 2006

CASE #: 06 TPM-00000-00003 Conley Tentative Parce| Map
(APN 105-010-032)

The Air Pollution Control District has reviewed the referenced case and offers the following:

The APCD has no comment on this project at this time.

Applicant must be issued an APCD permit prior to construction or operation of this project.

Applicant must apply for an APCD permit exemption prior to land use clearance.

The applicant should determine whether the structure(s) proposed for demniition coniains
asbestos that is friable or has the potential to become friable during demoliticn or dispasal.

It the structure does contain friable asbestos, the asbestos should be removed by &
contractor that is state certified for asbestos removal.

Applicant is required to complete the attached "Asbestos Demolition/Renovation Notification”
form. The completed form should be mailed to the Santa Barbara APCD and EPA Regicn 14
no later than the date specified in number 2 of the instructions,

X  Standard dust mitigation measures (dated September 1996) are recommended for all
T construction and/or grading activities. The name and telephone number of an on site
coniact person must be provided to the APCD prior lo issuance of land yse Clearance.
cC: e e
Jessica Kinnahan, Agent ﬁ Fg:; o AN
PrejectFie~ o '
TEA Chron File ; FEB 2 1 2006
§ SECOUNTy o
{

PLANNING & Dmf'i?e_l:f;‘é‘féﬁféé

- e

Terence E. Dressler o« Ajy Pollution Control Officer
260 North San Antonio Road, Suite A - Santa Barbara CA = O2440 . -
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. SANTA BARBARA COUNTY
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT

STANDARD DUST CONTROL REQUIREMENTS

Dust generated by the development activities shall be retained onsite and keptto a
minimum by following the dust control measures listed below. Reclaimed water
shall be used whenever possible.

a.  During clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation, water trucks or sprinkler
systems are to be used in sufficient quantities, after each day's activities
cease, to prevent dust from leaving the site and to create a crust.

b.  After clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation is completed the disturbed
area must be treated by watering or revegetating; or by spreading soil
binders until the area js paved or otherwise developed so that dust generation
will not occur.

[

During construction, water trucks or sprinkler systems are to be used to keep
all areas of vehicle movement damp enough to prevent dust from leaving the
site. At a minimum this will include wetting down such areas in the late
morning and after work is completed for the day. Increased watering
frequency will be required whenever the wind speed exceeds 15 mph.

Importation, Exportation and Stockpiling of Fill Material:

Soil stockpiled for more than two days shall be covered, kept moist, or treated with
~ soil binders to prevent dust generation. :

Trucks transporting fill material to and from the site shall be tarped from the point
of origin.

If the construction site is greater than five acres, gravel pads must be installed at
all access points to minimize tracking of mud on to public roads.

Activation of Increased Dust Control Measures:

The contractor or builder shall designate a person or persons to monitor the dust
control program and to order increased watering, as necessary, to prevent
transport of dust offsite. Their duties shall include holiday and weekend periods
when work may not be in progress. The name and telephone number of such
persons shall be provided to the Air Pollution Control District prior to land use

clearance for map recordation and land use clearance for finish grading of the
structure.

Recordation of Mitigation Measures:

Prior to land use clearance the applicant shall include, as a note on a separate
informational sheet to be recorded with map, these dust control requirements. All
requirements shall be shown on grading and building plans.



COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
NORTH COUNTY OFFICE

123 East Anapamu Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101
805\568-3000 FAX 805\568-3019

PHILLIP M. DEMERY
Birector

March 20, 2006

County Subdivision Committee
123 East Anapamu Street
Santa Barbara, CA 9310]

RE: Tentative Parcel Map No. 14,693 (06TPM-00000-00003)

Owner : Robert and Sharon Conley
Address: 1390 Solomon Road,
Santa Maria, CA 93455

Requirements of the County Surveyor’s Office

Pursvant to Section 66448 of the State Subdivision Map Act and County Subdivision
Regulations Chapter 21, Section 21-9, the Parcel Map shall be based upon a field
survey made in conformity with the Professional Land Surveyors Acit. Furthermore,
property lines shall be monumented ip accordance with Section 21-16 of said County
Code.

Very truly yours,

A€ Michael B. Emmons
County Surveyor
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Santa Barbara County Public Works Department
Flood Control ¢ Water Agency

August 8, 2007

Planning Commission
County of Santa Barbara
123 E. Anapamu Street
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Re:

- 06TPM-00000-00003; Conley TPM
APN: 105-010- 032/Orcutt

‘Note: This letter supersedes our previous letter dated March 16, 2006

:Dear Commissioners:

This District recommends that approval of the above referenced project be subject to the following conditions:

1.

-2

Prior-to Recordation, the applicant shall comply with the Flood Control Standard Conditions of Approval.

Prior to Recordation, the applicant shall submit drainage plans and a drainage study to the District for
review.. Said plans shall provide drainage improvements per District Standards which adequately mitigate
for increased runoff due to development, and which adequately convey runoff to an acceptable
watercourse or drainage facility in a non-erosive manner. The Parcel Map shall provide private drainage
easements on downstream parcels in favor of upstream parcels, Off-site drainagé easements may: also be
necessary, and the cost of which shall be borne by the applicant. The applicant shall enter into a
maintenance agreement with the District to ensure perpetual maintenance of the private drainage
improvements required for the development, including the basin, by the appllcant and/or successors.

All drainage improvements required as part of the above conditions shall be constructed in accordance with
approved plans and certified by a Registered Civil Engineer prior to recordation.

The applicant will be required to pay the current plan check fee deposit at the time the plans are submitted
for District review and approval.

Sincerely,

A g2

Dale W. Weber, P.E.
Development Engineer

cc:

Joyce Gerber, Planning & Development
Robert & Sharon Conley, 1390 Solomon Road, Santa Maria, CA 93455
Penfield & Smith, P.O. Box 98, Santa Barbara, CA 93101

G:\FLOOD\DREVACND\06TPM-00000-00003CND2.doc



Memorandum

Date: March 8, 2006

To: Frances Romero
Planning & Development
Santa Maria

From: David Willy, Inspector /%/%/

Fire Department

Subject:  APN: 105-010-032; Cage #: 06TPM-00003/TPM 14,693; Site: 1390 Solomon Rd.
Project Description: Lot Split

The above project is located within the jurisdiction of the Santa Barbara County Fire
Department. To comply with the established standards, we submit the following with the
understanding that the Fire Protection Certificate application may involve modifications,
which may determine additional conditions.

PRIOR TO MAP RECORDATION, THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS MUST BE MET:

1. All access ways (public or private) shall be installed and made serviceable. Roadway
plans, acceptable to the fire department, shall be submitted for approval prior to any
work being undertaken.

Access to this project shall conform to Santa Barbara County Private Road and Driveway

Standard #1. Dead end access roads shall terminate with a fire department approved
turnaround.

Access ways shall be extended to within 150 feet of all portions of the exterior walls of
the first story of any building.

A minimum of 13 feet 6 inches of vertical clearance shall be provided and maintained for
the life of the project for emergency apparatus access.

The roadway shall have a minimum width of 24 feet and shall be paved. Concrete curh
and gutter shall also be installed.

2. One (1) fire hydrant shall be installed. The hydrant shall be located per fire department
specifications and shall flow 750 gallons per minute at a 20 psi residual pressure. Prior
to installation, plans showing locations, size and type of hydrant, valves, main lines and

lateral lines shall be approved by the fire department. —
RECEIVED

MAR 09 2006
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105-010-032 ' 2 March 8, 2006

PRIOR TO OCCUPANCY CLEARANCE THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS MUST BE MET:

3. A road name will be required for this project. Please contact the County of Santa

Barbara Planning and Development Department at (805) 568-2000 for application
information.

4. When access ways are gated, a fire department approved locking system shall be
installed.

The following information is advisory only and will apply if future development is
proposed for these parcels:

Driveways serving one residential-dwelling-arerequired to have a minimum width of 12
feet. Driveways serving two residential dwellings are required to have a minimum
width of 16 feet. Driveways serving three to nine residential dwellings are required to
have a minimum width of 20 feet. If any future development is planned for this parcel
or will be served by this driveway, the applicant is encouraged to coordinate these
standards into their plans and with other interested parties.

These conditions apply to the project as currently described. Future changes, including but
not limited to further division, change of occupancy, intensification of use, or increase in

hazard classification, may require additional mitigation to comply with applicable
development standards in effect at the time of change.

As always, if you have any questions or require further information please call 681-5500.

DW:reb

c: Robert Conley, 1390 Solomon Road, Santa Maria, CA 93455
APN/Chron



SANTA BARBARA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
Staff Report for Vander Meulen Appeal of Conley Lot Split

X
Hearing Date: August 8, 2007 Deputy Director: Zoraida Abresch
Staff Report Date: July 18, 2007 , Division: Development Review
Case No.: 07APL-00000-00013 of 06 TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693 Staff: Contact: Joyce Gerber
, v Supervising Planner: Gary Kaiser
Environmental Document: Notice of Exemption Planner’s Phone: 934-6265

(CEQA Guidelines Section 15315, Minor Land Divisions)

APPELLANTS:

John and Michelle Vander Meulen
1386 Solomon Road

Orcutt, CA 93455

805-937-8584

OWNERS:

Mr. and Mrs. Robert and Sharon Conley
1390 Solomon Road

Orcutt, CA 93455

805-937-3049

TPM Approved: April 9, 2007 This site is identified as Assessor Parcel Number 105-010-032,

Appeal Filed: April 19, 2007 located on the southwest intersection of Solomon Road and Song

Processin g Deadline: N/A Lane (formerly known as Miller Lane), known as 1390 Solomon
Road, Santa Maria, Fourth Supervisorial District.

1.0 REQUEST

Hearing on the request of John and Michelle Vander Meulen, appellants, to consider Case No. 07APL-
00000-00013 [appeal filed on April 19, 2007], of the Zoning Administrator’s decision to approve
06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693 for a three way land division under County Code Chapter 21, to
divide 3.23 acres gross (3.01 acres net) into three lots of approximately 1.0 acres (gross and net), 1.01
acres (gross and net), and 1.23 acres gross (1.01 acres net) on property zoned 1-E-1; and to accept the
Exemption pursuant to Section 15315 of the State Guidelines for Implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act. The application involves AP No. 105-010-032, located at 1390 Solomon
Road, in the Orcutt area, Fourth Supervisorial District.



VanderMeulen Appeal of Conley Tentative Parcel Map
07APL-00000-00013 of 06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693
Hearing Date: August 8, 2007
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2.0 RECOMMENDATION AND PROCEDURES

Follow the procedures outlined below and deny the appeal (Case No. 07APL-00000-00013) by
adopting a motion including the following:

1. Adopt the required findings for the project, as adopted by the Zoning Administrator
on April 9, 2007 (Attachment A), including the CEQA Exemption (Attachment C);

2. Deny the appeal and uphold the Zoning Administrator’s approval of 06TPM-00000-
00003 (TPM 14,693), based on the Conditions adopted by the Zoning Administrator
on April 9, 2007 (Attachment B); and,

4. Grant de novo approval of Case No. 06TPM-00000-00003 (TPM 14,693).

Refer back to staff if the Planning Commission takes other than the recommended action for
appropriate findings and conditions.

3.0 JURISDICTION

This project is being considered by the County Planning Commission based on Section 35-102.040
(A)(3) of the Land Use Development Code (LUDC), which states that decisions of the Zoning
Administrator, outside of the Montecito Coastal Zone, may be appealed to the Planning
Commission.

4.0 ISSUE SUMMARY

On April 9, 2007, the Zoning Administrator approved the subject Tentative Parcel Map allowing
division of an approximately three acre parcel into three (3) approximately one acre parcels. On
April 19, 2007, this decision was appealed. As presented in Section 7.0 of this staff report, the
appellant is primarily concerned that the project could increase storm water runoff onto downstream
properties and, in turn, could exacerbate flooding and result in potential erosion and well
contamination. These issues were raised at the Zoning Administrator hearings. At the request of the
appellants, the applicant accepted additional grading and drainage conditions. The applicant also
agreed to submit grading and drainage plans for approval prior to map recordation and to notify the
down slope parcel owners of that final drainage and grading plan submittal. These conditions have
been incorporated in to Zoning Administrator’s final action (Conditions 5a, 5b and 5c).

Pursuant to these additional conditions imposed by the Zoning Administrator, a grading and drainage
plan has been prepared for the site. The plan was prepared by a licensed civil engineer and includes
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a detention basin on proposed Parcel 1. The basin would be sized to ensure that off site runoff after

development does not exceed off site runoff before development.

After development of the grading and drainage plan, the appellants still had concerns about potential
runoff from the subject parcel. A pre-appeal meeting was conducted that included the applicant,
applicant’s agent, appellants, and a representative from County Public Works, Flood Control
Department. The appellants had the opportunity to review the plans and discuss them with the other
meeting attendees. The possibility of an off site drainage easement was discussed at the meeting;
however, this issue was not resolved. The appellants requested that each proposed parcel contain its
own detention basin and that runoff from each parcel be zero. The applicant agreed to a condition
- that would ensure no increased runoff from the site but could not agree to a condition to ensure no

runoff from the site.

5.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

5.1 Site Information

Site Information

Comprehensive Plan
Designation

Urban, Single Family Residential
Orcutt Community Plan, Key Site D

Ordinance, Zone

County Land Use & Development Code, 1-E-1, one acre
minimum lot size

Site Size

3.23 acres gross/3.01 acres net

Present Use & Development

Residential/single family dwelling

Surrounding Uses/Zone(s)

North: 1-E-1, Residential
South: 3-E-1, Residential
East:  1-E-1, Residential
West: 1-E-1 and 3-E-1, Residential

Other Site Information

Access Song Lane (prbposed Paréels 1 and 2); Solomon Road
(proposed Parcel 3)
The current 3.23 acres gross (3.01 acres net) lot was legally

created as lot C of Parcel Map 11,903 which recorded on
June 10, 1975. On June 9, 1977, a land use permit was
approved for the single family house that has since been
constructed. The applicants live on the property.

Public Services

Water Supply: Private Well (proposed Parcel 3); Golden
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- Site Information

State Water Company (proposed Parcels 1 and 2) v

Sewage: Private septic to be converted to Laguna Sanitation

District (proposed Parcel 3) and Laguna Sanitation District
“(proposed Parcels 1 and 2)

Fire: Santa Barbara County Fire Department

Schools: Orcutt Union Elementary School District and Santa

Maria Joint Union High School District

5.2 Setting — Key Site D

The proposed project is located within the area designed in the Orcutt Community Plan as Key Site D.
Key Site D consists of 15 separate parcels and was identified as an infill area connecting the urban
areas of the Orcutt urban core to the east and north with the more rural components located to the west
and south. The Key Site provides a blend of densities involving one acre and larger lots contrasting
with the smaller lots to the east. The site is identified as a predominantly rural area; development
standards are designed to protect these qualities and Orcutt Creek, while ensuring suitable urban
infrastructure where appropriate.

5.3 Project Description

On February 8%, 2006, the Conleys submitted an application for approval of a lot split to divide the
subject 3.23 acre property into a total of three lots. Proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be 1.0 acre (net
and gross) each. Proposed Parcel 3 would be 1.23 acres gross and 1.01 acres net.

The subject parcel is currently developed with one single family dwelling, attached garage, and shed.
This development would be located on proposed Parcel 3 as a result of the proposed 3-way lot split.
Proposed Parcels 2 and 3 would not contain any structures but would be available for future
residential use.

Water service for future development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be served by Golden State
Water Company subject to a Supplemental Water Purchase Agreement with the City of Santa Maria.
An existing private well provides water for the existing single family dwelling on proposed Parcel 3.

Waste disposal for the existing development is provided by an existing septic system. This system
would be abandoned and the existing development would be served by the Laguna Sanitation
District. Future development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would also be served by Laguna
Sanitation.
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Access to the residence on proposed Parcel 3 is from Solomon Road, a public road. Access to
proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be from Song (formerly Miller) Lane, a private road, via Solomon
Road.

6.0 PROJECT ANALYSIS

6.1 Environmental Review

The Zoning Administrator determined that the project is exempt from environmental review
pursuant to Section 15315 of the Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). This section allows categorical exemptions for the division of property in
urbanized areas zoned for residential, commercial, or industrial use into four or fewer parcels when
the division is in conformance with the General Plan and zoning, no variances or exceptions are
required, all services and access to the proposed parcels to local standards are available, the parcel
was not involved in a division of a larger parcel within the previous two years and the parcel does

not have an average slope greater than 20 percent. 'The proposed project meets all these required
criteria. -

While the proposed lot split would allow for the future full build out of two single family dwellings,
the project under consideration proposes no new development at this time. Nevertheless, ultimate
build-out of the proposed parcels would result in no substantial adverse environmental effects
pertaining to traffic, biological resources, cultural resources, flooding, grading or other
environmental issues. An initial field assessment for California tiger salamanders conducted by
Vince Semonsen in March 2007 concluded that there is a low probability of California tiger
salamanders using the site. No other sensitive biological or cultural resources are located on the site.

The southerly extent of proposed Parcel 1 is located approximately 1000 feet north of Orcutt
(Solomon) Creek, outside of the mapped boundaries of the Creek’s floodway or floodway fringe.
The majority of the site has gentle slopes and thus, minimal site grading would be required upon
development. The project area was reviewed as part of Key Site D in the previously certified Final
Environmental Impact Report (Case No. 95-EIR-01) for the Orcutt Community Plan. Policies and
Development Standards were adopted for Key Site area, as a result of the OCP EIR. The pertinent -

development standards would be incorporated into the proposed projects Conditions of Approval
(Attachment B). :

The three proposed lots would be served by Laguna County Sanitation District. Water would be
provided by the City of Santa Maria through a Supplemental Water Agreement serviced through
Golden State Water. Construction of a storm water detention basin on proposed Parcel 1 would
ensure that post-development runoff would not exceed pre-development levels. All other issues
associated with development of the two proposed lots would be addressed by standard regulatory
practices as indicated in letters received from the various agencies with jurisdiction over this project.
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6.2 Comprehensive Plan Consistency

The proposed project is consistent with all the applicable policies of the Santa Barbara County
Comprehensive Plan, including those of the Orcutt Community Plan (also see Section 6.2.1, below).
A more detailed discussion of the pitoject’s consistency with individual policies of the
Comprehensive Plan can be found in the ZA Staff Report dated January 19, 2007 (Attachment F).

6.2.1 Orcutt Community Plan, Key Site D

As stated in Section 5.2, the subject parcel is within Key Site D as designated by the Orcutt
Community Plan. This site consists of 15 parcels under separate ownership, ranging in size from
one acre to 8.38 acres for a combined area of 60.99 acres. The triangle-shaped key site is located
approximately 1,600 feet west of Blosser Road. It is bounded by Solomon Road, low density
residential development (Key Site E), and agricultural land (Key Site 22) to the north; Highway 1
and rural agricultural land to the south; and the Westrails Estates subdivision to the east. The Orcutt
Community Plan projected development of an additional 14 single family residences at total build-
out, including maximum build-out of the subject parcel, given the Key Site D’s one to three-acre
minimum parcel size.

The development standards developed for Key Site D focus mainly on the parcels associated with
Orcutt Creek, which is located approximately 1,000 feet south of the southern boundary of the subject
parcel. The other major issues regarding the development of the project site were the requirement of
sewer access to limit septic expansion and availability of a long term supplemental supply of water in
accordance with the requirements of WAT-O-2. The proposed project is conditioned to require public
sewer connections and the applicant has procured a supplemental water supply via an outside user’s
agreement with the City of Santa Maria. The project is essentially infill development, consistent with
surrounding development and the Orcutt Community Plan.

6.3 Zoning Ordinance Compliance

The property is zoned 1-E-1. Based on the size and configuration of the proposed lots, future
development would be able to meet all zone district requirements as set forth in the Santa Barbara
County Land Use and Development Code.

6.4 Subdivision/Development Review Committee

The Subdivision/Development Review Committee (SDRC) reviewed the project on March 6, 2006
and August 17, 2006. Departments having conditions included County Parks; Public Works, Roads
Division; Environmental Health Services; Air Pollution Control District; Surveyor’s Office; Public
Works, Flood Control; and County Fire. Condition letters from County Departments are included in
the attached conditions of approval (Attachment B).

6.5 Board of Architectural Review
This project was not required to be reviewed by the BAR.
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6.6 Agricultural Preserve Advisory Committee
This lot is not an Agricultural Preserve under the Williamson Act.

7.0 APPEAL ISSUES

7.1 Reason for Appeal
The April 19, 2007 appeal letter states the reason or grounds for appeal as follows: -

“The decision is not supported by the evidence presented for consideration. Evidence

presented at previous hearings showed significant potential impacts to the down

slope parcels unmitigated by the decision as it stands. Water quality impact

minimizations, erosion controls and flood controls are insufficient and inconsistent

with the provisions and purposes of County Codes and Zoning Ordinance. Including,

but not limited to, those defined in Sec 9A-9, Chapter 14, Chapter 21, Sec 21-13,
- Article 35 and Sec 35.30.180.”

The primary issues raised at the Zoning Administrator hearings, and at the subsequent meeting
between the applicant and the appellant, are listed below.

1. “Flooding. Future development on the Conley property will cause increased water runoff onto
down slope parcels. Such runoff would cause flooding around the single family dwelling and
second unit located on the down slope parcel.

2. Erosion. Runoff from future development and the resulting impervious surfaces would cause
erosion. Also, the appellants are concerned that if retardation basin is placed near their
property line then any overspill from the banks will cause erosion on their property.

3. Well Contamination. Future development will cause flooding and standing water on the

down slope parcel. Standing water would cause contamination of the domestic water well
located near the proposed location of the retardation basin.
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7.2  Staff Response

The conditions placed on the project: were designed to ensure that water runoff after future
development of the proposed parcels would not exceed the current runoff amounts before any
additional development. Because of the appellant’s concerns about the County’s failure to enforce
conditions, additional conditions regarding notification have been accepted by the applicants. These
~ conditions, together with compliance with the standard Flood Control Conditions, would ensure that
the proposed project would not adversely affect the down slope neighbors. Specific issues are

addressed below. ' '

7.2.1 Flooding and Erosion

Condition of Approval 5a (Attachment B) requires that prior to the issuance of a land use permit for
development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2, grading and drainage plans must be submitted to the
County. The plans must demonstrate that detention basin(s) are sufficient in capacity to ensure that
off site runoff after development does not exceed off site runoff before development. This condition
further stipulates that all runoff from the site shall be conveyed to the onsite basin(s).

The applicants conducted a preliminary site hydrology and detention basin analysis. The analysis,
which was conducted by a qualified engineer, quantified the site hydrology and determined
preliminary basin sizing. The basin would have outflow metered per the requirements of the Santa
Barbara County Flood Control District. In this particular area, a peak discharge of 0.07 cubic feet
per second per developed acre is the standard.

Specifications of the basin are as follows:

e Water will be conveyed to the basin through earthen drainage swales that are three feet wide
at the bottom and have a 3:1 side slope.

e The dimensions of the basin are 30 feet x 70 feet. The bottom elevation is 240.5 feet. The
high water elevation is 242.16 feet.

e The water will exit the basin through an 18 inch pipe (minimum allowed per Flood Control
standards) with a three inch orifice plate. The water will enter into a six inch high trough that
is 10 feet long. In the event that the basin is filled, the water would spill over the edge of the
trough and flow off the site in the form of sheet flow that would not have the potential to
cause significant erosion. |

The proposed basin sizing was determined adequate to attenuate flows from a 100-year storm event,
which would actually reduce runoff below historic volumes.
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7.2.2  Well Contamination

The applicants are concerned about contamination of their domestic water well, which is located
adjacent to the southerly boundary of the project site, near the proposed detention basin. The
concern is that standing water from the project site, or from the detention basin outflow, might enter
the drinking water. '

County Environmental Health and Safety Division (EHS) records indicate that the appellants’ well
has a 50-foot annular seal, which would prevent contamination from standing water. Since runoff
from the basin is not sewage, there is no required separation between the basin and the well. In
addition, because of the design of the basin described in Section 7.1.1 above, it is unlikely that any
standing water in the well area would be the result of development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2.

8.0 APPEALS PROCEDURE

The action of the Planning Commission may be appealed to the Board of Supervisors within 10
calendar days of said action: The appeal fee to the Board of Supervisors is $443.

ATTACHMENTS

A. Findings for Approval

B. Conditions of Approval with attached Departmental letters
C. Notice of Exemption

D. Appeal Letter, dated April 9, 2007

E. Zoning Administrator Action letter, dated April 11, 2007
F. Zoning Administrator Staff Report, dated January 19, 2007
G. Proposed Tentative Parcel Map






1.0

2.0

2.1

ATTACHMENT A: FINDINGS

CEQA FINDINGS

Accept the exemption for this project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15315,
Minor Land Divisions. The section exempts minor land divisions within urbanized areas,
where slopes do not exceed an average of 20% and all services and access are available.
The tentative parcel map will not have an impact on the surrounding environment and is
consistent with this categorical exemption based on the discussion in Section 6.2 of the
Zoning Administrator’s staff report dated J anuary 19, 2007.

ADMINISTRATIVE FINDINGS

SUBDIVISION MAP ACT FINDINGS

Pursuant to the Subdivision Map Act, the Zoning Administrator shall deny - 06 TPM-00000-
00003/TPM 14,693 if any of the following Subdivision Map Act Findings can be made:

2.1.1

2.2

2.2.1

State Government Code §66473.5. No local agency shall approve a tentative map, or a
parcel map for which a tentative map was not required, unless the legislative body finds
that the proposed subdivision, together with the provisions Jor its design and
improvement is consistent with the general plan required by Article 5 ( commencing with
§65300) of Chapter 3 of Division 1 or any specific plan adopted pursuant to Article 8
(commencing with §65450) of Chapter 3 of Division 1.

The proposed lots of 1.23 acres gross/1.0 acre net (proposed Parcel 1), 1.00 acre gross/net
(proposed Parcel 2), and 1.00 acre gross/net (proposed Parcel 3) and the configuration of
the parcel map are consistent with the property’s Comprehensive Plan Designation of
Urban, Residential, one acre minimum parcel size. The proposed project is consistent
with all applicable policies.of the Comprehensive Plan (see discussion in Section 6.2 of
the Zoning Administrator’s Staff Report, dated January 19, 2006). Therefore, consistency
with this finding can be made. :

State Government Code 866474, The Jollowing findings shall be cause Jor disapproval of
a Tentative Parcel Map/Tract Map:

The proposed map is not consistent with applicable general and specific plans as
specified in §66451.

‘The proposed project is consistent with the County Land Use and Development Code and
Chapter 21, Subdivision Regulations, based upon the project description and proposed
conditions of approval (see discussions in Sections 6.2 and 6.3 of the Zoning
Administrator’s Staff Report, dated J anuary 19, 2007). Therefore, consistency with this
finding can be made.
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2.2.3

The design or improvement of the proposed subdivision is not consistent with

- applicable general and specific plans.

224

2.2.5

2.2.6

The design and improvements of the proposed land division and future development are
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan based on specific conditions placed on the map.
The lot size, lot configuration and lot dimensions are consistent with the Zoning
Ordinance and the Comprehensive Plan.. The map also meets all the requirements of the
Subdivision Ordinance (see discussions in Sections 6.2 and 6.3 of the Zoning
Administrator’s Staff Report, dated January 19, 2007). Therefore, consistency with this
finding can be made.

The site is not physically suitable for the type of development proposed.

The site is currently developed with a single family dwelling on proposed Parcel 3. The
dwelling is accessed from Solomon Road and is served by a private well and septic/leach
field system. The site is surrounded by existing single family residential development
within E-1 zones. The proposed lot split will not physically affect the ongoing residential
use except that it will be connected to the public sewer system. Proposed Parcels 1 and 2
will take access from the private Song Lane. The site contains slopes of less than 15
percent. Therefore consistency with this finding can be made.

The site is not physically suited for the proposed density of development.

The design and improvements of the proposed land division and future development will
be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. The lot size, lot configuration and lot
dimensions are consistent with the LUDC and the Comprehensive Plan which allow for
one acre minimum lot size. The proposed land division would create three lots of 1.23
gross/1.0 net acres, 1.0 gross/net acre and 1.0 gross/net acre, which would meet the
minimum lot size of one acre. The map also meets all the requirements of the
Subdivision Ordinance (see discussion in Sections 6.2 of the Zoning Administrator’s
Staff Report, dated January 19, 2007). Therefore, consistency with this finding can be
made.

The design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements is likely to cause
substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife
or their habitat. ‘ :

An exemption pursuant to CEQA Section 15315, Minor Land Divisions has been
prepared for this project. Future residential development will not adversely impact any
sensitive environmental resources because none are known on the site. The existing
residential use on proposed Parcel 3 will not change. Water and sanitary services for
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future development will be provided by public utilities. A drainage plan will be reviewed
by the Flood Department prior to map recordation. The tentative parcel map is consistent
with this categorical exemption. Therefore, consistency with this finding can be made.

The design of the subdivision or type of improvements is likely to cause serious public
health problems. ' :

No public health problems will result from the approval of this parcel map or from

- subsequent development of the project site. Proposed Parcel 3 is currently served by an

2.2.8

2.2.9

2.2.10

existing water well and private septic system but will connect to the public sewer system
as part of the project. Future development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2 will be served by
Golden State Water subject to a supplemental water agreement, and by Laguna Sanitation
District. These services will be adequate to serve the proposed project subject to
compliance with project conditions.

The design of the subdivision or the type of improvements will conflict with easements,
acquired by the public at large, for access through or use of, property within the
proposed subdivision.

The project will not conflict with any public easements or public use of the site.

State Government Code §66474.4. The legislative body of a county shall deny approval of
a tentative map or parcel map if it finds that the land is subject to a contract entered into
pursuant fto the California Land Conservation Act of 1965 and that either the resulting
parcels following a subdivision of that land would be too small to sustain their
agricultural use or the subdivision will result in residential development not incidental to
the commercial agricultural use of the land,

The proposed land division is not subject to the Williamson Act (Agricultural Preserve).

State_Government Code §66474.6. The governing body of any local agency shall
determine whether discharge of waste from the proposed subdivision into an existing
community sewer system would result in violation of existing requirements prescribed by

a California Regional Water Quality Control Board pursuant to Division 7 (commencing
with §13000) of the Water Code.

Proposed Parcel 3 is currently served by an existing water well and private septic system.

Future development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2 are conditioned to require a “can and
will serve” letter from the Laguna Sanitation District. The existing septic system on
proposed Parcel 3 will be abandoned and the development will be required to connect to
the public sewer system as part of the project. Therefore consistency with this finding
can be made. '






ATTACHMENT B: CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Conley Tentative Parcel Map
06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693

This Tentative Parcel Map is based upon and limited to compliance with the project
description, the Zoning Administrator’s hearing exhibits marked Exhibit 1 dated T, anuary
8, 2007, and conditions of approval set forth below. Any deviations from the project
description, exhibits or conditions must be reviewed and approved by the County for
conformity with this approval. Deviations may require approved changes to the permit
and/or further environmental review. Deviations without the above-described approval
will constitute a violation of permit approval. '

The project description is as follows:

The proposed project involves the division of a 3.23 acres gross (3.01 acres net) lot
into three lots of 1.0 net (proposed Parcel 1), 1.0 net (proposed Parcel 2) and 1.23
gross/1.01 net acres (proposed Parcel 3). Water would continue to be provided by
private water well for proposed Parcel 3. Water would be provided by Golden State
Water for Proposed Parcels 1 and 2. Sanitary services for proposed Parcels 1 and 2
would be provided by Laguna Sanitation. Sanitary service to proposed Parcel 3 is
currently provided by private septic system but would be connected to Laguna
Sanitation at the time of connection for proposed Parcels 1 and 2. Existing
development on proposed Parcel 3 consists of a single family dwelling, attached
garage, and a shed. Access to proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be from Song Lane.
Access to proposed Parcel 3 would continue to be from Solomon Road.

The grading, development, use, and maintenance of the property, the size, shape,
arrangement, and location of - structures, parking areas and landscape areas, and the
protection and preservation of resources shall conform to the project description above and
the hearing exhibits and conditions of approval below. The property and any portions
thereof shall be sold, leased or financed in compliance with this project description and the
approved hearing exhibits and conditions of approval hereto. All plans (such as Landscape
and Tree Protection Plans) must be submitted for review and approval and shall be
implemented as approved by the County.

STANDARD CONDITIONS FOR TENTATIVE PARCEL MAPS

2.

Prior to recordation of the tentative map and subject to P&D approval as to form and
content, the applicant shall include all of the miti gation measures, conditions, agreements
and specific plans associated with or required by this project approval on a separate
informational sheet to be recorded with the Parcel Map. All applicable conditions and
mitigation measures of the project shall be printed on grading and/or building plans and
shall be graphically illustrated where feasible. If Land Use Permits are obtained prior to
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5b.

5c.

recordation, Tentative Map conditions will not apply retroactively to the previously
issued Land Use Permit. For any subsequent development on any parcels created by the
project, each set of plans accompanying a Land Use Permit shall contain these conditions.

If the proposed parcel map is revised from the approved Tentative Map or if changes to
conditions are sought, approval shall be in the same manner as for the ori gmally approved
tentative map.

Two copies of the map to finalize the tentative map and required review fees in effect at
the time, shall be submitted to Planning and Development (P & D) for compliance review
of P & D conditions before P & D will issue Parcel Map clearance to the County
Surveyor. The map shall show statistics for net lot area and any open space (" net =
gross less any public road right of way).

The parcel map shall include an easement over Parcel 2 in favor of Parcel 1 at the time of
conveyance of either parcel. This agreement is to be recorded with the Parcel Map.

Grading and drainage plans will be submitted for review prior to land use clearance for
parcels 1 and 2. The plans shall demonstrate sufficient capacity and onsite detention
retardation basins to ensure that off site runoff after development does not exceed off site
runoff before development. All runoff from the site shall be conveyed to the onsite .
retardation basin(s).

Applicants shall give written notice to owners of APN Parcels 105-010-031 and 105-010-
033 that a preliminary grading/drainage plan has been submitted for review and approval
by P&D and Flood Control District to comply with Flood Control standard conditions.
Plan Requirements/Timing: Applicant shall submit the proof of notice to P&D prior to
recordation.

Applicant ~ shall submit preliminary grading and drainage plan. Plan
Requirements/Timing: Prior to map recordation, applicant shall submit a preliminary
grading/drainage plan for review and approval by P&D and Flood Control District. The
plan shall demonstrate that there will be no net rate of increase in runoff onto adjacent
parcels from subdivision development in excess of current conditions or, if there is, that
adequate mitigation measures approved by Flood Control District to protect adjacent
parcels shall be implemented.

COUNTY RULES & REGULATIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

6.

Compliance with Departmental Letters Required as Follows:

Park Department letter dated June 7, 2006

Public Works, Roads Division letter, March 21, 2007
Environmental Health Services letter dated December 11, 2006
Air Pollution Control District letter dated February 16, 2006
Surveyor’s Office letter dated March 20, 2006

°opo o
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f.  Public Works, Flood Control letter dated March 16, 2006
g Fire Department letter dated March 8, 2006

Prior to recordation, the applicant shall pay all applicable P & D permit processing fees in
full. _ :

All applicable development fees shall be paid as specified in the Orcutt Development
Impact Fee Ordinances and Resolutions.

Developer shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless the County or its agents, officers

- and employees from any claim, action or proceeding against the County or its agents,

10.

11.

12.

officers or employees, to attack, set aside, void, or annul, in whole or in part, the County's
approval of the Tentative Parcel Map. In the event that the County fails promptly to
notify the applicant of any such claim, action or proceeding, or that the County fails to
cooperate fully in the defense of said claim, this condition shall thereafter be of no further
force or effect. ’

In the event that any condition imposing a fee, exaction, dedication or other mitigation
measure is challenged by the project sponsors in an action filed in a court of law or
threatened to be filed therein which action is brought in the time period provided for in
State Government Code §66499.37, this approval shall be suspended pending dismissal of
such action, the expiration of the limitation period applicable to such action, or final
resolution of such action. If any condition is invalidated by a court of law, the entire
project shall be reviewed by the Zoning Administrator and no approval shall be issued
unless substitute feasible mitigation conditions/measures are imposed.

Additional Permits Required. Before using any land or structure, or commencing any
work pertaining to the erection, moving, alteration, enlarging, or rebuilding of any
building, structure, or improvement, the applicant shall obtain a Land Use Permit and
Building Permit from Planning and Development. The Permit is required by ordinance
and is necessary to ensure implementation of conditions required by the Zoning
Administrator. Before any Permit will be issued by Planning and Development, the
applicant must obtain written clearance from all department having conditions; such
clearance shall indicate that the applicant has satisfied all pre-construction conditions. A
form for such clearance is available in Planning and Development.

Prior to recordation of the tentative map and subject to P&D approval as to form and
content, the applicant shall include all of the mitigation measures, conditions, agreements
and specific plans associated with or required by this project approval on a separate
informational sheet to be recorded with the Final Map. All applicable conditions and
mitigation measures of the project shall be printed on grading and/or building plans and
shall be graphically illustrated where feasible. If Land Use Permits are obtained prior to
recordation, Tentative Map conditions will not apply retroactively to the previously



Vander Meulen Appeal 07APL-00000-00013 of Conley Tentative Parcel Map, 06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693
Attachment B: Conditions of Approval for 06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693 '
PC Hearing of July 11, 2007 :

Page B-4

13.

14.

15.

16.

issued Land Use Permit. For any subsequent development on any parcels created by the
project, each set of plans accompanying a Land Use Permit shall contain these conditions.

If the proposed map is revised from the approved tentative map, or if changes to
conditions are sought, approval shall be in the same manner as for the originally approved
tentative map.

The Tentative Map shall expire three years after approval or conditional approval by the
final review authority unless otherwise provided in the Subdivision Map Act,
Government Code §66452.6.

Additional Permits Required: Before using any land or structure, or commencing any
work pertaining to the erection, moving, alteration, enlarging, or rebuilding of any
building, structure, or improvement, the applicant shall obtain a Land Use and Building
Permit from Planning and Development. These Permits are required by ordinance and are
necessary to ensure implementation of the conditions required by the Commission. Before
any Permit will be issued by Planning and Development, the applicant must obtain
written clearance from all departments having conditions; such clearance shall indicate
that the applicant has satisfied all pre-construction conditions. A form for such clearance
is available from Planning and Development. ‘

Indemnity and Separation Clauses: Developer shall defend, indemnify and hold
harmless the County or its agents, officers and employees from any claim, action or
proceeding against the County or its agents, officers or employees, to attack, set aside,
void, or annul, in whole or in part, the County's approval of the Tentative Parcel Map. In

* the event that the County fails promptly to notify the applicant of any such claim, action

17.

or proceeding, or that the County fails to cooperate fully in the defense of said claim, this
condition shall thereafter be of no further force or effect.

Legal Challenge: In the event that any condition imposing a fee, exaction, dedication or
other mitigation measure is challenged by the project sponsors in an action filed in a court
of law or threatened to be filed therein which action is brought within the time period
provided for by law, this approval shall be suspended pending dismissal of such action,
the expiration of the limitation period applicable to such action, or final resolution of such
action. If any condition is invalidated by a court of law, the entire project shall be
reviewed by the County and substitute conditions may be imposed.

G:\GROUP\PERMITTING\CASE FILES\APL\20005\07 CASES\07APL-00000-00013 FOR 06TPM-00000-00003\SR VANDER MEULEN.DOC



“Jason Stilwell
Director of Marks

{803) 568-2461

Michael Gibson
Business Manager

(8051 558-2477

Coleen Lund
Project Maneys:

(B05) 568:2470

Jim Isaac

South Counry Deputy Director
Tel: (805) GB1-5651
Fax: {BD5) 681-5657

jeff Stone

North County Deputy Director
Tel; {BO5) 934-6145

Fax; (B05) 934-6213

610 Misslon Canyon Roac
Santa Basbara, Ca 93105
Tel: (805) 568-2461

Fax: {(B05) 568-2459
scministrationsbparks.org
www . sbparks.org
Reservations:

(805 568-2460

Equal Oppartunity Employer

PARKS

ECEIVED

JUN 1 3 2008

S.B.COUNT, (NORTH)
PLANMNG & DEVELBPE_&ENT

June 7, 2006
TO: Frances Romero, Planner
~ Planning & Development
FROM: Claude Garciacelay, Park Planne
RE: TPM 14,693 (06TPM-003) Conley ap

-APN 105-010-032

County Parks recommends the following condition(s) to the approval of the above
referenced project: :

D Pursuant to the provisions of Santa Barbara County Ordinance 4317 (Quimby
Ordinance) and the appurienant fee resolution for the recreatjonal demand area, the
applicant will be required to pay a fee for each generated lot or dwelling unit for the

purpose of providing park and recreational facilities within the recreational demand
area. ’

Based on the current fee schedule, the total fee for the proposed project would be
$6712.00 ($3356 x 2 lot(s)/dwelling unit(s)). Fees are due prior o recordation of
bnal map. The actual fee shall be based on the fee schedule in effect when paid and
fee schedules are subject to adjustment on an annual basis. Please phone this office
prior 1o payment if unsure as to the final fee required. This office will not accepl or
process a payment prior to project approval by the decision maker,

Fees are payable to the COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA, and may be paid in
person or mailed to: Santa Barbara County Parks, Rocky Nook Park, 610 Mission

Canyon Road, Santa Barbara, CA 93105; or in the North County at Waller Park, 300
Goodwin Road, Santa Maria, CA 93455.

c: County Surveyor
Owner:

Robert & Sharon Conley, 1390 Solomon Rd., Santa Maria CA 93455
Agent:

Jessica Kinnahan, P&S Engineers, PO Box 98, Santa Barbara CA 93101






COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
123 East Anapamu Street _

Santa Barbara, California 93101
805/568-3232 FAX 805/568-3222

March 21, 2007

- TO: _.Joyce Gerber, Planner
Development Review

FROM: William Robertson, Transportation Planner
Public Works, Transportation Division

SUBJECT: Revised Conditions of Approval (2 pages)

Conley Tentative Parcel Map

06TPM-00000-00003; TPM 14,693
APN: 105-010-032 / Orcutt
2 New Residential Lots, 1390 Solomon Road

Traffic Mitigation Fees

1. Pursuant to Ordinance No. 4270 regarding Transportation Impact F ees, the applicant will be

required to pay a fee for each new peak hour trip (PHT), for the purpose of funding transportation
facilities within the Orcutt Planning Area of the County.

Based on the current fee schedule, the total estimated fee for the proposed project is $7,024 (2
new residential lots x ($2,941 Traffic Fee + $307 Landscape Median Fee + $264 Area
Bikeway Fee), The Transportation Impact Mitigation Fee Program is desi gned to collect fees
from any project that generates more than one additional peak hour trip. Fees are due prior to
map recordation and shall be based on the fee schedule in effect when paid. This office will

not accept payment or process a check received prior to project approval,
Fees are payable to the County of Santa Barbara, and may be paid in person or mailed to: Santa Barbara County
Transportation Division, 123 E. Anapamm St,, 2™ Floor, Santa Barbara, CA 93101 or Santa Barbara County
Transportation Division North, 620 West Foster Road, Santa Maria, CA 93455, Please phone this office prior to
payment if unsure as to the final fee required, ‘

Frontage Improvements

2. Prior to Final Map recordation, the applicant shall engineer and post a security for the
construction of standard roadway improvements along the entire project fronting Solomon Road.



Prior to occupancy, all signs shall be installed, and prior to final clearance, the County may
require the developer to add traffic safety devices, such as signing and striping, the need for
which are not apparent at time of plan approval but which are warranted due to actual field

conditions. The developer shall install the traffic safety devices prior to final clearance.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 739-8785.

Sincerely,

William T. Robertson

cc: 06TPM-00000-00003, TPM 14,693

Bret Stewart, Transporiation Manager, County of Santa Barbara, Public Works Department
J:\Group\Tmfﬁc\Winwnrd\Planning\Orcutt\Con]ay Tentative Parcel Map 06 TPM-RevCond.doc



Santa Barbara County

PUBLIC

Environmental Health Services

R SR 2125 8. Centerpointe Pkwy, #333 + Santa Maria, CA 93455-1340
DEPARTM ENT A 805/346-8460 + FAX 805/346-8485

Elilot Schulman Director/Health Officer
Earl Lyneh, MD, Medical Director

TO: Joyce Gerber, Planner _ »
Planning & Development Department R E @ ﬁa vg @
‘ Development Review Division
DEC 18 2006

FROM: Paul Jenzen ; 8.B.COUNTY RTH)
Environmental Health Services PLANKING & stg"?mm

DATE: December 11, 2006

SUBJECT: Case No. 06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693 | Orcutt Area
Applicant; Rob‘ert & Sharon Conley

1390 Solomon Road
Senta Maria, CA. 93455

Property Location: Assessor's Parcel No. 105-010-032, zoned 1-E-1, and located at 1390
.Solomon Road.

Case No. O,6TPM-OOOOO-OOOOS/TPM 14,693 represents a request to subdivide a 3.23-acre parcel into three

parcels, two each of 1-acre and one 1.23-acres. The existing development, which consists of a single-family

dwelling, is wholly contained o proposed parcel three. No new development is contemplated with this
project.

Domestic water supply is proposed to be provided by the Golden State Water Company. The existing single-

Providing the Zoning Administrator grants approval of the applicant's request, Environmental Health Services
recommends the following be included as Conditions of Approval:

1. ior to Recordation, Environmental Health Services shall approve written notice from the Golden State

Pr
Water Company indicating that said company can and will provide domestic water service upon demand
and without exception.

3. Concurrent to Connection to the Sewer, the septic system serving the existing residence will be
abandoned under permit and inspection from Environmental Health Services.

Healthier communities through leadership, parinership and science,



Planning and Developmeni vepartment

Case Number 06 TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693
December 11, 2006

Page 2 of 2

Prior to Recordation, a copy of the final map shall be provided to Environmental Health Services.

W%,,A/

Palil Jenz '
Senior Enyi | Health Specialist

ce: Applicant '
Agent, Ray Severn, Penfield & Smith
Golden State Water Company
Martin Wilder, Laguna County Sanitation District
Mark Matson, Planning & Development Dept, Building Div., Santa Maria
Kathy Cardiel, Environmental Health Services

LU-4670



" Santa Barbara County

Air Pollution Control District

TO:

County Planning and Development

ATTN:  Frances Romero -

FROM: Vijaya Jammalamadaka V\ﬂ

DATE: February 16, 2006

CASE #: 06TPM-00000-00003 Conley Tentative Parcel Map

(APN 105-010-032) ’

The Air Pallution Control District has reviewed the referanced case and offers the following:

| <

CC:

The APCD has no comment on this project at this time.

Applicant must be issued an APCD permit prior to construction or operaﬁbn of this project.
Applicant must apply for an APCD permit exemption prior to land use clearance.

The applicant should determine whether the structure(s) proposed for demniition contains
asbestos that is friable or has the potential to become friable during demoliticn or dispasal,

If the structure does contain friable asbestos, the asbestos should be removed by a ,
contractor that is state certified for asbestos removal. »

Applicant is required to complete the attached "Asbestos Demclition/Renovation Notification”
form. The completed form should be mailed to the Santa Barbara APCD and EPA Regicn 1
no later than the date specified in number 2 of the instructions,

Standard dust mitigation measures (dated September 1986) are recommended for all
construction and/or grading activities. The name and telephone number of an on site
contact person must be provided ic the APCD prior {o issuance of land usa Ciearance.

Jessica Kinnahan, Agent , =g ﬁ‘f'\‘ﬁhw’: D

Jessica & RECEN

TEA Chron File FEB 2 1 2008
SECOUNT : o g

PLANMING & DEVEL O asEw

Terence E. Dressler o Air Pollution Control Officer

260 North San Antonio Road, Suite A - Santa Barbara, CA = 93110 o wiwwy chmmm o =



SANTA BARBARA GOUNTY
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT
STANDARD DUST CONTROL REQUIREMENTS

Dust generated by the development activities shall be retained onsite and keptto a
minimum by following the dust control measures listed below. Reclaimed water
shall be used whenever possible.

a.  During clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation, water trucks or sprinkler
systems are to be used in sufficient quantities, after each day's activities
cease, to prevent dust from leaving the site and to create a crust.

b.  After clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation is completed the disturbed

' area must be treated by watering or revegetating; or by spreading soil
binders until the area is paved or otherwise developed so that dust generation
will not occur.

[

During construction, water trucks or sprinkler systems are to be used to keep
all areas of vehicle movement damp enough to prevent dust from leaving the
site. At a minimum this will include wetting down such areas in the late
morning and after work is completed for the day. Increased watering
frequency will be required whenever the wind speed exceeds 15 mph.

Importation, Exportation and Stockpiling of Fill Material:

Soil stockpiled for more than two days shall be covered, kept moist, or treated with
soil binders to prevent dust generation.

Trucks transporting fill material to and from the site shall be tarped from the point
of origin.

If the construction site is greater than five acres, gravel pads must be installed at
all access points to minimize tracking of mud on to public roads.

Activation of Increased Dust Control Measures:

The contractor or builder shall designate a person or persons to monitor the dust
control program and to order increased watering, as necessary, to prevent ’
transport of dust offsite. Their duties shall include holiday and weekend periods
when work may not be in progress. The name and telephone number of such
persons shall be provided to the Air Pollution Control District prior to land use
clearance for map recordation and land use clearance for finish grading of the
structure.

Recordation of Mitigation Measures:
Prior to land use clearance the applicant shall include, as 3 note on a separate

informational sheet to be recorded with map, these dust control requirements. All
requirements shall be shown on grading and building plans. -



COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
NORTH COUNTY OFFICE

123 East Anapamu Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101
805\568-3000 FAX 805\568-3019

PHILLIP M. DEMERY
Director

March 20, 2006

County Subdivision Committes
123 East Anapamu Street
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

RE: ~ Tentative Parcel Map No. 14,693 (O6TPM#OOOOO-00003)

Owner : Robert and Sharon Conley
Address: 1390 Solomon Road,
Santa Maria, CA 93455

Requirements of the County Surveyor’s Office -

Pursuant to Section 66448 of the State Subdivision Map Act and County Subdivision
Regulations Chapter 21, Section 21-9, the Parcel Map shall be based upon a field
survey made in conformity with the Professional Land Surveyors Act. Furthermore,

property lines shall be monumented in accordance with Section 21-16 of said County
Code. . '

Very truly yours,

A#&+ Michael B. Emmons
County Surveyor

: B.RCOUN, TR Ge: By

p14693subreview.doc . :
PLAMMING & DEVELOP%SEN‘

[ MAR 22 angg
I
L

AA /EEO Employer -
Thomas D, Fayram, Deputy Director Scott D. McGolpin, Deputy Director Mark A. Schleich, Deputy Director
Rochelle Camozzi, Chief Financial Officer Michael B. Emmons, County Surveyor

www.publicworkssb.org
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. APN:105-010-032/Oreutt .. .

- Dear Commissioners: - .-

N This District fecommends that é_apbr&a_i of “the. a’bﬁovie refeljencéd.préje;t be subje

1. Prior to Recordation, the applicant shall co

- for increased runoff-due to developmen
- watercourse or drainage facility.in‘a non

.. easements on downstream parcels in favi
"'_;_'necess,ary,- the cost of which shall be b
. Regional Drainage Facili
" ‘Community Facilities Dis

trict (CFD).

-erosive manner. - Th
or of upstream parcels, O

e Parcel Map shall

ct to the follbwing_ ‘cvondition.s_;b

rhply with the ’Flood_Contro'l Standard Conditions of Apprb\/al. R

lequately ‘convey runoff to- an acceptable -
provide private drainage
: ff-site drainage easements may also be
orne by the, applicant. ‘The applicant shall Pay the current Orcutt.
ty Development Impact Feés, and

the  applicant shall participate. in" the Oreutt

3. Al drainagé'impro\'/ements.fequiréd as part:df. the éboﬂ/e éi_oriditjons shall be -constfucted in accordance with

the District, -1 " ‘

.Sihcerely, B

The apblicant will be ._re'qm're.d to pa
for District review and approval, PR

, Déle W. Weber, P.E,
_Pevelopment Engineer

© approved plans‘_‘and_,c_ertiﬁed bya Rﬁegistered Civil Epgin_e,er prior to»r’erc_;or_dation,nunless‘ ,qthen/yise approved by

y the ¢erent pléri check fee deposit vélti; the .’c_inﬁé; the plans are submitted L

oo

-Frances Romero, P} Dév S
. Robert.& Sharon Conley, 1390-Solomon Road, Santa Maria, CA

" Phillip M. Demery o R , L
-PubliGW&m@QDAEBIEN\CND\OSTPM'OOOWomEmmw FAX: BO5 568-3434 wviry cmiimbgmfole o1 e B

' ~-Penﬁel_d & Smith, P.O. Box 98, Sarjta Barbara, CA 93101 .- -

123 Ea_stAAnapam_u Stvreét,'Santa Barbara, California- 93101 .'T‘h-omas D. Fayram






Memorandum

Date: - March 8, 2006

To: Frances Romero
Planning & Development
Santa Maria

From: David Willy, Inspector /%/’
Fire Department

Subject: APN: 105-010-032; Case #: 06TPM-00003/ TPM 14,693; Site: 1390 Solomon Rd.
Project Description: Lot Split

The above project is located within the jurisdiction of the Santa Barbara County Fire
Department. To comply with the established standards, we submit the following with the
understanding that the Fire Protection Certificate application may involve modifications,
which may determine additional conditions,

PRIOR TO MAP RECORDATION, THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS MUST BE MET:

1. All access ways (public or private) shall be installed and made serviceable, Roadway
plans, acceptable to the fire department, shall be submitted for approval prior to any
work being undertaken.

Access to this project shall conform to Santa Barbara County Private Road and Driveway

Standard #1. Dead end access roads shall terminate with a fire department approved
turnaround.

Access ways shall be extended to within 150 feet of all portions of the exterior walls of
the first story of any building. :

A minimum of 13 feet 6 inches of vertical clearance shall be provided and maintained for
the life of the project for emergency apparatus access.

The roadway shall have a minimum width of 24 feet and shall be paved. Concrete curb
and gutter shall also be installed.

2. One (1) fire hydrant shall be installed. The hydrant shall be located per fire department
' specifications and shall flow 750 gallons per minute at a 20 psi residual pressure. Prior
to installation, plans showing locations, size and type of hydrant, valves, main lines and

lateral lines shall be approved by the fire department.
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PRIOR TO OCCUPANCY CLEARANCE THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS MUST BE MET:

3. A road name will be required for this project; Please contact the County of Santa

Barbara Planning and Development Department at (805) 568-2000 for application
information.

4. When access ways are gated, a fire department approved locking system shall be
installed.

The following information is advisory only and will apply if future development is
proposed for these parcels: '

Driveways serving one residential dwelling are required to have a minimum width of 12
feet. Driveways serving two residential dwellings are required to have a minimum

- width of 16 feet. Driveways serving three to nine residential dwellings are required to
have a minimum width of 20 feet. If any future development is planned for this parcel
or will be served by this driveway, the applicant is encouraged to coordinate these
standards into their plans and with other interested parties.

These conditions apply to the project as currently described. Future changes, including but

not limited to further division, change of occupancy, intensification of use, or increase in

~hazard classification, may require additional mitigation to comply with applicable
development standards in effect at the time of change. - A

As always, if you have any questions or require further information please call 681-5500.

DW:reb

c: Robert Conley, 1390 Solomon Road, Santa Maria, CA 93455
APN/Chron
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NOTICE OF EXEMPTION
TO: Santa Barbara County Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
FROM: Joyce Gerber, Planner

The project or activity identified below is determined to be exempt from further environmental rev16W
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, as defined in the State and
County Guidelines for the implementation of CEQA.

APN(s) : _105-010-032 Case No.:_06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14.693

Location: 1390 Solomon Road, Santa Maria, CA

(Include street address and cross street (if urbanized area) or attach specific
location map)

Project Title: Conley Tentative Parcel Map

Project Description: Request to divide 3.23 gross/3.01 net acres into three lots of 1.0 acre (proposed
Parcel 1), 1.0 acre (proposed Parcel 2) and 1.23 gross/1.01 net acres (proposed Parcel 3) in the 1-E-1
zone district under the Santa Barbara County Land Use & Development Code and Chapter 21
Subdivision Regulations.

(Include nature, purpose, and beneficiaries of project)

Name of Public Agency Approving Project: County of Santa Barbara

Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project: Planning and Development

Exempt Status: (Check one)
___ Ministerial
___ Statutory Exemption
_X Categorical Exemption
___ Emergency Project
___ Declared Emergency

Cite specific CEQA and/or CEQA Guideline Section: Section 15315 Minor Land Divisions

Reasons to support exemption findings (attach additional material, if necessary)

This lot split is consistent with the existing zoning on the lot. The lots have under 14 percent slope and

do not contain environmentally sensitive resources. No significant impacts would occur as a result of

this lot split.




Lead Agency Contact Person: _ Joyce GerBer Phone #: (805) 934-6265

Department/Division Representative: __Gary Kaiser Date: 12/8/07

Acceptance Date:
Note: A copy of this form must be posted at P&D 6 days prior to a decision on the project.
Upon project approval, this form must be filed with the County Clerk of the Board and posted by

the Clerk of the Board for a period of 30 days to begin a 35 day statute of limitations on legal
challenges.

distribution: Hearing Support Staff
Project file (when P&D permit is required)

Date Filed by County Clerk
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PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
- PERMIT APPLICATION

s , , CA.
SITE ADDRESS: 1390 solomon Road, Orcutt, CA.93455

ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER: 105-010-032 .
PARCEL SIZE (acres/sq.ft.): Gross 3-23 Net_3-01
COMPREHENSIVE/COASTAL PLAN DESIGNATION: ZONING:

Are there previous permits/applications? [CIno Elyés numbers:
) (include permit# & lot # if tract)
Are there previous environmental (CEQA) documents? CIno Oyes numbers:

1. Appellant: John & Michelle Vander Meulen Phone: 805-937-8584 ' FAX:
Mailing Address: 1386 Solomon Road, Orcutt, CA 93455 E-mail:
Street City State Zip
2. Aggrieved Party: John & Michelle Vander Meulen Phone: 805-937-8584 FAX:
Mailing Address: 1386 Solomon Road, Orcutt, CA 93455 E-mail
Street City State Zip
3. Owner: Phone: FAX:
Mailing Address: ' E-mail;
Street City State Zip
4. Agent;: Phone: FAX:
Mailing Address: _ , E-mail:
Street City State Zip
5. Attorney: Phone: FAX:
Mailing Address: E-mail
Street City State Zip

COUNTY USE ONLY ﬁE@EEWE@

Case Number:., 07APL.-00000-00013 of VO64TPM—OOOOO- __Companion Case Number:
Superuvisorial 1 __Submittal Date: APK 4 2007
Avpli 00003 . - =
\pplicable Zon __Receipt Number:
Project Planne; Vander Meulen Appeal of Conley Map Accepted for Processing___
Zoning Design 1390 Solomon Road __Comp. Plan Designation___|
1-E-1

Planner: Joyce Gerber
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COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA APPEAL TO THE :

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

X PLANNING COMMISSION: X __COUNTY MONTECITO

RE: Project Title Conley Tentative Parcel Map

Case No. 06TPM-00000-00003

Date of Action _&pril 9, 2007

| hereby appeal the _approval X___approval w/conditions

;__denial of the:

_____Board of Architectural Review — Which Board?

___ - Coastal Development Permit decision
Land Use Permit decision

____Planning Commission decision — Which Commission?

Planning & Development Director decision

X Zoning Administrator decision

Is the appellant the applicant or an aggrieved party?
___ Applicant

Aggrieved party — if you are not the applicant, provide an explanation of how you are and
“aggrieved party” as defined on page two of this appeal form:

We are neighbors at the adjacent downslope parcel indentified as 105-010-033. We appeared in

person at previous public hearings in connection with the decision.
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Reason of grounds for the appeal — Write the reason for the appeal below or submit 8 copies of your
appeal letter that addresses the appeal requirements listed on page two of this appeal form:

e A clear, complete and concise statement of the reasons why the decision or determination is

inconsistent with the provisions and purposes of the County’s Zoning Ordinances or other
applicable law; and

e Grounds shall be specifically stated if it is claimed that there was error or abuse of discretion,
or lack of a fair and impartial hearing, or that the decision is not supported by the evidence
presented for consideration, or that there is significant new evidence relevant to the decision
which could not have been presented at the time the decision was made.

The decision is not supported by the evidence presented for consideration. Evidence

presented at previous hearings showed significant potential impacts to the downslope

parcels unmitigated by the decision as it stands. Water quality impact minimizations,

erosion controls and flood controls are insufficient and inconsistent with the

provisions and purposes of County Codes and Zoning Ordinances, including, but not limited

to, those defined in Sec. 9A~9, Chapter 14, Chapter 21, Sec 21-13, Article 35 and

Sec. 35.30.180.

Specific conditions imposed which | wish to appeal are (if applicable):

a.

b.
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Please include any other information you feel is relevant to this application.

CERTIFICATION OF ACCURACY AND COMPLETENESS Slgnatures must be completed for each line. If one or

more of the parties are the same, please re-sign the applicable line.

Applicant's signature authorizes County staff to enter the property described above for the purposes of inspection.

| hereby declare under penally of perjury that the information contained in this application and all attached materials are correct, true
and complete. | acknowledge and agree that the County of Santa Barbara is relying on the accuracy of this information and my
representations in order to process this application and that any permits issued by the County may be rescinded if it is determined that
the information and materials submitted are not true and co/rect Efurther acknowledge that | may be liable for any costs associated

with rescission of such permits. - 7/

7~ Wddh G Vb st

John & Michelle Vander Meulén 5;,/ ) ,//\/\__’_ ) [ ’?\ ,// /uﬁ /
— ;

Print name and sign —Firm =~

Date /
Michelle Vander Meulen 1 W.] K/\ }\(7'\) i [;(1&/\ Xw[,gi’b //7/5] /U

Print name and sign - Preparer of thlS form 7

John & Michelle Vander Meulen<4_ ,&://Z /N//\\/)/ )/(,(Ji LL,U,& O/\ Jé,ﬂ)w(,[a& / f/Lﬁ |

Print name and sign - Applicant // Date

Jack Brady

Print name and sign - Agent . .-~

-

A / Date

AT

Print name and sign - Landowner ‘ Date

John Vander Meuler

GAGROUP\P&D\Digital Library\Applications & Forms\Planning Applications and Forms\AppealSubRquPP.doc
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COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
CALIFORNIA

ZONING ADMINISTRATOR

COUNTY ENGINEERING BUILDING
123 E. ANAPAMU STREET
SANTA BARBARA, CALIFORNIA 93101-2058
PHONE: (805) 568-2000

COURT HOUSE

April 11, 2007

Robert and Sharon Conley

1390 Solomon Road ZONING ADMINISTRATOR
Santa Maria, CA 93455 : HEARING OF APRIL 9, 2007

RE: Conley T eniative Parcel Map, 06TPM-00000-00003.

Hearing on the request of Robert and Sharon' Conley, owners, to consider Case No.
06TPM-00000-00003 [application filed on F ebruary 8, 2006] for approval undeér County Code Chapter
21 to divide 3.23 gross 3.01 net acres into three parcels of 1.0, 1.0, and 1.23 gross 1.01 net acres in the
1-E-1 Zone; and to accept the Exemption pursuant to Section 15315 of the State Guidelines for

Dear Mr. and M. Conley:

At the regular hearing of the Santa Barbara County Zoning Administrator on April 9, 2007, Case No.
06TPM-00000-00003 marked “Officially Accepted, County of Santa Barbara April 9, 2007, Zoning
Administrator Exhibit #1” was conditionally approved, based upon the project’s consistency with the

Comprehensive Plan and based on the ability to make the required findings. The Zoning Administrator
also took the following action:

1. Adopted the required findings for the project specified in Attachment A of the staff report, dated
January 19, 2007, including CEQA findings;

2. Accepted the Exemption, included in Attachment B of the staff report dated January 19, 2007,
pursuant to CEQA Section 15315 ; and

3. Approved the project subject to the conditions included in Attachment C of the staff report as
revised at the hearing of April 9, 2007. '

REVISIONS TO THE CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
Condition 5a, 5b and 5¢ are added:

5a. Grading and drainage plans will be submitted for review prior to land use clearance for parcels
1 and 2. The plans shall demonstrate sufficient capacity and onsite detention retardation basins
to_ensure that offsite runoff after development does not exceed offsite runoff before
development. All runoff from the site shall be conveved to the onsite retardation basin(s).




Zoning Administrator Hearing of A, 2, 2007
Conley Tentative Parcel Map, 06 TPM-00000-00003
Page 2

5b. Applicants shall give written notice to owners of APN Parcels 105-010-031 and 105-010-033
that a preliminary grading/drainage plan has been submitted for review and approval by P&D
and Flood Control District to comply with Flood Control standard conditions. Plan
Requirements/Timing: Applicant shall sSubmit the proof of notice to P&D prior to recordation.

Se¢. Applicant shall submit preliminary grading and drainage plan. Plan Requirements/Timing:
Prior to map recordation, applicant shall submit a preliminary grading/drainage plan for review
and approval by P&D and Flood Control District. The plan shall demonstrate that there will be
no net rate of increase in runoff onto adjacent parcels from subdivision development in excess
of current conditions or, if there is, that adequate mitigation measures approved by Flood
Control District to protect adjacent parcels shall be implemented.

The Findings and the Conditions of Approval reflect the action of the Zoning Administrator and are
included in this letter as Attachment A and Attachment C.

Action of the Zoning Administrator is final unless appealed in writing to the Santa Barbara County
Board of Supervisors within ten (10) days following action by the Zening Administrator. If this
decision is appealed, there is a $443; fee for both non-applicant and applicant appeals, and must be
delivered to the Clerk of the Board at 105 East Anapamu Street, Room 407, Santa Barbara, California.
THE APPEAL PERIOD EXPIRES ON THURSDAY, APRIL 19, 2007 at 5 p.m.

If thls action is appealed, a public hearmg must be set within 30 days of the fining of the appeal unless

the applicant submits in writing a waiver consenting to a time extension pursuant to Government Code
Section 66452.5(d).

If your project is approved, your right to divide the property is subject to compliance with the various
departmental conditions. It is the responsibility of the applicant to take the necessary steps to satisfy all

of the conditions and provide for payment of taxes prior to recordation unless the condition states
otherwise.

Approval to divide the property expires thirty-six months from the date of approval if the applicant has
not recorded a Parcel Map prepared by a registered civil engineer or licensed land surveyor. Approval
to divide the property expires on April 19, 2010. However, a time extension totaling no more than five
years may be granted by the Zoning Administrator if before the expiration date an application is filed
along with the required filing fee with the Planning and Development Department.

The Cahforma Subdivision Map Act and County Code Chapter 21 prohibits the sale, lease or financing
of any parcel approved on the tentative parcel map, until a Parcel Map is recorded.

Sincerely,

Lot G

Zoning Administrator

xe: Case File: 06TPM-00000-00003
Hearing Support Zoning Administrator File
Petra Leyva
Records Management
Engineer: Justin Height, Penfield & Smith, P.O. Box 98, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Agent: Ray Severn, Penfield & Smith, P.O. Box 98, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Address File: 1390 Solomon Road, Santa Maria, CA 93455
County Parks Department
County Public Works, Road Division
Environmental Health Services



Zoning Administrator Hearing of Ar. .. 9, 2007
Conley Tentative Parcel Map, 06 TPM-00000-00003
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County Air Pollution Contro] District
County Works, Flood Control
County Fire Department

County Surveyor’s Office

Supervisor Gray, Fourth District
Joyce Gerber, Planner

Attachments: Attachment A — Findings ‘
Attachment C - Conditions of Approval

ZA:ah

G\GROUP\Permitting\Case Files\TPM\06 cases\06TPM-00000-00003 for TPM 14,693¥04-09-07actltr.doc






ATTACHMENT F: STAFF REPORT FOR
CASE NO. 06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693






SANTA BARBARA COUNTY ZONING ADMINISTRATOR
Staff Report for Conley Tentative Parcel Map ‘

Hearing Date: February 5, 2007 ' Supervisorial District: Fourth
Staff Report Date: January 19, 2007 ' Staff: Joyce Gerber
Case No.: 06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693 Phone #: 934-6265

Environmental Document: Exempt, CEQA Guidelines Sec. 15315 Minor Land Divisions

OWNER ‘ VICINITY M
Mr. and Mrs. Robert and Sharon Conley
1390 Solomon Road

Santa Maria, CA 93455

805-937-3049

AGENT

Ray Severn

Penfield & Smith

210 E. Enos Drive
Santa Maria, CA 93454
805-925-2345

ENGINEER

Justin Height

Penfield & Smith

P O Box 98

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Assessor Parcel Number 105-010-032, located on the southwest
intersection of Solomon Road and Song Lane (formerly known as Miller
Lane), known as 1390 Solomon Road, Santa Maria, Fourth Supervisorial

District.
Application Filed: February 8, 2006
Application Complete: - March 24, 2006
Processing Deadline: 60 days from NOE

1.0 REQUEST

Hearing on the request of Robert and Sharon Conley, applicants, to consider case No. 06 TPM-
00000-00003/TPM 14,693 [application filed on F ebruary 8, 2006] for approval of a Tentative
Parcel Map in Compliance with County Code Chapter 21 to divide 3.23 acres gross/3.01 acres
net into three lots of approximately 1.0 acres gross and net, 1.01 acres gross and net, and 1.23
acres gross/1.01 acres net on property zoned 1-E-1; and to accept the Exemption pursuant to
Section 15315 of the State Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental
Quality Act. The application involves AP No. 105-01 0-032, located at 1390 Solomon Road, in
the Santa Maria area, Fourth Supervisorial District. ’
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2.0 RECOMMENDATION AND PROCEDURES

Follow the procedures outlined below and conditionally approve Case No. 06TPM-00000-
00003/TPM 14,693 marked "Officially Accepted, County of Santa Barbara (February 5, 2007)
Zoning Administrator Attachment 1," based upon the project's consistency with the Comprehensive
Plan and based on the ability to make the required findings.

The Zoning Administrator’s action should include the following:

1. Adopt the required findings for the project specified in Attachment A of this
 staff report, including CEQA findings. ' ‘

2. Accept the exemption, included as Attachment B pursuant to CEQA Section
15315.

3. Approve the project subject to the conditions included as Attachment C.

Refer to staff if the Zoning Administrator takes other than the recommended action for appropriate
findings and conditions.-

3.0 JURISDICTION

This project is being considered by the Zoning Administrator based upon County Code Chapter 21
(Subdivision Regulations) and the County Land Use and Development Code (Zoning Regulations)
which state that the Zoning Administrator is the review authority for all tentative subdivision maps

that have been determined to be exempt from the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA).

4.0 ISSUE SUMMARY

Staff has analyzed the project and has determined that it is consistent with all applicable policies of
the Comprehensive Plan, including the Orcutt Community Plan, and all applicable subdivision and
zoning regulations.
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5.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

5.1  Site Information

Site Information

Comprehensive Plan Urban, Single Family Residential
Designation Orcutt Community Plan, Key Site D
Ordinancé, Zone County LUDC, one acre minimum lot size
Site Size 3.23 acres gross/3.01 acres net -

Present Use & Development Residential/single family dwelling

Surrounding Uses/Zone(s) North: 1-E-1, Residential
: South: 3-E-1, Residential
East: 1-E-1, Residential
West: 1-E-1 and 3-E-1, Residential

Access Solomon Road

Other Site Information

Public Services Water Supply: Private Well (proposed Parcel 3); Golden

' State Water Company (proposed Parcels 1 and 2)

Sewage: Private septic to be converted to Laguna Sanitation

District (proposed Parcel 3) and Laguna Sanitation District

(proposed Parcels 1 and 2) ’

Fire: Santa Barbara County Fire Department Station #22
(Tiffany Park)

Schools: Orcutt Union Elementary School District and Santa

Maria Joint Union High Schoo! District '

5.2 Background Information

The current 3.23 acres gross (3.01 acres net) lot was legally created as lot C of Parcel Map 11,903
which recorded on June 10, 1975. On June 9, 1977 a land 'use permit was approved for the single
family house that has since been constructed. The applicants live on the property.
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5.3 Project Description

The applicants are requesting approval of a lot split to divide the property into a total of three lots.
Proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be 1.0 acre each. Proposed Parcel 3 would be 1.23 acres gross (1.01
acres net).

Proposed Parcel 3 is currently developed with one single family dwelling, attached garage, and shed.
The existing single family dwelling would be located on proposed Parcel 3 as a result of the
proposed 3-way lot split. Proposed Parcels 2 and 3 would not contain any structures but would be
available for future residential use. ’

Water service for future development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be served by Golden State
Water Company subject to a Supplemental Water Purchase Agreement with the City of Santa Maria.
An existing private well provides water for the existing single family dwelling on proposed Parcel 3.
Waste disposal for the existing development is provided by an existing septic system. This system
will be abandoned and the existing development will be served by the Laguna Sanitation District.

Future development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would also be served by Laguna Sanitation.

The existing access to the residence on proposed Parcel 3 is from Solomon Road, a public road.
Access to proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be from Song (formerly Miller) Lane via Solomon Road.

6.0 PROJECT ANALYSIS

6.1 Environmental Review

The project is exempt from environmental review pursuant to Section 15315 (minor land divisions)
of the State CEQA Guidelines.

6.2 Comprehensive Plan Consistency

6.2.1 Land Use Element

® Land Use Designation.: Single Family Residential; one acre minimuin lor size

Consistent: The proposed lot split would result in parcels that are approximately one acre in size,
which would be consistent with the current one acre minimum parcel size requirement.

° Land Use Development Policy 20 The densities specified in the Land Use Plan are
maximums and may be reduced [ ir Is determined that such reduction Is warranted by
condirions specifically applicable fo a site, suct as ropograply, geologic or flood hazards,
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fabiiar areas, or steep slopes. HLowever, density #ay be increased under programs of the
Lousing Element

Consistent: The proposed project would result in parcels that meet the minimum one acre specified by the
Comprehensive Plan. There are no physical constraints that would dictate a reduced density.

e Land Use Development Policy 3¢ No urban develgpment shall be permirred beyord
boundaries of land designared Jor urbarn uses except in nefehborkoods i rural areas

Consistent: The project site is located within the urban area of Orcutt.

J Land Use Development Policy 4+ Prior fo issuance of '@ use permiy, the Connty shall
make lhe Jfinding based on nformation provided by environmental documents, stajy
analysis, arnd the applicons rhaer adeguare public or private services and resources fZe
water, sewer, roads, erc,) are available 1o serve e proposed developmernt. 7he applicant
Sthall assume jirll responsibIliLy jor costs incurred in service exrensions or Iprovemenss
trat are reguired as a reswlt of the proposed projecr. Lack of avaiable public or privare
services or resources shall be grounds Jor denial of the project or reduction in the densizy
olfrerwise indicated in the land use DI,

e Land Use Development Policy 50 Within designared wrban areas, new develgpmernt
otfrer than that jor agricaliural puiposes shall be serviced by the qppropriare  pUblic sewer
and water 2Istrict or an existing mutual warer company, i such service rs avarlzble,

Consistent: Water: Proposed Parcel 3 ig currently served by a domestic water well. Future
development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be served by Golden State Water Company subject
to a Supplemental Water Purchase Agreement with the City of Santa Maria dated September 25, 2006.

Sewer: Sanitary services would be provided Laguna Sanitation for proposed Parcels 1, 2 and 3. The
existing septic system must be abandoned.

Roads: Access to the existing residence located on proposed Parcel 3 would continue via Solomon
Road, a public road. Song (formerly Miller) Lane will provide access to proposed Parcels 1 and 2. -
Proposed access to both lots is shown on the Tentative Parcel Map. A long-term maintenance
agreement is required. The project’s Solomon Road frontage must be improved to County standards,
which will require widening,

o Hillide and Warershed Profection Lolicy 1: Plans for development shall minimize cus
and jill operations. Plans requiring excessive culting and Jilling may be denied if it is
determined rhat the develgpment conld be carried out with loss alteration of the ratural/
rerram.

° Lillside and W atershed Profection Lolicy 2r AU developments stall be designed 1o fir
the site lopograplhy, soils, geology, Lydrology, and any other existing conditions and be
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oricnted so that grading and other site preparation is kepf o an absolute miimunt.
Natural features, landforms, and native vegetation, such as trees, shall be preserved o the
maximun exrent jeasible. Areas of the site whickh are not suired to development becanse 9f
Arnown soll, geologic, flood, erosion or other hazards shall remain in opern space.

Consistent: Proposed Parcels 1 and 2 are relatively flat along their north margin but slope gently to
the south at five to 13 percent. The proposed access drive to these lots from Song Lane is along the
northern border of the lots, which is nearly flat. Minimal over-excavation and re-compaction would
be required to prepare the site for residential structures and access driveways. Grading for building
pads and an access driveway would not require extensive amounts of cut or fill and would not cause
permanent changes in topography.

° Flood Policy 1: Al development, including construction, excavation, and Lgraqding,
except for flood control projects and non-structura! agriculinral uses, shall be pro#fbized
in the floodway unless gffssetting improvements in accordance with HUD regularions are

provided. [fthe proposed development falls within the floodway [itnge, developmernt may
be permirted, provided creek serback requirements are met and Jinisth floor elevations are
above the projected 100-pear flood elevation, as specified in the Flood Plain Managemernt
Ordinance.

® Flood Policy 2: Permitted development shall not cause or contribute to flood hazards or
lead 1o expenditure of public jiunds jor Jlood control work, lLe, dams, Stream
clannelizarions, erc

Consistent: The project site is not located within a 100-year flood plain. The proposed project
would be required to meet conditions required by the Flood Control District in their letter dated
March 16, 2006. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with this policy.

° Fisuil Resource Policy 3 lnn areas desjpnated as urban on the larnd use plan maps and
i designared rural nejghborfioods, new structures stall be in conformance with e scale
and character of the evisting community. Clustered developmens, varied circulation

patterns, and diverse fousing fypes shall be enconraged.

Consistent: The project site is in an urban area. Future development on the new one-acre parcels
must be found consistent and compatible with the scale and character of the existing community.

6.2.2 Circulation Element

° A project that would contripute ADIs fo a roadway where lie Estimared Futiure
Folume does not exceed the policy capacity andior PHTS 1o intersections operating at a
LOS C or betrer Is considered consistent.

Consistent: The proposed parcel map would create the potential for development of two single-
family residences Single-family residences are assumed to generate 10 average daily vehicle trips
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(ADT) and onel peak-hour trip during morning/evening work traffic (total 20 ADT, 2 PHT). This
would not result in a significant impact on area roadways, intersections or traffic levels, based on the
County thresholds of significance (an increase of greater than 0.10 in volume-to-capacity ratio at
nearby intersections or use of a substantial portion of remaining roadway capacity). This small
addition 'to traffic represents an incremental contribution to cumulative traffic in the area, and
pursuant to County ordinance, traffic mitigation fees would be required to offset the project’s
contribution to cumulative traffic. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with this
policy.

6.2.3 Orcutt Community Plan

Key Site D

The subject parcel is within Key Site D as designated by the Orcutt Community Plan. This site
consists of 15 parcels under separate ownership, ranging in size from 1 acre to 8.38 acres for a
combined area of 60.99 acres. The triangle-shaped key site is located approximately 1,600 feet west
of Blosser Road. It is bounded by Solomon Road, low density residential development (Key Site E),
and agricultural land (Key Site 22) to the north; Highway 1 and rural agricultural land to the south;
and the Westrails Estates subdivision to the east. The Orcutt Community Plan projected
development of an additional ‘14 single family residences at total build-out, including maximum
build-out of the subject parcel, given the 1 to 3-acre minimum parcel size.

® Lolicy LSD-1: Kep Sive D is desipnared Residential 7.0 and zoned 1-£-7 on A PNs 075-
010-28, -32, -40, -#7, -77, and -74, and desjgnared Residentiol 4.3 and zoned 3-£-7 on A LN
105-010-28, -37, 73, ~706, -37, -78, 7Y, 43, and 72, Anp proposed development on Key Site
D shall comply with the following developmert standards,

DevStd KSD-4: Future development' of lands planned and zoned for residential densities 0f 0.33
Or more units per acre (e.g., 1-E-1 and 3-E-1) shall be served by public sewers.
An exception to this standard may be granted where the County can make all of
the following findings: '

i, The application is for the two-way division of a lot legally created prior
to March 2, 1987, and both resultant lots would contain a gross area of at
- least one acre;

' For the purpose of this Standard, “development” does not include the construction of a primary single family dwelling
on a lot legally created prior to March 2, 1987, nor to development which can be accommodated by an existing private
sewage disposal (septic) system and permitted by the County without discretionary action, in compliance with applicable
regulations and policies.
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ii. Public sewer service to the property would not be feasible® during the
time legally allowed for map recordation, including any permissible time
extension(s);

iii. All septic systems on the property shall comply with all customary
County requirements and standards, to the satisfaction of County
Environmental Health Services Division.

In any case where this exception is granted, the project shall be conditioned such
that: no further division of the property shall be permitted until such time as a
public sewer service becomes feasible; and, all existing and new structures
served by septic systems shall be required to connect to public sewers as soon as
service becomes feasible.

Consistent: All three of the proposed parcels would be served by the Laguna Sanitation District.
~ The existing septic system would be abandoned. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with
DevStd KSD-4.

® Policy LU-0-3: Tlhe Courty shall reguire that adeguate resonrces and service capaciyy
are available 1o accommodate the growth identified within 1us Flar.

Consistent: As described in the discussion section for LUDP #4 above, the project site would have
adequate service capacity. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with this policy.

U DevStd FIRE-0-2.2- The County skall require two routes of ingress and egress Jor
development unless watved by the Fire Depariment.

Consistent: The Fire Department determined that the project would be adequately served with only
one route of ingress and egress. Therefore, the proposed project would consistent with this policy.

e DevStd LIB-O-1.2: The County shall require a library mizigation fee on development ro
Jund the cost of acquisition by purchase or lease, construction, and jurnisiing aof a new
Lbrary faciity. The jee shall be determined upon completion gf an infiastruciure
Jonancing program. AN development approved after adoption of the OCP shall be subject
10 1his foe, which shall be paid prior fo issuance of Building Permils or as determined by
2A2¢ IRfFastrucInre Jinancing programt.

® DevStd LIB-O-1.4- If Mello Roos Communily Fiacilities Distyicts are jormed in. the
Orcutt Planning Area fo fund operation and maintenance gf a lDrary, prior fo

2 For the purpose of the Development Standards, “feasible”” means “capable of being accomplished in a successful
manner, taking into account economic, environmental, legal, and technological factors.” The Orcutt “Ranchette Area” is
within the Laguna County Sanitation District, and it is the responsibility of the project applicant to provide a compelling
factual demonstration that service would not be “feasible” under finding e.ii. »
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discretionary project gpproval of projects whick impact libraries, all applicants in e

Planning area must either agree fo participate in the District’s Junding mechanisms for
Lbrary services or otherwise demonstrate that the project Is filly mirjpating tie increase iz
demand for library services caused by the project.

® DevSid OS-0-73: [f a Mello Roos District is Jormed in the Orcutr Planning Area fo
Sund operations and maintenance of parks, recreation, opern space and Irails, prior 7o
discrefionary project approval of projects whick immpact gpen space, all applicants in the
planning area must eitfier agree fo participare in the Mello Roos LDistrics, or provide other
mitigation of the project’s impact on these services and demonstrate that @ Homeowner’s
Association will be formed whick will generate adegrate revenues fo provide long rerm
gperations and mainienance of any privare Services.

Consistent: The project would be conditioned to pay all required fees in effect at the time of project
approval including a Library fee and a Parks fee in order to mitigate for impacts to the public library

and public parks in the Orcutt area. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with this
policy.

e Lolicy CIRC-O-3: The County shall maintzin a mininum Level of Service (LOS) C or
better on roadwaps and Intersections wirhin the Orcutt Llanning Areq, excepl thar
Minimum Level gf Service jor the Foster RoadHwy 735 and Lakeview/Skyway Dr.
intersections and Stillwell and Lakeview Roads stall be LOS D,

Consistent: As described previously in 6.2, the project would not cause roadways and intersections
to operate at Levels of Service below the standards set in this policy. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy. ' '

° Lolicy WAT-O-2: The County may approve develgpment under the OCP as long as
rhere are existing or permanent entitlement backed lorg-term supplemental water supplics
(Le, nor continued overdraff of the groundwater basiy) adeguate rfo meer the water
demarnd, as determined by County stajfi of such develgpmernt. Developmert beyond thar
whicl can be served by existing or permanent entitlement backed long-term water supplics

Shall nor be approved, consistent with Land Use Flement LUDP 4 7 ong rlerm
supplemental sypplies are defined as lasting as long as the defined optimal Ijfe of a project
(he, 75 pears). [fthe water purvepor(s) is nor purchasing State Water entiflements (is in-

Jact entering info a contract for water), the C oHNLY rerams 12e righir 1o review rhe contract
7o ensure har the rferms filfill the definition of a long-rerm supplemental supply. This

Ppolicy only applies ro discretionary projects, as well as sirgle famiy homes.

e DevSid WAT-0-2.1: Prior 1o development plan approval, the developer rmust provide a
araff of an agreement for Connty review and approval iderntgjing the long-rerm source of
warer o be used ro serve the project Prior lo land use clearance, the developer must

provide a final contract for the provision of long-rerm water syfjicient to serve the project.
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Consistent: A private well provides water for the existing development on proposed Parcel 3.
Future development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be served by Golden State Water Service

subject to a Supplemental Water Purchase Agreement with the City of Santa Maria dated September
25, 2006.

® Policy AO-0O-2; Significant fugitive dust and PMy emissions shall be reduced 1hrongt
Lmplementation of qppropriate construction restrictions and control measwures, consisient
wirt: standards adopted by rhe Board,

Consistent: Adherence to Air Pollution Control District conditions as identified in'the APCD letter
dated February 16, 2006 would ensure consistency with this policy.

e DevStd GEO-0-2.2¢ Development shall be profubited on slopes greater than 30%
unless this would prevent reasonable development of @ properiy. i areas of urnstable souls,
Lighly erosive soils or on slgpes berween 20% and 30% development shall not be allowed,
wiless an evalwation by a gualified professional (eg., sols engineer, geologist, etc)
establishes that the proposed project will not result in unsiable slopes or severe erosion or
2/2is wonld prevenr reasonable development of a properiy.

Consistent: The entire project site has slopes less than 15%; therefore, the project would be
consistent with this policy.

e Policy-FSCL-O-1: The County shall ensure thar adequate funding is available jor /e
construction of public infrastructure and facilities as identified in the Orcuts Communizy
Plarn and the Public lnfrastructure Fingrcing Frogram.

e Policy-FSCL-0-2: The County shall strive fo ensure that funding is available for the
operation and maintenance of public factlities in the communiyy of Orcuir.

Consistent: The proposed project would be required to pay road fees and development impact fees
based on the size of the structures and the number of units. Therefore, the proposed project would
be consistent with these policies.

® DevSid KSF-3: In order fo minimize grading, a’eye/qa//ze)zt should wtilize existing
andyor shered access roads where jeasidle.

Consistent: Access would be provided by the existing Solomon Road and Song (formerly Miller)

Lane. Proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would share an access drive with a Fire Department-approved
turnaround as shown on the Parce] Map.

6.3 Ordinance Compliance
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The property is zoned 1-E-1. Based on the size and configuration of the proposed lots, future
development would be able to meet all zone district requirements.

6.4 Subdivision/Development Review Committee

The Subdivision/Development Review Committee (SDRC) reviewed the project on March 6, 2006
‘and August 17, 2006. The issues discussed included the Fire Department requirement for private
road naming; Miller Lane has been renamed Song Name (ZA Action Letter dated June 7, 2006)

Condition letters from County Departments are included in the attached conditions of approval
(Attachment C). "

6.5 Board of Architectural Review
This project was not required to be reviewed by the BAR.

6.6  Agricultural Preserve Advisory Committee
This lot is not an Agricultural Preserve under the Williamson Act.

6.7 Development Impact Mitigation Fees

A series of ordinances and resolutions adopted by the County Board of Supervisors require the
payment various development impact mitigation fees. This project is subject to the fees as shown in
the following table. The amounts shown are estimates only. The actual amounts will be calculated in
accordance with the fee resolutions in effect when the fees are paid.

The developer of a project that is required to pay development impact mitigation fees may appeal to
the Board of Supervisors for a reduction, adjustment or waiver of any of those fees based on the
absence of a reasonable relationship between the impacts of the proposed project and the fee
category for which fees have been assessed. The appeal must be in writing and must state the factual
basis on which the particular fee or fees should be reduced, adjusted or waived. The appeal must be
submitted to the director(s) of the relevant departments within 15 calendar days following the
determination of the fee amount(s). For a discretionary project, the date of determination of fee
amounts is the date on which the review authority adopts the conditions of approval and approves
the project.

Estimated Orcutt Development Plan Impact Mitigation Fees

Fee Program Base Fee (per unit or 1,000 sf) | Estimated Fee Fee due at
Recreation (Parks) $3,356/unit $6,712 Map Recordation
Quimby

Develop. Mitigation
Comm. & Industrial

Transportation $7,204 Map Recordation
Roadway $2,94l/umt
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Bikeways 52064

Landscape Medians $307 '

Regional Drainage 0 Final Inspéction
Fire 0 Final Inspection
Countywide(30.20/sf) Final Inspection
Orcutt Area :

Library 0 Final Inspection
Public Administration ' 0 Final Inspection
Sheriff ‘ 0 Final Inspection

7.0 APPEALS PROCEDURE

The action of the Zoning Administrator may be appealed to the Planning Commission within ten
(10) calendar days following the date of the Zoning Administrator’s decision by the applicant or an
aggrieved person. The appeil fee to the Planning Commission 1s $403.

ATTACHMENTS

A. Findings
B. Notice of Exemption
C.  Conditions of Approval with attached Departmental letters
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1.0

2.0

21

ATTACHMENT A: FINDINGS

CEQA FINDINGS

Accept the exemption for this project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15315,
Minor Land Division. The section exempts minor land divisions within urbanized areas,
where slopes do not exceed an average of 20% and all services and access are available,
The tentative parcel map will not have an impact on the surrounding environment and is
consistent with this categorical exemption based on the discussion in Section 6.2 of the
staff report dated January 19, 2007.

ADMINISTRATIVE FINDINGS

SUBDIVISION MAP ACT FINDINGS

Pursuant to the Subdivision Map Act, the Zoning Administrator shall deny 06TPM-00000-
00003/TPM 14,693 if any of the following Subdivision Map Act Findings can be made:

2.1.1

2.2

2.2.1

State Government Code §66473.5. No local agency shall approve a tentative map, or a
parcel map for which a tentative map was not required, unless the legislative body finds
that the proposed subdivision, together with the provisions for its design and
improvement is consistent with the general plan required by Article 5 (commencing with
§65300) of Chapter 3 of Division 1 or any specific plan adopted pursuant to Article 8
(commencing with §65450) of Chapter 3 of Division 1.

The proposed lots of 1.23 acres gross/1.0 acre net (proposed Parcel 1), 1.00 acre gross/net -
(proposed Parcel 2), and 1.00 acre gross/net (proposed Parcel 3) and the configuration of
the parcel map are consistent with the property’s Comprehensive Plan Designation of
Urban, Residential, one acre minimum parcel size. The proposed project is consistent
with all applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan (see discussion in Section 6.2 of

this Staff Report, dated January 19, 2006). Therefore, consistency with this finding can
be made.

State Government Code §66474. The following Jfindings shall be cause for disapproval of
a Tentative Parcel Map/Tract Map:

The proposed map is not consistent with applicable general and specific plans as
specified in §66451.

The proposed project is consistent with the County Land Use and Development Code and
Chapter 21, Subdivision Regulations, based upon the project description and proposed
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2.2.3

2.24

2.2.5

2.2.6

entative Parcel Map, 06 TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693

conditions of approval (see discussions in Sections 6.2 and 6.3 of this Staff Report, dated
January 19, 2007). Therefore, consistency with this finding can be made.

The design or improvement of the proposed subdivision is not consistent with
applicable general and specific plans. '

The design and improvements of the proposed land division and future development are
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan based on specific conditions placed on the map.
The lot size, lot configuration and lot dimensions -are consistent with the Zoning
Ordinance and the Comprehensive Plan. The map also meets all the requirements of the
Subdivision Ordinance (see discussions in Sections 6.2 and 6.3 of this Staff Report, dated
January 19, 2007). Therefore, consistency with this finding can be made.

The site is not physically suitable for the type of development proposed.

The site is currently developed with a single family dwelling on proposed Parcel 3. The
dwelling is accessed from Solomon Road and is served by a private well and septic/leach
field system. The site is surrounded by existing single family residential development
within E-1 zones. The proposed lot split will not physically affect the ongoing residential
use except that it will be connected to the public sewer system. Proposed Parcels 1 and 2
will take access from the private Song Lane. The site contains slopes of less than 15
percent. Therefore consistency with this finding can be made. '

The site is not physically suited for the proposed density of development.

The design and improvements of the proposed land division and future development will
be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. The lot size, lot configuration and lot
dimensions are consistent with the LUDC and the Comprehensive Plan which allow for
one acre minimum lot size. The proposed land division would create three lots of 1.23
gross/1.0 net acres, 1.0 gross/net acre and 1.0 gross/net acre, which would meet the
minimum lot size of one acre. The map also meets all the requirements of the
Subdivision Ordinance (see discussion in Sections 6.2 of this Staff Report, dated January
19, 2007). Therefore, consistency with this finding can be made.

The design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements is likely to cause
substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife
or their habitat. '

An exemption pursuant to CEQA Section 15315, Minor Land Divisions has been
prepared for this project. Future residential development will not adversely impact any
sensitive environmental resources because none are known on the site. The existing
residential use on proposed Parcel 3 will not change. Water and sanitary services for
future development will be provided by public utilities. A drainage plan will be reviewed
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2.2.7

2.2.8

2.2.9

2.2.10

by the Flood Department prior to map recordation. The tentative parcel map is consistent
with this categorical exemption. Therefore, consistency with this finding can be made.

The design of the subdivision or ype of improvements is likely to cause serious public
health problems.

No public health problems will result from the approval of this parcel map or from
subsequent development of the project site. Proposed Parcel 3 is currently served by an
existing water well and private septic system but will connect to the public sewer system
as part of the project. Future development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2 will be served by
Golden State Water subject to a supplemental water agreement, and by Laguna Sanitation
District. These services will be adequate to serve the proposed project subject to
compliance with project conditions. .

The design of the subdivision or the tpe of improvements will conflict with easements,
acquired by the public at large, Jor access through or use of, property within the
proposed subdivision.

The project will not conflict with any public easements or public use of the site.

State Government Code §66474.4, The legislative body of a county shall deny approval of
a tentative map or parcel map if it finds that the land is subject to a contract entered into
pursuant to the California Land Conservation Act of 1965 and that either the resulting
parcels following a subdivision of that land would be too small to sustain their
agricultural use or the subdivision will result in residential development not incidental to
the commercial agricultural use of the land. ' '

The proposed land division is not subject to the Williamson Act (Agricultural PreserVe).

State Government Code §66474.6. The governing body of any local agency shall
determine whether discharge of waste from the proposed subdivision into an existing
community sewer system would result in violation of existing requirements prescribed by

a California Regional Water Quality Control Board pursuant to Division 7 (commencing
with §13000) of the Water Code.

Proposed Parcel 3 is currently served by an existing water well and private septic system.
Future development on proposed Parcels 1 and 2 are conditioned to require a “can and
will serve” letter from the Laguna Sanitation District. The existing septic system on
proposed Parcel 3 will be abandoned and the development will be required to connect to

the public sewer system as part of the project. Therefore consistency with this finding
can be made.
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ATTACHMENT C: CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Conley Tentative Parcel Map
06TPM-00000-00003/TPM 14,693

This Tentative Parcel Map is based upon and limited to compliance with the project
description, the hearing exhibits marked Exhibit 1 dated J anuary 8, 2007, and conditions
of approval set forth below. Any deviations from the project description, exhibits or
conditions must be reviewed and approved by the County for conformity with this
approval. Deviations may require approved changes to the permit and/or further
environmental review. Deviations without the above-described approval will constitute a
violation of permit approval.

The project description is as follows:

The proposed project involves the division of a 3.23 acres gross (3.01 acres net) lot into three
lots of 1.0 net (proposed Parcel 1), 1.0 net (proposed Parcel 2) and 1.23 gross/1.01 net acres
(proposed Parcel 3). Water would continue to be provided by private water well for
proposed Parcel 3. Water would be provided by Golden State Water for Proposed Parcels 1
and 2. Sanitary services for proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be provided by Laguna
Sanitation. Sanitary service to proposed Parcel 3 is currently provided by private septic
system but would be connected to Laguna Sanitation at the time of connection for proposed
Parcels 1 and 2. Existing development on proposed Parcel 3 consists of a single family
dwelling, attached garage, and a shed. Access to proposed Parcels 1 and 2 would be from
Song Lane. Access to proposed Parcel 3 would continue to be from Solomon Road.

The grading, development, use, and maintenance of the property, the size, shape,
arrangement, and location of structures, parking areas and landscape areas, and the
protection and preservation of resources shall conform to the project description above and
the hearing exhibits and conditions of approval below. The property and any portions
thereof shall be sold, leased or financed in compliance with this project description and the
approved hearing exhibits and conditions of approval hereto. All plans (such as Landscape
and Tree Protection Plans) must be submitted for review and approval and shall be
implemented as approved by the County.

STANDARD CONDITIONS FOR TENTATIVE PARCEL MAPS

2.

Prior to recordation of the tentative map and subject to P&D approval as to form and
content, the applicant shall include all of the mitigation measures, conditions, agreements
and specific plans associated with or required by this project approval on a separate
informational sheet to be recorded with the Parcel Map. All applicable conditions and
mitigation measures of the project shall be printed on grading and/or building plans and
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shall be graphically illustrated where feasible. If Land Use Permits are obtained prior to
recordation, Tentative Map conditions will not apply retroactively to the previously
issued Land Use Permit. For any subsequent development on any parcels created by the
project, each set of plans accompanying a Land Use Permit shall contain these conditions.

If the proposed parcel map is revised from the approved Tentative Map or if changes to
conditions are sought, approval shall be in the same manner as for the originally approved
tentative map.

Two copies of the map to finalize the tentative map and required review fees in effect at
the time, shall be submitted to Planning and Development (P & D) for compliance review
of P & D conditions before P & D will issue Parcel Map clearance to the County
Surveyor. The map shall show statistics for net” lot area and any open space (* net =
gross less any public road right of way).

The parcel map shall include an easement over Parcel 2 in favor of Parcel 1 at the time of
conveyance of either parcel. This agreement is to be recorded with the Parcel Map.

COUNTY RULES & REGULATIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

6.

Compliance with Departmental Letters Required as Follows:
Park Department letter dated June 7, 2006
Public Works, Roads Division letter, December 14, 2006
Environmental Health Services letter dated December 11, 2006
Air Pollution Control District letter dated February.16, 2006
Surveyor’s Office letter dated March 20, 2006

- Public Works, Flood Control letter dated March 16, 2006
Fire Department letter dated March 8, 2006

@ o e o P

Prior to recordation, the applicant shall pay all applicable P & D permit processing fees in
full.

All applicable development fees shall be paid as specified in the Orcutt Development
Impact Fee Ordinances and Resolutions. '

Developer shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless the County or its agents, officers
and employees from any claim, action or proceeding against the County or its agents,
officers or employees, to attack, set aside, void, or annul, in whole or in part, the County's
approval of the Tentative Parcel Map. In the event that the County fails promptly to
notify the applicant of any such claim, action or proceeding, or that the County fails to

~ cooperate fully in the defense of said claim, this condition shall thereafter be of no further

force or effect.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

In the event that any condition imposing a fee, exaction, dedication or other mitigation
measure is challenged by the project sponsors in an action filed in a court of law or
threatened to be filed therein which action is brought in the time period provided for in
State Government Code §66499.37, this approval shall be suspended pending dismissal of
such action, the expiration of the limitation period applicable to such action, or final
resolution of such action. If any condition is invalidated by a court of law, the entire
project shall be reviewed by the Zoning Administrator and no approval shall be issued
unless substitute feasible mitigation conditions/measures are imposed.

Additional Permits Required. Before using any land or structure, or commencing any
work pertaining to the erection, moving, alteration, enlarging, or rebuilding of any
building, structure, or improvement, the applicant shall obtain a Land Use Permit and
Building Permit from Planning and Development. The Permit is required by ordinance
and is necessary to ensure implementation of conditions required by the Zoning
Administrator. Before any Permit will be issued by Planning and Development, the
applicant must obtain written clearance from all department having conditions; such
clearance shall indicate that the applicant has satisfied all pre-construction conditions. A
form for such clearance is available in Planning and Development.

Prior to recordation of the tentative map and subject to P&D approval as to form and
content, the applicant shall include all of the mitigation measures, conditions, agreements
and specific plans associated with or required by this project approval on a separate
informational sheet to be recorded with the Final Map. All applicable conditions and
mitigation measures of the project shall be printed on grading and/or building plans and
shall be graphically illustrated where feasible. If Land Use Permits are obtained prior to
recordation, Tentative Map conditions will not apply retroactively to the previously
issued Land Use Permit. For any subsequent development on any parcels created by the
project, each set of plans accompanying a Land Use Permit shall contain these conditions.

If the proposed map is revised from the approved tentative map, or if changes to
conditions are sought, approval shall be in the same manner as for the originally approved
tentative map.

The Tentative Map shall expire three years after approval or conditional approval by the
final review authority unless otherwise provided in the Subdivision Map Act,
Government Code §66452.6.

Additional Permits Required: Before using any land or structure, or commencing any
work pertaining to the erection, moving, alteration, enlarging, or rebuilding of any
building, structure, or improvement, the applicant shall obtain a Land Use and Building
Permit from Planning and Development. These Permits are required by ordinance and are
necessary to ensure implementation of the conditions required by the Commission. Before

‘any Permit will be issued by Planning and Development, the applicant must obtain
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16.

17.

written clearance from all departments having conditions; such clearance shall indicate
that the applicant has satisfied all pre-construction conditions. A form for such clearance
is available from Planning and Development. '

Indemnity and Separation Clauses: Developer shall defend, indemnify and hold
harmless the County or its agents, officers and employees from any claim, action or
proceeding against the County or its agents, officers or employees, to attack, set aside,
void, or annul, in whole or in part, the County's approval of the [insert permit type/. In
the event that the County fails promptly to notify the applicant of any such claim, action
or proceeding, or that the County fails to cooperate fully in the defense of said claim, this
condition shall thereafter be of no further force or effect.”

Legal Challenge: In the event that any condition imposing a fee, exaction, dedication or
other mitigation measure is challenged by the project sponsors in an action filed in a court
of law or threatened to be filed therein which action is brought within the time period
provided for by law, this approval shall be suspended pending dismissal of such action,
the expiration of the limitation period applicable to such action, or final resolution of such
action. If any condition is invalidated by a court of law, the entire project shall be
reviewed by the County and substitute conditions may be imposed.

GA\GROUP\PERMITTING\CASE FILES\TPM\06 CASES\O6TPM-00000-00003 FOR TPM 14,693\SR.DOC



ATTACHMENT G:
PROPOSED TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP
TPM 14,693
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Santa Barbara County Appeal to the Planning Commission Application Page 1

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PERMIT APPLICATION

SITE ADDRESS: 1390 Solomon Road, Oxcutt, CA 93455

ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER; 105-010-032
PARCEL SIZE (acres/sq.ft.): Gross 3-23 Net 3-01
COMPREHENSIVE/COASTAL PLAN DESIGNATION: Res [ .0 ZONING: __| ~E ~/

Are there previous permits/applications? Cno Clyes numbers: G L {PM -03 Y TRP.L-I3
(include permit# & lot # if tract)
Are there previous environmental (CEQA) documents? Cno Oyes numbers:

1. Appellant: John & Michelle Vander Meulen Phone: 805-937-8584 FAX:
Mailing Address: 1386 Solomon Road, Orcutt, CA 93455 E-mail:
Street City State Zip
2 Aggrieved Party: John & Michelle Vander Meulen Phone: 805-937-8584 FAX:
Mailing Address: 1386 Solomon Road, Orcutt, CA 93455 E-mail
Street City State Zip
3. Owner: Phone: FAX:
Mailing Address: E-mail:
Street City State Zip
4, Agent: Phone: FAX;
Mailing Address: E-mail:
Street City State Zip
5. Attorney: Phone FAX:
Mailing Address: E-mail
Street City State Zip

R S

TTTINTY USE ONLY

07APL-00000-00027 of 07APL-00013

gase Numb  Vander Meulen Appeal of Conley TPM __gZZﬁ?trtL:Ean?:e Number

A;’;Z;Z’ch’: i390 Solomon Road Receipt Nunll;e;.' ANID & 4 aoem
Project Pla 05-010-032 Accepted for Processing ARUD J 1 Zul/
Zoning Des 1-B-1 Comp. Plan Designation

Planner: Tavee Gearher

S.B.COUNTY (NORTH)

Eﬁf;ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ & DEVELOPMENT




Santa Barbara County Appeal to the Planning Commission Application Page 2

COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA APPEAL TO THE :

X BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

PLANNING COMMISSION: COUNTY MONTECITO

RE: Project Title Conley Tentative Parcel Map

Case No. 06TPM-00000-00003 & 07APL-00000-00013

Date of Action August 22, 2007

[ hereby appeal the * approval approval w/conditions denial of the:

Board of Architectural Review — Which Board?

Coastal Development Permit decision

Land Use Permit decision

X

Planning Commission decision — Which Commission? COURtY

Planning & Development Director decision

Zoning Administrator decision

Is the appellant the applicant or an aggrieved party?
Applicant

Aggrieved party ~ if you are not the applicant, provide an explanation of how you are and
“aggrieved party” as defined on page two of this appeal form:

We are neighbors at the adjacent downslope parcel indentified as 105-010-033. We appeared in

person at previous public hearings in connection with the decision.




Santa Barbara County Appeal to the Planning Commission Application

Page 3

Reason of grounds for the appeal — Write the reason for the appeal below or submit 8 copies of your

appeal letter that addresses the appeal requirements listed on page two of this appeal form:

e Aclear, complete and concise statement of the reasons why the decision or determination is
inconsistent with the provisions and purposes of the County’s Zoning Ordinances or other

applicable law; and

Grounds shall be specifically stated if it is claimed that there was error or abuse of discretion,

or lack of a fair and impartial hearing, or that the decision is not supported by the evidence
presented for consideration, or that there is significant new evidence relevant to the decision

which could not have been presented at the time the decision was made.

The decision is not supported by the evidence presented for consideration. Evidence

presented at previous hearings showed significant potential impacts to the downslope

parcels unmitigated by the decision as it stands.

Water quality impact minimizations,

erosion controls and flood controls are insufficient and inconsistent with the

provisions and purposes of County Codes and Zoning Ordinances, including, but not limited

to, those defined in Sec. 9A-9, Chapter 14, Chapter 21, Sec 21-13, Article 35 and

Sec. 35.30.180.

Specific conditions imposed which | wish to appeal are (if applicable):

a.

b.




Santa Barbara County Appeal to the ~lanning Commission Application Page 4

Please include any other information you feel is relevant to this application.

CERTIFICATION OF ACCURACY AND COMPLETENESS Signatures must be completed for each line. If one or

more of the parties are the same, please re-sign the applicable line.

Applicant's signature authorizes County staff to enter the property described above for the purposes of inspection.

! hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the information contained in this application and all attached materials are correct, true
and complete. | acknowledge and agree that the County of Santa Barbara is relying on the accuracy of this information and my
representations in order to process this application and that any permits issued by the County may be rescinded if it is determined that

the information and materials submitted are not true and correct. | further acknowledge that | may be liable for an y costs associated
with rescission of such permits.

John & Michelle Vander Meulen

Print name and sign — Firm

Michelle Vander Meulen

Print name and sign - Preparer of this form

John & Michelle Vander Meulen
Print name and sign - Applicant

Jack Brady

Print name and sign - Agent

John Vander Meulen

Print name and sign - Landowner

GAGROUP\P&D\Digital Library\Applications & Forms\Planning Applications and Forms\AppealSubRegAPP.doc
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TPM 14, 693

PURPOSE OF REPORT

This report quantifies site hydrology and preliminary basin sizing for the proposed Parcel
Map, TPM 14,693. Peak on-site flows for the 25-year event were used for basin criteria.

LOCATION

The approximate 3-acre property is located in Orcutt, CA, bounded by Solomon Road to
the north, Song Lane to the east, and large residential lots on the west and south. The
site is currently has one single family residence.

BACKGROUND

It is proposed to develop the site to accommodate three 1 acre parcels for residential
development, with the existing house to remain, and for the future expansion of two
single family homes.

The existing site generally slopes south to southwest and drains primarily to the westerly
and southerly property lines. Due to existing area topography the site accepts negligible
offsite runoff.

Runoff Mitigation Concept

It is proposed to direct surface runoff to a drainage basin located at the site's southerly
end. The proposed basin will be considered as a detention basin with outflow metered
to meet the criteria as determined by the Santa Barbara County Flood Control District,
and in this particular area an allowable peak discharge of 0.07 cfs per developed acre is
the standard protocol.

METHOD OF ANALYSIS

Site hydrology and preliminary basin sizing were analyzed using the HydroCad v.8.00
modeling application.

Hydrologic Model Parameters
Site runoff was calculated assuming a 25-year interval, 24-hour rainfall event.
Hydrologic model parameters were determined as follows:

1. Drainage Subareas. The site was not divided into subareas and was considered
as one contiguous 3 acre drainage basin.

2. Time of concentrations (Tc): Tc was determined using anticipated flow
conditions based on the current site configuration and assumed a sheet flow for
a distance of approximately 200 feet, with the remaining distance approximated

Penfield & Smith Page 1






TPM 14, 693

as shallow concentrated flow. Existing site topography was used to determine
the slope across the site.

3. Curve Number (CN Number) CN numbers were based on proposed
improvements, as well as information derived from U.S. Department of
Agriculture Soil Conservation Service, Soil Survey of Northern Santa Barbara
Area, California, July 1972.

4. Runoff Calculation. The 25-year runoff hydrographs were calculated using the
SBUH method, assuming a 24-hour, Type | storm duration, with a 3.61" 24-hour
rainfall total, and a 2.0 Antecedent Moisture Condition.

5. Routing Calculation. Pond routing was calculated per the Storage Indication
Method.

6. Basin Configuration. Approximate rectangular shape 28-ft by 64-ft with 4:1
internal side slopes at a depth of 3 feet. Outlet structure is 18-inch pipe with a
2.5-inch orifice restrictor plate to limit flows to below the 0.07 cfs/acre
requirement for a 25-yr event.

Model Results
The following tables summarize modeled results for the 5-, 10-, 25-, 50- and 100-yr
storm events for pre and post developed condition:

Table I: Peak Flow for Various Rainfall Events

Post- Attenuated
Pre-Developed Deveioped Post-
Rainfall Event Peak Flow Peak Flow Developed
[cfs] (cfs) Peak Flow
[cfs]
5-yr 0.28 0.47 0.14
10-yr 0.42 0.63 0.17
25-yr 0.68 0.92 0.21
50-yr 0.92 1.18 0.23
100-yr 1.18 1.43 0.33

Table Il: Model Qutput, Drainage Basin Requirements

Required Available Maximum Outflow
Basin Configuration Storage Storage Water Depth [cfs]
Volume [ac-ft] Volume [ac-ft] [Ft]
Detention (25-yr) 0.104 0.286 1.73 0.23
Detention (100-yr) 0.173 0.286 252 0.33

CONCLUSIONS

Penfield & Smith Page 2






TPM 14, 693

The proposed basin sizing is adequate to attenuate flows for the 25-yr event as well as
the 100-yr event to below the historical site peak discharge, and meets the 0.07 cfs/acre
discharge requirement for the 25-year event.

Penfield & Smith Page 3
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CALCULATIONS AND ATTACHMENTS

Penfield & Smith Page 4






Post-Develope

Reach Pon

2P

Pre-developed Site
Condition

Conley APond

Drainage Diagram for 14753_TOR
Prepared by Penfield & Smith, Printed 11/16/2007

HydroCAD® 8.50 s/n 003043 © 2007 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC
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Prepared by Penfield & Smith
HydroCAD® 8.50 s/n 003043 © 2007 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC

Printed 11/16/2007
Page 2

Area Listing (all nodes)

Area CN Description

(acres) {subcatchment-numbers)
3.000 65 2 acre lots, 12% imp, HSG B (3S)
3.000 68 1 acre lots, 20% imp, HSG B (1S)



14753_TOR

Prepared by Penfield & Smith
HydroCAD® 8.50 s/n 003043 © 2007 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC

Printed 11/16/2007
Page 3

Soil Listing (all nodes)

Area Soil Subcatchment
(acres) Goup Numbers

0.000 HSG A

6.000 HSG B 1S, 38

0.000 HSG C

0.000 HSG D

0.000 Other



14753_TOR Type | 24-hr 5-yr SM Rainfall=2.62"

Prepared by Penfield & Smith Printed 11/16/2007
HydroCAD® 8.50 s/n 003043 © 2007 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 4

Time span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt=0.10 hrs, 241 points
Runoff by SBUH method, Split Pervious/Imperv.
Reach routing by Stor-Ind method - Pond routing by Stor-Ind method

Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed Runoff Area=3.000 ac  20.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>0.65"
Flow Length=660" Tc=33.4 min CN=61/98 Runoff=0.47 cfs 0.164 af

Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Runoff Area=3.000 ac  12.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>0.48"
Flow Length=680" Tc=33.4 min CN=61/98 Runoff=0.28 cfs 0.121 af

Pond 2P: Conley Pond Peak Elev=241.34" Storage=0.042 af Inflow=0.47 cfs 0.164 af
Outflow=0.14 cfs 0.150 af



14753 _TOR Type | 24-hr 5-yr SM Rainfall=2.62"

Prepared by Penfield & Smith Printed 11/16/2007
HydroCAD® 8.50 s/n 003043 ® 2007 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 5

Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed

- Type ' 24-hr:5-yr SM
7 'Rainfall=2.62"

Flow (cfs)

) ' "Flow Length=660" 73
. Tc=334min

""l"“l""‘l""l""""I“"l“"““l“"l"“""l'"'Iv"“lv"“l““l““‘“"'l“"l""'""‘I""I"“I""’
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 1‘7 18 19 2'0 21 22 23 2|4
Time (hours)



14753_TOR Type | 24-hr 5-yr SM Rainfall=2.62"

Prepared by Penfield & Smith Printed 11/16/2007
HydroCAD® 8.50 s/n 003043 © 2007 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 6

Hydrograph for Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed

Time Precip. Perv.Excess Imp.Excess Runoff
(hours) (inches) (inches) (inches) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.50 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.50 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00
2.00 0.09 0.00 0.01 0.01
2.50 0.12 - 0.00 0.02 0.01
3.00 0.14 0.00 0.03 0.01
3.50 017 0.00 0.05 0.02
4.00 0.20 0.00 0.07 0.02
450 0.23 0.00 0.09 0.02
5.00 0.26 0.00 0.11 0.03
5.50 0.29 0.00 0.14 0.03
6.00 0.33 0.00 0.17 0.03
6.50 0.36 0.00 0.20 0.03
7.00 0.41 0.00 0.24 0.04
7.50 0.46 0.00 0.28 0.05
8.00 0.51 0.00 0.33 0.05
8.50 0.57 0.00 0.39 0.06
9.00 0.67 0.00 047 0.09
9.50 0.79 0.00 0.59 0.12
10.00 1.35 0.00 1.13 0.45
10.50 1.53 0.01 1.31 0.35
11.00 1.63 0.02 1.41 0.25
11.50 1.72 0.03° 1.49 0.19
12.00 1.79 0.04 1.57 0.16
12.50 1.86 0.05 1.63 0.14
13.00 1.92 0.06 1.69 0.13
13.50 1.97 0.07 1.75 0.12
14.00 2.02 0.08 1.79 0.1
14.50 2.06 0.09 1.83 0.10
15.00 2.10 0.09 1.87 0.09
15.50 2.14 0.10 1.91 0.09
16.00 2.18 0.11 1.95 0.09
16.50 222 0.12 1.99 0.09
17.00 2.25 0.13 2.03 0.09
17.50 2.29 0.14 2.06 0.09
18.00 2.32 0.15 2.09 0.08
18.50 2.35 0.15 2.13 0.08
19.00 2.38 0.16 2.16 0.08
19.50 2.41 0.17 2.18 0.08
20.00 2.44 0.18 2.21 0.07
20.50 2.47 0.19 2.24 0.07
21.00 2.49 0.19 2.27 0.07
21.50 2.52 0.20 2.29 0.07
22.00 2.54 0.21 2.31 0.06
22.50 2.56 0.21 2.33 0.06
23.00 2.58 0.22 2.35 0.06
23.50 2.60 0.23 2.37 0.05

24.00 2.62 0.23 2.39 0.05



14753_TOR
Prepared by Penfield & Smith

Type | 24-hr 5-yr SM Rainfall=2.62"

Printed 11/16/2007

HydroCAD® 8.50 s/n 003043 © 2007 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 7
Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Condition
Hydrograph
03 | | | [Erner)
O.28—§ Type | .214-hr:5-yr SM .
0.26 T . , 3
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Hydrograph for Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Condition

Time Precip. Perv.Excess Imp.Excess Runoff
(hours) (inches) (inches) (inches) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.50 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.50 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00
2.00 0.09 0.00 0.01 0.00
2.50 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.01
3.00 0.14 0.00 0.03 0.01
3.50 0.17 0.00 0.05 0.01
4.00 0.20 0.00 0.07 0.01
4.50 0.23 0.00 0.09 0.01
5.00 0.26 0.00 0.1 0.02
5.50 0.29 0.00 0.14 0.02
6.00 0.33 0.00 0.17 0.02
6.50 0.36 0.00 0.20 0.02
7.00 0.41 0.00 0.24 0.02
7.50 0.46 0.00 0.28 0.03
8.00 0.51 0.00 0.33 0.03
8.50 0.57 0.00 0.39 0.04
9.00 0.67 0.00 0.47 0.05
9.50 0.79 0.00 0.59 0.07
10.00 1.35 0.00 1.13 0.27
10.50 1.53 0.01 1.31 0.22
11.00 1.63 0.02 1.41 0.17
11.50 1.72 0.03 1.49 0.13
12.00 1.79 0.04 1.57 0.12
12.50 1.86 0.05 1.63 0.1
13.00 1.92 0.06 1.69 0.10
13.50 1.97 0.07 1.75 0.09
14.00 2.02 0.08 1.79 0.09
14.50 2.06 0.09 1.83 0.08
15.00 210 0.09 1.87 0.08
15.50 214 0.10 1.91 0.08
16.00 2.18 0.11 1.95 0.08
16.50 222 0.12 1.99 0.07
17.00 225 0.13 2.03 0.07
17.50 2.29 0.14 2.06 0.07
18.00 2.32 0.15 2.09 0.07
18.50 2.35 0.15 213 0.07
19.00 2.38 0.16 2.16 0.07
19.50 2.41 0.17 2.18 0.07
20.00 2.44 0.18 2.21 0.06
20.50 2.47 0.19 2.24 0.06
21.00 2.49 0.19 2.27 0.06
21.50 252 0.20 2.29 0.06
22.00 2.54 0.21 2.31 0.05
22.50 2.56 0.21 2.33 0.05
23.00 2.58 0.22 2.35 0.05
23.50 2.60 0.23 2.37 0.05

24.00 2.62 0.23 238 0.04
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Pond 2P: Conley Pond
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Pond 2P: Conley Pond
Stage-Area-Storage
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Hydrograph for Pond 2P: Conley Pond

Time Inflow Storage Elevation Primary
(hours) (cfs) (acre-feet) (feet) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
0.50 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
1.00 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
1.50 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
2.00 0.01 0.000 240.50 0.00
2.50 0.01 0.000 240.51 0.00
3.00 0.01 0.001 240.52 0.00
3.50 0.02 0.001 240.54 0.00
4.00 0.02 0.002 240.55 0.01
450 0.02 0.003 240.57 0.01
5.00 0.03 0.003 240.58 0.01
5.50 0.03 0.004 240.59 0.02
6.00 0.03 0.004 240.61 0.02
6.50 0.03 0.005 240.62 0.02
7.00 0.04 0.005 240.63 0.03
7.50 0.05 0.006 240.64 0.03
8.00 0.05 0.007 240.66 0.04
8.50 0.06 0.007 240.67 0.04
9.00 0.09 0.009 240.70 0.05
9.50 0.12 0.011 240.74 0.06
10.00 0.45 0.017 240.88 0.09
10.50 0.35 0.030 24113 0.12
11.00 0.25 0.037 241.25 0.13
11.50 0.19 0.040 241.31 0.14
12.00 0.16 0.042 241.33 0.14
12.50 0.14 0.042 241.34 0.14
13.00 0.13 0.042 241.33 0.14
13.50 0.12 0.041 241.32 0.14
14.00 0.11 0.040 241.30 0.14
14.50 0.10 0.039 241.28 0.13
15.00 0.09 0.037 241.25 0.13
15.50 0.09 0.035 241.22 0.13
16.00 0.09 0.034 241.20 0.13
16.50 0.09 0.032 24117 0.12
17.00 0.09 0.031 24115 0.12
17.50 0.09 0.030 24112 0.12
18.00 0.08 0.028 241.10 0.12
18.50 0.08 0.027 241.07 0.11
19.00 0.08 0.026 241.05 0.1
19.50 0.08 0.025 241.02 0.11
20.00 0.07 0.023 241.00 0.10
20.50 0.07 0.022 240.98 0.10
21.00 0.07 0.021 240.95 0.10
21.50 0.07 0.020 240.93 0.09
22.00 0.06 0.019 240.91 0.09
22.50 0.06 0.017 240.89 0.09
23.00 0.06 0.016 240.86 0.08
23.50 0.05 0.015 240.84 0.08

24.00 0.05 0.014 240.82 0.08
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Stage-Area-Storage for Pond 2P: Conley Pond

Elevation Surface Storage Elevation Surface Storage
(feet) (acres) (acre-feet) (feet) (acres) (acre-feet)
240.50 0.041 0.000 243.10 0.100 0.181
240.55 0.042 0.002 243.15 0.102 0.186
240.60 0.043 0.004 243.20 0.103 0.191
240.65 0.044 0.006 243.25 0.105 0.196
240.70 0.045 0.009 243.30 0.107 0.202
240.75 0.047 0.011 243.35 0.109 0.207
240.80 0.048 0.013 243.40 0.1 0.213
240.85 0.049 0.016 243.45 0.113 0.218
240.90 0.050 0.018 243.50 0.114 0.224
240.95 0.051 0.021 243.55 0.116 0.230
241.00 0.052 0.023 243.60 0.118 0.236
241.05 0.053 0.026 243.65 0.120 0.241
241.10 0.054 0.029 243.70 0.122 0.248
24115 0.055 0.031 243.75 0.124 0.254
241.20 0.056 0.034 243.80 0.126 0.260
241.25 0.057 0.037 243.85 0.127 0.266
241.30 0.059 0.040 243.90 0.129 0.273
241.35 0.060 0.043 243.95 0.131 0.279
241.40 0.061 0.046 244.00 0.133 0.286
241.45 0.062 0.049
241.50 0.063 - 0.052
241.55 0.064 0.055
241.60 0.065 0.058
241.65 0.066 0.062
241.70 0.067 0.065
241.75 0.069 0.068
241.80 0.070 0.072
241.85 0.071 0.075
241.90 0.072 0.079
24195 0.073 0.083
242.00 0.074 0.086
242.05 0.075 0.090
242.10 0.076 0.094
24215 0.077 0.098
24220 0.078 - 0.101
24225 0.080 0.105
242.30 0.081 0.109
242.35 0.082 0.113
24240 0.083 0.118
242.45 0.084 0.122
24250 0.085 0.126
24255 0.086 0.130
242.60 0.087 0.135
242.65 0.088 0.139
242.70 0.089 0.143
24275 0.091 0.148
242.80 0.092 0.152
24285 0.093 0.157
24290 0.094 0.162
24295 0.095 0.166
243.00 0.096 0.171
243.05 0.098 0.176
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Time span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt=0.10 hrs, 241 points
Runoff by SBUH method, Split Pervious/Imperv.
Reach routing by Stor-Ind method - Pond routing by Stor-Ind method

Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed Runoff Area=3.000 ac  20.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>0.91"
Flow Length=660" Tc=33.4 min CN=61/98 Runoff=0.63 cfs 0.227 af

Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Runoff Area=3.000 ac 12.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>0.71"
Flow Length=660" Tc=33.4 min CN=61/98 Runoff=0.42 cfs 0.178 af

Pond 2P: Conley Pond Peak Elev=241.70' Storage=0.065 af Inflow=0.63 cfs 0.227 af
Outflow=0.17 cfs 0.197 af
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Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed
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Hydrograph for Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed

Time Precip. Perv.Excess Imp.Excess Runoff
(hours) (inches) (inches) (inches) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.50 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.50 0.08 0.00 0.01 0.00
2.00 0.1 0.00 0.02 0.01
2.50 0.14 0.00 0.03 0.01
3.00 0.17 0.00 0.05 0.02
3.50 0.20 0.00 0.07 0.02
4.00 0.24 0.00 0.10 0.03
4.50 0.28 0.00 0.13 0.03
5.00 0.31 0.00 0.16 0.03
5.50 0.35 0.00 0.19 0.04
6.00 0.39 0.00 0.22 0.04
6.50 0.44 0.00 0.26 0.04
7.00 0.49 0.00 0.31 0.05
7.50 0.55 0.00 0.36 0.06
8.00 0.61 0.00 0.42 0.06
8.50 0.69 0.00 0.49 0.08
9.00 0.80 0.00 0.60 0.1
9.50 0.95 0.00 0.75 0.15
10.00 1.62 0.02 1.40 0.58
10.50 1.84 0.04 1.61 0.50
11.00 1.96 0.07 1.74 0.36
11.50 2.06 0.09 1.84 0.28
12.00 2.15 0.1 1.93 0.23
12.50 223 0.12 2.01 0.20
13.00 2.3 0.14 2.08 0.19
13.50 2.37 0.16 2.14 0.17
14.00 243 0.17 2.20 0.15
14.50 2.48 0.19 2.25 0.14
15.00 2.53 0.20 2.30 0.13
15.50 2.57 0.22 2.34 0.13
16.00 2.62 0.23 2.39 0.13
16.50 2.67 0.25 2.44 0.13
17.00 2.71 0.26 2.48 0.12
17.50 2.75 0.28 2.52 0.12
18.00 2.79 0.29 2.56 0.12
18.50 2.83 0.30 2.60 0.11
19.00 2.87 0.32 2.64 0.11
19.50 2.90 0.33 2.67 0.1
20.00 294 0.34 2.70 0.10
20.50 2.97 0.35 2.74 0.10
21.00 3.00 0.36 2.77 0.10
21.50 3.03 0.38 2.80 0.09
22.00 3.06 0.39 2.82 0.09
22.50 3.08 0.40 2.85 0.08
23.00 3.1 0.41 2.87 0.08
23.50 3.13 0.42 2.90 0.07

24.00 3.15 0.42 2.92 0.07
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Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Condition
Hydrograph
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Hydrograph for Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Condition

Time Precip. Perv.Excess Imp.Excess Runoff
(hours) (inches) {inches) (inches) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.50 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.50 0.08 0.00 0.01 0.00
2.00 0.1 0.00 0.02 0.01
2.50 0.14 0.00 0.03 0.01
3.00 0.17 0.00 0.05 0.01
3.50 0.20 0.00 0.07 0.01
4.00 0.24 0.00 0.10 0.02
4.50 0.28 0.00 0.13 0.02
5.00 0.31 0.00 0.16 0.02
5.50 0.35 0.00 0.19 0.02
6.00 0.39 0.00 0.22 0.02
6.50 0.44 0.00 0.26 0.03
7.00 0.49 0.00 0.31 0.03
7.50 0.55 0.00 0.36 0.04
8.00 0.61 0.00 0.42 0.04
8.50 0.69 0.00 0.49 0.05
9.00 0.80 0.00 0.60 0.06
9.50 0.95 0.00 0.75 0.09
10.00 1.62 0.02 1.40 0.37
10.50 1.84 0.04 1.61 0.35
11.00 1.96 0.07 1.74 0.27
11.50 2.06 0.09 1.84 0.22
12.00 215 0.11 1.93 0.19
12.50 2.23 0.12 2.01 0.17
13.00 2.31 0.14 2.08 0.16
13.50 2.37 0.16 214 0.14
14.00 2.43 0.17 2.20 0.13
14.50 2.48 0.19 2.25 0.12
15.00 253 0.20 2.30 0.12
15.50 2.57 0.22 2.34 0.11
16.00 2.62 0.23 2.39 0.11
16.50 2.67 0.25 2.44 0.11
17.00 2.71 0.26 2.48 0.11
17.50 2.75 0.28 2.52 0.11
18.00 2.79 0.29 2.56 0.10
18.50 2.83 0.30 2.60 0.10
19.00 2.87 0.32 2.64 0.10
19.50 2.90 0.33 2.67 0.10
20.00 2.94 0.34 2.70 0.09
20.50 297 0.35 2.74 0.09
21.00 3.00 0.36 2,77 0.09
21.50 3.03 0.38 2.80 0.08
22.00 3.06 0.39 2.82 0.08
22.50 3.08 0.40 2.85 0.08
23.00 3.11 0.41 2.87 0.07
23.50 3.13 0.42 2.90 0.07

24.00 3.15 0.42 2.92 0.06
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Pond 2P: Conley Pond
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Pond 2P: Conley Pond
Stage-Area-Storage
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Hydrograph for Pond 2P: Conley Pond

Time Inflow Storage Elevation Primary
(hours) (cfs) (acre-feet) (feet) {cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
0.50 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
1.00 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
1.50 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
2.00 0.01 0.000 240.51 0.00
2.50 0.01 0.001 240.52 0.00
3.00 0.02 . 0.001 240.53 0.00
3.50 0.02 0.002 240.55 0.01
4.00 0.03 0.003 240.57 0.01
4.50 0.03 0.004 240.59 0.01
5.00 0.03 0.004 240.60 0.02
5.50 0.04 0.005 240.62 0.02
6.00 0.04 0.006 240.63 0.03
6.50 0.04 0.006 240.64 0.03
7.00 0.05 0.007 240.65 0.04
7.50 0.06 0.007 240.67 0.04
8.00 0.06 0.008 240.69 0.05
8.50 0.08 0.009 240.71 0.05
9.00 0.11 0.010 240.74 0.06
9.50 0.15 0.013 240.79 0.07
10.00 0.58 0.021 240.96 0.10
10.50 0.50 0.040 241.31 0.14
11.00 0.36 0.052 241.49 0.15
11.50 0.28 0.058 241.59 0.16
12.00 0.23 0.061 241.65 0.17
12.50 0.20 0.063 241.68 0.17
13.00 0.19 0.064 241.69 0.17
13.50 0.17 0.065 241.70 0.17
14.00 0.15 0.064 241.69 017
14.50 0.14 0.063 241.67 0.17
15.00 0.13 0.062 241.66 0.17
15.50 0.13 0.061 24163 0.17
16.00 0.13 0.059 241.61 0.16
16.50 0.13 0.058 241.59 0.16
17.00 0.12 0.056 241.56 0.16
17.50 0.12 0.054 241.54 0.16
18.00 0.12 0.053 241.51 0.16
18.50 0.1 0.051 241.49 0.15
19.00 0.11 0.050 241.46 0.15
19.50 0.11 0.048 241.43 0.15
20.00 0.10 0.046 241.40 0.15
20.50 0.10 0.044 241.37 0.14
21.00 0.10 0.042 241.34 0.14
21.50 0.09 0.040 241.31 0.14
22.00 0.09 0.039 241.28 0.13
22.50 0.08 0.037 241.24 0.13
23.00 0.08 0.035 241.21 0.13
23.50 0.07 - 0.033 24117 0.12

24.00 0.07 0.031 24114 0.12
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Stage-Area-Storage for Pond 2P: Conley Pond

Elevation Surface Storage Elevation Surface Storage
(feet) (acres) (acre-feet) (feet) (acres) (acre-feet)
240.50 0.041 0.000 243.10 0.100 0.181
240.55 0.042 0.002 243.15 0.102 0.186
240.60 0.043 0.004 243.20 0.103 0.191
240.65 0.044 0.006 243.25 0.105 0.196
240.70 0.045 0.009 243.30 0.107 0.202
240.75 0.047 0.011 243.35 0.109 0.207
240.80 0.048 0.013 243.40 0.111 0.213
240.85 0.049 0.016 243.45 0.113 0.218
240.90 0.050 0.018 243.50 0.114 0.224
240.95 0.051 0.021 243.55 0.116 0.230
241.00 0.052 0.023 243.60 0.118 0.236
241.05 0.053 0.026 243.65 0.120 0.241
241.10 0.054 0.029 243.70 0.122 0.248
241.15 0.055 0.031 243.75 0.124 0.254
241.20 0.056 0.034 243.80 0.126 0.260
241.25 0.057 0.037 243.85 0.127 0.266
241.30 0.059 0.040 243.90 0.129 0.273
241.35 0.060 0.043 243.95 0.131 0.279
241.40 0.061 0.046 244.00 0.133 0.286
241.45 0.062 0.049
241.50 0.063 0.052
241.55 0.064 0.055
241.60 0.065 0.058
241.65 0.066 0.062
241.70 0.067 0.065
241.75 0.069 0.068
241.80 0.070 0.072
241.85 0.071 0.075
241.90 0.072 0.079
241.95 0.073 0.083
242.00 0.074 0.086
242.05 0.075 0.090
242.10 0.076 0.094
242.15 0.077 0.098
242.20 0.078 0.101
242.25 0.080 0.105
242.30 0.081 0.109
242.35 0.082 0.113
242.40 0.083 0.118
242.45 0.084 0.122
242.50 0.085 0.126
242.55 0.086 0.130
242.60 0.087 0.135
242.65 0.088 0.139
242.70 0.089 0.143
242.75 0.091 0.148
242.80 0.092 0.152
242.85 0.093 0.157
242.90 0.094 0.162
242.95 0.095 0.166
243.00 0.096 0.171
243.05 0.098 0.176
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Time span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt=0.10 hrs, 241 points
Runoff by SBUH method, Split Pervious/Imperv.
Reach routing by Stor-Ind method - Pond routing by Stor-Ind method

Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed Runoff Area=3.000 ac 20.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>1.27"
Flow Length=660" Tc=33.4 min CN=61/98 Runoff=0.92 cfs 0.318 af

Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Runoff Area=3.000 ac 12.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>1.04"
Flow Length=660" Tc=33.4 min CN=61/98 Runoff=0.68 cfs 0.261 af

Pond 2P: Conley Pond Peak Elev=242.23" Storage=0.104 af Inflow=0.92 cfs 0.318 af
Outflow=0.21 cfs 0.252 af
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Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed
Hydrograph

‘ | Type | 24-hr 25-yr SM

| Rainfall=3.81"
Runoff Area=3.000 ac
Runoff Volume=0.318 af
Runoff Depth>1.27"
Flow Length=660"
Tc=33.4 min
CN=61/98

Flow (cfs)
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Hydrograph for Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed

Time Precip. Perv.Excess Imp.Excess Runoff
{hours) (inches) {(inches) (inches) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.50 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.50 0.10 0.00 0.01 0.01
2.00 013 0.00 0.03 0.01
2.50 0.17 0.00 0.05 0.02
3.00 0.21 0.00 0.07 0.03
3.50 0.25 0.00 0.10 0.03
4.00 0.29 0.00 0.14 0.04
4.50 0.33 0.00 0.17 0.04
5.00 0.38 0.00 0.21 0.04
5.50 0.43 0.00 0.25 0.05
6.00 0.48 0.00 0.30 0.05
6.50 0.53 0.00 0.35 0.06
7.00 0.59 0.00 0.40 0.06
7.50 0.67 0.00 0.47 0.07
8.00 0.74 0.00 0.54 0.08
8.50 0.83 0.00 0.63 0.10
9.00 0.97 0.00 0.76 0.13
9.50 1.15 0.00 0.94 0.18
10.00 1.96 0.07 1.74 0.84
10.50 2.22 0.12 1.99 0.74
11.00 2.37 0.16 2.15 0.52
11.50 2.50 0.20 2.27 0.40
12.00 2.61 0.23 2.38 0.34
12.50 2.70 0.26 2.47 0.30
13.00 2.79 0.29 2.56 0.27
13.50 2.87 0.32 2.63 0.24
14.00 2.93 0.34 2.70 0.22
14.50 3.00 0.36 2.76 0.20
15.00 3.06 0.39 2.82 0.19
15.50 3.1 0.41 2.88 0.18
16.00 3.17 0.43 2.94 0.18
16.50 3.22 0.45 2.99 0.18
17.00 3.28 0.48 3.04 0.17
17.50 3.33 0.50 3.09 0.17
18.00 3.38 0.52 3.14 0.16
18.50 3.42 0.54 3.19 0.16
19.00 3.47 0.56 3.23 0.15
19.50 3.51 0.58 3.28 0.15
20.00 3.55 0.60 3.32 0.14
20.50 3.59 0.61 3.36 0.14
21.00 3.63 0.63 3.39 0.13
21.50 3.66 0.65 3.43 0.13
22.00 3.70 0.66 3.46 0.12
22.50 3.73 0.68 3.49 0.11
23.00 3.76 0.69 3.52 0.11
23.50 3.78 0.71 3.55 0.10

24.00 3.81 0.72 3.58 0.10
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Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Condition
Hydrograph
:

Flow (cfs)

Runoff Area=3.000 ac
Runoff Volume=0.261 af

Rainfall=3,81"

Runoff Depth>1.04"
- Flow Length=660"
Te=33.4 min -
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Hydrograph for Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Condition

Time Precip. Perv.Excess Imp.Excess Runoff
(hours) (inches) (inches) (inches) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.50 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.50 0.10 0.00 0.01 0.00
2.00 0.13 0.00 0.03 0.01
2.50 0.17 0.00 0.05 0.01
3.00 0.21 0.00 0.07 0.02
3.50 0.25 0.00 0.10 0.02
4.00 0.29 0.00 0.14 0.02
4.50 0.33 0.00 0.17 0.02
5.00 0.38 0.00 0.21 0.03
5.50 0.43 0.00 0.25 0.03
6.00 0.48 0.00 0.30 0.03
6.50 0.53 0.00 0.35 0.03
7.00 0.59 0.00 0.40 0.04
7.50 0.67 0.00 0.47 0.04
8.00 0.74 0.00 0.54 0.05
8.50 0.83 0.00 0.63 0.06
9.00 0.97 0.00 0.76 0.08
9.50 1.15 0.00 0.94 0.11
10.00 1.96 0.07 1.74 0.60
10.50 2.22 0.12 1.99 0.57
11.00 2.37 0.16 2.15 0.42
11.50 2.50 0.20 2.27 0.34
12.00 2.61 0.23 2.38 0.29
12.50 2.70 0.26 2.47 0.26
13.00 2.79 0.29 2.56 0.23
13.50 2.87 0.32 2.63 0.21
14.00 293 0.34 2.70 0.19
14.50 3.00 0.36 2.76 0.18
15.00 3.06 0.39 2.82 0.17
15.50 3.1 0.41 2.88 0.17
16.00 3.17 0.43 2.94 0.16
16.50 3.22 0.45 2.99 0.16
17.00 3.28 0.48 3.04 0.16
17.50 3.33 0.50 3.09 0.15
18.00 3.38 0.52 3.14 0.15
18.50 3.42 0.54 3.19 0.14
19.00 3.47 0.56 3.23 0.14
19.50 3.51 0.58 3.28 0.14
20.00 3.55 0.60 3.32 0.13
20.50 3.59 0.61 3.36 0.13
21.00 3.63 0.63 3.39 0.12
21.50 3.66 0.65 3.43 0.12
22.00 3.70 0.66 3.46 0.11
22.50 3.73 0.68 3.49 0.11
23.00 3.76 0.69 3.52 0.10
23.50 3.78 0.71 3.55 0.09

24.00 3.81 0.72 3.58 0.09
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Pond 2P: Conley Pond
Hydrograph
, Inflow
1 Primary

Inflow Area=3.000 ac
Peak Elev=242.23'
Storage=0.104 af
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Pond 2P: Conley Pond
Stage-Area-Storage
Surfacs/HorizontalWetted Area {acres)
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.98 0.09 0.1 0.1 0.12 0.13 1 Surface

/ s o e s m— " = 0 I e : T R l : H Storage
: ‘ i I : ! [ : P
24 o N e &

2434

Elevation (feet)

242

241}

cEbmsEErE—

0 002 004 006 008 01 012 014 016 018 02 022 024 026 0.28
Storage (acre-feet)



14753 _TOR Type | 24-hr 25-yr SM Rainfall=3.81"

Prepared by Penfield & Smith Printed 11/16/2007
HydroCAD® 8.50 s/n 003043 © 2007 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 29

Hydrograph for Pond 2P: Conley Pond

Time Inflow Storage Elevation Primary
(hours) {(cfs) (acre-feet) (feet) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
0.50 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
1.00 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
1.50 0.01 0.000 240.51 0.00
2.00 0.01 0.001 240.52 0.00
2.50 0.02 0.001 240.53 0.00
3.00 0.03 0.002 240.55 0.01
3.50 0.03 0.003 240.57 0.01
4.00 0.04 0.004 240.59 0.02
4.50 0.04 0.005 240.61 0.02
5.00 0.04 0.006 240.63 0.03
5.50 0.05 0.006 240.64 0.03
6.00 0.05 0.007 240.66 0.04
6.50 0.06 0.007 240.67 0.04
7.00 0.06 0.008 240.68 0.05
7.50 0.07 0.009 240.70 0.05
8.00 0.08 0.010 240.72 0.06
8.50 0.10 0.011 240.75 0.06
9.00 0.13 0.013 240.79 0.07
9.50 0.18 0.016 240.86 0.08
10.00 0.84 0.028 241.09 0.11
10.50 0.74 0.057 241.58 0.16
11.00 0.52 0.075 241.85 0.18
11.50 0.40 0.086 242.00 0.19
12.00 0.34 0.093 242.09 0.20
12.50 0.30 0.098 242.16 0.20
13.00 0.27 0.101 242.19 0.21
13.50 0.24 0.103 24222 0.21
14.00 0.22 0.104 242.23 0.21
14.50 0.20 0.104 242.23 0.21
15.00 0.19 0.103 24222 0.21
15.50 0.18 0.102 242.21 0.21
16.00 0.18 0.101 242.20 0.21
16.50 0.18 0.100 242,18 0.21
17.00 0.17 0.099 242.16 0.21
17.50 0.17 0.097 242.15 0.20
18.00 0.16 0.096 24213 0.20
18.50 0.16 0.094 24210 0.20
19.00 0.15 0.092 242.08 0.20
19.50 0.15 0.090 242.05 0.20
20.00 0.14 0.088 242.02 0.20
20.50 0.14 0.086 241.99 0.19
21.00 0.13 0.083 241.96 0.19
21.50 0.13 0.081 241.93 0.19
22.00 0.12 0.078 241.89 0.19
22.50 0.11 0.076 241.85 0.18
23.00 0.11 0.073 241.81 0.18
23.50 0.10 0.070 241.77 0.18

24.00 0.10 0.066 241.72 0.17
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Stage-Area-Storage for Pond 2P: Conley Pond

Elevation Surface Storage Elevation Surface Storage
(feet) (acres) (acre-feet) (feet) (acres) {(acre-feet)
240.50 0.041 0.000 243.10 0.100 0.181
240.55 0.042 0.002 243.15 0.102 0.186
240.60 0.043 0.004 243.20 0.103 0.191
240.65 0.044 0.006 243.25 0.105 0.196
240.70 0.045 0.009 243.30 0.107 0.202
240.75 0.047 0.011 243.35 0.109 0.207
240.80 0.048 0.013 243.40 0.111 0.213
240.85 0.049 0.016 243.45 0.113 0.218
240.90 0.050 0.018 243.50 0.114 0.224
240.95 0.051 0.021 243.55 0.116 0.230
241.00 0.052 0.023 243.60 0.118 0.236
241.05 0.053 0.026 243.65 0.120 0.241
241.10 0.054 0.029 243.70 0.122 0.248
241.15 0.055 0.031 243.75 0.124 0.254
241.20 0.056 0.034 243.80 0.126 0.260
241.25 0.057 0.037 243.85 0.127 0.266
241.30 0.059 0.040 243.90 0.129 0.273
241.35 0.060 0.043 243.95 0.131 0.279
241.40 0.061 0.046 244,00 0.133 0.286
241.45 0.062 0.049
241.50 0.063 0.052
241.55 0.064 0.055
241.60 0.065 0.058
241.65 0.066 0.062
241.70 0.067 0.065
241.75 0.069 0.068
241.80 0.070 0.072
241.85 0.071 0.075
241.90 0.072 0.079
241.95 0.073 0.083
242.00 0.074 0.086
242.05 0.075 0.090
24210 0.076 0.094
24215 0.077 0.098
242.20 0.078 0.101
242.25 0.080 0.105
242.30 0.081 0.109
242.35 0.082 0.113
242.40 0.083 0.118
24245 0.084 0.122
24250 0.085 0.126
24255 0.086 0.130
242.60 0.087 0.135
242.65 0.088 0.139
242.70 0.089 0.143
24275 0.091 0.148
242.80 0.092 0.152
242.85 0.093 0.157
242.90 0.094 0.162
24295 0.095 - 0.166
243.00 0.096 0.171
243.05 0.098 0.176
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Time span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt=0.10 hrs, 241 points
Runoff by SBUH method, Split Pervious/Imperv.
Reach routing by Stor-Ind method - Pond routing by Stor-Ind method

Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed Runoff Area=3.000 ac  20.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>1.56"
Flow Length=660" Tc=33.4 min CN=61/98 Runoff=1.18 cfs 0.390 af

Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Runoff Area=3.000 ac  12.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>1.32"
Flow Length=660" Tc=33.4 min CN=61/98 Runoff=0.92 cfs 0.329 af

Pond 2P: Conley Pond Peak Elev=242.65' Storage=0.139 af Inflow=1.18 cfs 0.390 af
Outflow=0.23 cfs 0.288 af
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Type | 24-hr 50-yr SM Rainfall=4.29"

Flow (cfs)

Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed
Hydrograph

M
‘Type | 24-hr 50-yr SM

SRR e --Rfainfaill=§4:f29§'*"'

Runoff Area=3.000 ac

Runoff Volume=0.390 af

Runoff Depth>1.56"

~ Flow Length=660"

~ T¢=33.4 min

'CN=61/98
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Hydrograph for Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed

Time Precip. Perv.Excess Imp.Excess Runoff
(hours) (inches) (inches) (inches) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.50 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.50 0.1 0.00 0.02 0.01
2.00 0.15 0.00 0.04 0.02
2.50 0.19 0.00 0.06 0.02
3.00 0.23 0.00 0.09 0.03
3.50 0.28 0.00 0.13 0.04
4.00 0.33 0.00 0.17 0.04
4.50 0.38 0.00 0.21 0.05
5.00 0.43 0.00 0.25 0.05
5.50 0.48 0.00 0.30 0.06
6.00 0.54 0.00 0.35 0.06
6.50 0.60 0.00 0.41 0.06
7.00 0.67 0.00 0.47 0.07
7.50 0.75 0.00 0.55 0.08
8.00 0.83 0.00 0.63 0.09
8.50 0.94 ©0.00 0.73 0.11
9.00 1.09 0.00 0.88 0.15
9.50 1.30 0.00 1.08 0.21
10.00 2.21 0.12 1.98 1.08
10.50 2.50 0.20 2.27 0.94
11.00 2.67 0.25 2.44 0.66
11.50 2.81 0.30 2.58 0.50
12.00 293 0.34 2.70 0.42
12.50 3.04 0.38 2.81 0.37
13.00 3.14 0.42 2.91 0.33
13.50 3.23 0.46 2.99 0.30
14.00 3.30 0.49 3.07 0.27
14.50 3.37 0.52 3.14 0.24
15.00 3.44 0.55 3.21 0.23
15.50 3.51 0.58 3.27 0.23
16.00 3.57 0.60 3.34 0.22
16.50 3.63 0.63 3.40 0.21
17.00 3.69 0.66 3.46 0.21
17.50 3.75 0.69 3.51 0.20
18.00 3.80 0.71 3.57 0.20
18.50 3.85 0.74 3.62 0.19
19.00 3.90 0.76 3.67 0.19
19.50 3.95 0.79 3.72 0.18
20.00 4.00 0.81 3.76 0.17
20.50 4.04 0.83 3.81 0.17
21.00 4.08 0.86 3.85 0.16
21.50 412 0.88 3.89 0.15
22.00 4.16 0.90 3.93 0.15
22.50 4.20 0.91 3.96 0.14
23.00 4.23 0.93 3.99 0.13
23.50 4.26 0.95 4.03 0.12

24.00 4.29 0.96 4.05 0.12
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Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Condition

.. Hydrograph ‘ v _
SRR £ Typel24-hr 50-yr SM
Rainfall=4.29"

» Ranﬁ Area=3.000 ac
Runoff Volume=0.329 af

g Runoff Depth>1.32"
E Flow Length=660"
T¢=33.4 min
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Hydrograph for Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Condition

Time Precip. Perv.Excess Imp.Excess Runoff
(hours) (inches) (inches) (inches) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.50 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.50 0.11 0.00 0.02 0.01
2.00 0.15 0.00 0.04 0.01
2.50 0.19 0.00 0.06 0.01
3.00 0.23 0.00 0.09 0.02
3.50 0.28 0.00 0.13 0.02
4.00 0.33 0.00 0.17 0.03
4.50 0.38 0.00 0.21 0.03
5.00 0.43 0.00 0.25 0.03
5.50 0.48 0.00 0.30 0.03
6.00 0.54 0.00 0.35 0.03
6.50 0.60 0.00 0.41 0.04
7.00 0.67 0.00 0.47 0.04
7.50 0.75 0.00 0.55 0.05
8.00 0.83 0.00 0.63 0.05
8.50 0.94 0.00 0.73 0.07
9.00 1.09 0.00 0.88 0.09
9.50 1.30 0.00 1.08 0.12
10.00 2.21 0.12 1.98 0.82
10.50 2.50 0.20 2.27 0.76
11.00 2.67 0.25 2.44 0.55
11.50 2.81 0.30 2.58 0.43
12.00 293 0.34 2.70 0.37
12.50 3.04 0.38 2.81 0.33
13.00 3.14 0.42 2.91 0.30
13.50 3.23 0.46 2.99 0.27
14.00 3.30 0.49 3.07 0.24
14.50 3.37 0.52 3.14 0.22
15.00 3.44 0.55 3.21 0.21
15.50 3.51 0.58 3.27 0.21
16.00 3.57 0.60 3.34 0.20
16.50 3.63 0.63 3.40 0.20
17.00 3.69 0.66 3.46 0.19
17.50 3.75 0.69 3.51 0.19
18.00 3.80 0.71 3.57 0.18
18.50 3.85 0.74 3.62 0.18
19.00 3.90 0.76 3.67 0.17
19.50 3.95 0.79 3.72 0.17
20.00 4.00 0.81 3.76 0.16
20.50 4.04 0.83 3.81 0.16
21.00 4.08 0.86 3.85 0.15
21.50 412 0.88 3.89 0.14
22.00 4.16 0.90 3.93 0.14
22.50 4.20 0.91 3.96 0.13
23.00 4.23 0.93 3.99 0.12
23.50 4.26 0.95 4.03 0.12

24.00 4.29 0.96 4.05 0.1
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Pond 2P: Conley Pond
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Pond 2P: Conley Pond

Stage-Area-Storage
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Hydrograph for Pond 2P: Conley Pond

Time Inflow Storage Elevation Primary
(hours) (cfs) (acre-feet) (feet) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
0.50 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
1.00 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
1.50 0.01 0.000 240.51 0.00
2.00 0.02 0.001 240.52 0.00
2.50 0.02 0.002 240.54 0.00
3.00 0.03 0.003 240.56 0.01
3.50 0.04 0.004 240.59 0.01
4.00 0.04 0.005 240.61 0.02
4.50 0.05 0.006 240.63 0.03
5.00 0.05 0.006 240.65 0.03
5.50 0.06 0.007 240.66 0.04
6.00 0.06 0.008 240.68 0.04
6.50 0.06 0.008 240.69 0.05
7.00 0.07 0.009 240.71 0.05
7.50 0.08 0.010 240.73 0.06
8.00 0.09 0.011 240.75 0.06
8.50 0.11 0.012 240.78 0.07
9.00 0.15 0.015 240.83 0.08
9.50 0.21 0.018 240.91 0.09
10.00 1.08 0.034 241.19 0.13
10.50 0.94 0.072 241.80 0.18
11.00 0.66 0.096 242.13 0.20
11.50 0.50 0.111 242.32 0.22
12.00 0.42 0.121 242.44 0.22
12.50 0.37 0.128 242.52 0.23
13.00 0.33 0.133 242.58 0.23
13.50 0.30 0.136 242.62 0.23
14.00 0.27 0.138 242.64 0.23
14.50 0.24 0.139 242.65 0.23
15.00 0.23 0.139 242.65 0.23
15.50 0.23 0.139 242.65 0.23
16.00 0.22 0.138 242.64 0.23
16.50 0.21 0.138 242.64 0.23
17.00 0.21 0.137 24263 0.23
17.50 0.20 0.136 242.61 0.23
18.00 0.20 0.134 242.60 0.23
18.50 0.19 0.133 242.58 0.23
19.00 0.19 0.131 242.56 0.23
19.50 0.18 0.129 242.54 0.23
20.00 0.17 0.127 242 .51 0.23
20.50 0.7 0.125 242.49 0.23
21.00 0.16 0.122 242.46 0.22
21.50 0.15 0.120 242.42 0.22
22.00 0.15 0.117 242.39 0.22
22.50 0.14 0.113 242.35 0.22
23.00 0.13 0.110 242.31 0.21
23.50 0.12 0.107 242.26 0.21

24.00 0.12 0.103 242.22 0.21
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Stage-Area-Storage for Pond 2P: Conley Pond

Elevation Surface Storage Elevation Surface Storage
(feet) (acres) (acre-feet) (feet) (acres) (acre-feet)
240.50 0.041 0.000 243.10 0.100 0.181
240.55 0.042 0.002 243.15 0.102 0.186
240.60 0.043 0.004 243.20 0.103 0.191
240.65 0.044 0.006 243.25 0.105 0.196
240.70 0.045 0.009 243.30 0.107 0.202
240.75 0.047 0.011 243.35 0.109 0.207
240.80 0.048 0.013 243.40 0.111 0.213
240.85 0.049 0.016 243.45 0.113 0.218
240.90 0.050 0.018 243.50 0.114 0.224
240.95 0.051 0.021 243.55 0.116 0.230
241.00 0.052 0.023 243.60 0.118 0.236
241.05 0.053 0.026 243.65 0.120 0.241
241.10 0.054 0.029 243.70 0.122 0.248
241.15 0.055 0.031 243.75 0.124 0.254
241.20 0.056 0.034 243.80 0.126 0.260
241.25 0.057 0.037 243.85 0.127 0.266
241.30 0.059 0.040 243.90 0.129 0.273
241.35 0.060 0.043 243.95 0.131 0.279
241.40 0.061 0.046 244 .00 0.133 0.286
241.45 0.062 0.049
241.50 0.063 0.052
241.55 0.064 0.055
241.60 0.065 0.058
241.65 0.066 0.062
241.70 0.067 0.065
241.75 0.069 0.068
241.80 0.070 0.072
241.85 0.071 0.075
241.90 0.072 0.079
241.95 0.073 0.083
242.00 0.074 0.086
242.05 0.075 0.090
24210 0.076 0.094
242.15 0.077 0.098
242.20 0.078 0.101
242.25 0.080 0.105
242.30 0.081 0.109
242.35 0.082 0.113
242.40 0.083 0.118
242.45 0.084 0.122
242.50 0.085 0.126
242 .55 0.086 0.130
242.60 0.087 0.135
242.65 0.088 0.139
242.70 0.089 0.143
242.75 0.091 0.148
242.80 0.092 0.152
242.85 0.093 0.157
242.90 0.094 0.162
242.95 0.095 0.166
243.00 0.096 0.171
243.05 0.098 0.176
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Time span=0.00-24.00 hrs, dt=0.10 hrs, 241 points
Runoff by SBUH method, Split Pervious/Imperv.
Reach routing by Stor-Ind method - Pond routing by Stor-Ind method

Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed Runoff Area=3.000 ac 20.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>1.86"
Flow Length=660" Tc=33.4 min CN=61/98 Runoff=1.46 cfs 0.465 af

Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Runoff Area=3.000 ac  12.00% Impervious Runoff Depth>1.60"
Flow Length=660" Tc=33.4 min CN=61/98 Runoff=1.18 cfs 0.400 af

Pond 2P: Conley Pond Peak Elev=243.02' Storage=0.173 af Inflow=1.46 cfs 0.465 af
Outflow=0.33 cfs 0.326 af
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Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed

Hydrograph , .
| R

o 1
g Type | 24-hr 100-yr SM
. Rainfall=4.76"
Runoff Area=3.000 ac
1 ~ Runoff Volume=0.465 af
~ Runoff Depth>1.86"

Flow (cfs)

Flow Length=660"
: Tc=33.4 min
CN=61/98
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Hydrograph for Subcatchment 1S: Post-Developed

Time Precip. Perv.Excess Imp.Excess Runoff
(hours) (inches) (inches) (inches) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.50 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.00 0.08 0.00 0.01 0.00
1.50 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.01
2.00 0.17 0.00 0.05 0.02
2.50 0.21 0.00 0.08 0.03
3.00 0.26 0.00 0.1 0.04
3.50 0.31 0.00 0.15 0.04
4.00 0.36 0.00 0.20 0.05
4.50 0.42 0.00 0.24 0.06
5.00 0.48 0.00 0.30 0.06
5.50 0.53 0.00 0.35 0.06
6.00 0.60 0.00 0.41 0.07
6.50 0.66 0.00 0.47 0.07
7.00 0.74 0.00 0.54 0.08
7.50 0.83 0.00 0.63 0.09
8.00 0.92 0.00 0.72 0.10
8.50 1.04 0.00 0.83 0.12
9.00 1.21 0.00 0.99 0.17
9.50 1.44 0.00 1.22 0.24
10.00 2.45 0.18 2.22 1.34
10.50 2.78 0.28 2.54 1.15
11.00 2.97 0.35 273 0.80
11.50 3.12 0.41 2.89 0.61
12.00 3.26 0.47 3.02 0.50
12.50 3.38 0.52 3.14 0.44
13.00 3.48 0.57 3.25 0.39
13.50 3.58 0.61 3.35 0.35
14.00 3.67 0.65 3.43 0.32
14.50 3.74 0.69 3.51 0.29
15.00 3.82 0.72 3.58 0.28
15.50 3.89 0.76 3.66 0.27
16.00 3.96 0.79 3.73 0.26
16.50 4.03 0.83 3.79 0.25
17.00 4.09 0.86 3.86 0.25
17.50 416 0.89 3.92 0.24
18.00 4.22 0.93 3.98 0.23
18.50 4.28 0.96 4.04 0.23
19.00 4.33 0.99 4.10 0.22
19.50 4.39 1.02 415 0.21
20.00 4.44 1.04 4.20 0.20
20.50 4.49 1.07 425 0.20
21.00 4.53 1.10 4.30 0.19
21.50 458 1.12 4.34 0.18
22.00 4.62 1.15 4.38 0.17
22.50 4.66 1.17 4.42 0.16
23.00 4.69 1.19 4.46 0.15
23.50 4,73 1.21 4.49 0.14

2400 476 1.23 4.52 0.14
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Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Condition
Hydrograph

o S 1 [ @ Runofi
Type | 24-hr 100-yr SM
-~ Rainfall=4.76"
Runoff Area=3.000 ac
Runoff Volume=0.400 af

g Ru{nofffDept'h>f1.;60“
Flow Length=660"

Tc=33.4 min

Time (hours)
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Hydrograph for Subcatchment 3S: Pre-developed Site Condition

Time Precip. Perv.Excess Imp.Excess Runoff
(hours) (inches) (inches) (inches) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.50 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00
1.00 0.08 0.00 0.01 0.00
1.50 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.01
2.00 0.17 0.00 0.05 0.01
2.50 0.21 0.00 0.08 0.02
3.00 0.26 0.00 0.11 0.02
3.50 0.31 0.00 0.15 0.03
4.00 0.36 0.00 0.20 0.03
4.50 0.42 0.00 0.24 0.03
5.00 0.48 0.00 0.30 0.04
5.50 0.53 0.00 0.35 0.04
6.00 0.60 0.00 0.41 0.04
6.50 0.66 0.00 0.47 0.04
7.00 0.74 0.00 0.54 0.05
7.50 0.83 0.00 0.63 0.06
8.00 0.92 0.00 0.72 0.06
8.50 1.04 0.00 0.83 0.07
9.00 1.21 0.00 0.99 0.10
9.50 144 0.00 1.22 0.15
10.00 2.45 0.18 2.22 1.06
10.50 2.78 0.28 2.54 0.96
11.00 297 0.35 2.73 0.69
11.50 3.12 0.41 2.89 0.54
12.00 3.28 0.47 3.02 0.45
12.50 3.38 0.52 3.14 0.40
13.00 3.48 0.57 3.25 0.36
13.50 3.58 0.61 3.35 0.33
14.00 3.67 0.65 3.43 0.29
14.50 3.74 0.69 3.51 0.27
15.00 3.82 0.72 3.58 0.26
15.50 3.89 0.76 3.66 0.25
16.00 3.96 0.79 3.73 0.24
16.50 4.03 0.83 3.79 0.24
17.00 4.09 0.86 3.86 0.23
17.50 4.16 0.89 3.92 0.22
18.00 4.22 0.93 3.98 0.22
18.50 4.28 0.96 4.04 0.21
19.00 4.33 0.99 4.10 0.21
19.50 4.39 1.02 4.15 0.20
20.00 4.44 1.04 4.20 0.19
20.50 4.49 1.07 4.25 0.18
21.00 4.53 1.10 4.30 0.18
21.50 458 1.12 4.34 0.17
22.00 4.62 1.15 4.38 0.16
22.50 4.66 1.17 4.42 0.15
23.00 4.69 1.19 4.46 0.15
23.50 473 1.21 4.49 0.14

24.00 4.76 1.23 4.52 0.13
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Pond 2P: Conley Pond
Hydrograph
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Pond 2P: Conley Pond

Stage-Area-Storage

Surface/Horizontal/Weited Area (acres)
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Hydrograph for Pond 2P: Conley Pond

Time inflow Storage Elevation Primary
(hours) (cfs) (acre-feet) (feet) (cfs)
0.00 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
0.50 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
1.00 0.00 0.000 240.50 0.00
1.50 0.01 0.000 240.51 0.00
2.00 0.02 0.001 240.53 0.00
2.50 0.03 0.002 240.55 0.01
3.00 0.04 0.003 240.58 0.01
3.50 0.04 0.004 240.60 0.02
4.00 0.05 0.005 240.62 0.03
4.50 0.06 0.006 240.65 0.03
5.00 0.06 0.007 240.67 0.04
5.50 0.06 0.008 240.68 0.05
6.00 0.07 0.008 240.70 0.05
6.50 0.07 0.009 240.71 0.05
7.00 0.08 0.010 240.73 0.06
7.50 0.09 0.011 240.76 0.06
8.00 0.10 0.013 240.78 0.07
8.50 0.12 0.014 240.82 0.08
9.00 0.17 0.017 240.87 0.08
9.50 0.24 0.021 240.96 0.10
10.00 1.34 0.040 241.31 0.14
10.50 1.15 0.088 242.03 0.20
11.00 0.80 0.119 24242 0.22
11.50 0.61 0.139 242.65 0.23
12.00 0.50 0.152 242.79 0.24
12.50 0.44 0.161 242.89 0.25
13.00 0.39 0.168 242.96 0.25
13.50 0.35 0.172 243.01 0.31
14.00 0.32 0.173 243.02 0.33
14.50 0.29 0.172 243.01 0.30
15.00 0.28 0.172 243.01 0.28
15.50 0.27 0.172 243.00 0.27
16.00 0.26 0171 243.00 0.26
16.50 0.25 0.171 243.00 0.26
17.00 0.25 0171 243.00 0.25
17.50 0.24 0.171 24299 0.25
18.00 0.23 0.170 242.99 0.25
18.50 0.23 0.169 242.98 0.25
19.00 0.22 0.168 242.96 0.25
19.50 0.21 0.166 242.95 0.25
20.00 0.20 0.164 24293 0.25
20.50 0.20 0.162 242.91 0.25
21.00 0.19 0.160 242.88 0.25
21.50 0.18 0.157 242.85 0.25
22.00 0.17 0.154 242.82 0.24
22.50 0.16 0.151 242.79 0.24
23.00 0.15 0.148 242,75 0.24
23.50 0.14 0.144 242,71 0.24

24.00 0:14 0.140 242.66 0.24
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Stage-Area-Storage for Pond 2P: Conley Pond

Elevation Surface Storage Elevation Surface Storage
(feet) (acres) (acre-feet) (feet) (acres) (acre-feet)
240.50 0.041 0.000 243.10 0.100 0.181
240.55 0.042 0.002 24315 0.102 0.186
240.60 0.043 0.004 243.20 0.103 0.191
240.65 0.044 0.006 243.25 0.105 0.196
240.70 0.045 0.009 243.30 0.107 0.202
240.75 0.047 0.011 243.35 0.109 0.207
240.80 0.048 0.013 243.40 0111 0.213
240.85 0.049 0.016 243.45 0.113 0.218
240.90 0.050 0.018 243.50 0.114 0.224
240.95 0.051 0.021 243.55 0.116 0.230
241.00 0.052 0.023 243.60 0.118 0.236
241.05 0.053 0.026 243.65 0.120 0.241
241.10 0.054 0.029 243.70 0.122 0.248
24115 0.055 0.031 243.75 0.124 0.254
241.20 0.056 0.034 243.80 0.126 0.260
241.25 0.057 0.037 243.85 0.127 0.266
241.30 0.059 0.040 243.90 0.129 0.273
241.35 0.060 0.043 243.95 0.131 0.279
241.40 0.061 0.046 244.00 0.133 0.286
241.45 0.062 0.049
241.50 0.063 0.052
241.55 0.064 0.055
241.60 0.065 0.058
241.65 0.066 0.062
241.70 0.067 0.065
241.75 0.069 0.068
241.80 0.070 0.072
241.85 0.071 0.075
241.90 0.072 0.079
241.95 0.073 0.083
242.00 0.074 0.086
242.05 0.075 0.090
24210 0.076 0.094
24215 0.077 0.098
242.20 0.078 0.101
242.25 0.080 0.105
242.30 0.081 0.109
242.35 0.082 0.113
242.40 0.083 0.118
242.45 0.084 0.122
242.50 0.085 0.126
242 .55 0.086 0.130
242.60 0.087 0.135
242.65 0.088 0.139
242.70 0.089 0.143
242.75 0.091 0.148
242.80 0.092 0.152
242.85 0.093 0.157
242.90 0.094 0.162
24295 0.095 0.166
243.00 0.096 0.171
243.05 0.098 0.176




Office of County Counsel

LiFors Memorandum
o9~ a0
Michael C. Ghizzoni Telephone: (805) 568-3377
Chief Deputy County Counsel November 16, 2007 FAX: (805) 568-2982

To: Board of Supervisors

Subject: REPORT OF THE FACILITATION PROCESS FROM THE APPEAL OF
THE CONLEY LOT SPLIT

1. SUMMARY: In accordance with Resolution Number 95-462, County Counsel attempted to
facilitate resolution of this land use dispute. Although the parties to this appeal did not reach
an agreement to withdraw the pending appeal, County staff and both parties agreed and
recommend that your Board’s preparation for this appeal hearing should focus on these
potential impacts from runoff water, onto land downhill of the Conleys’ parcel(s):

e Well contamination; (

e Erosion; &

¢ Flood control

2. Planning & Development Department will soon schedule a hearing where your Board of
Supervisors will consider a third-party appeal of the Planning Commission’s denial of an appeal of
the Zoning Administrator’s approval of a three-way land division in the Orcutt area. (As approved
by the Planning Commission, the three-way land division would divide the Conley’s present lot of
approximately 3.2 acres into three lots of approximately 1 acre each.)

3. On November 16, 2007, County Planner Joyce Gerber and I met in Santa Maria with:
Applicant Sharon Conley;

Applicant’s planner, Jessica Kinnahan of Penfield & Smith;

Applicant’s engineer, Thomas Rowe of Penfield & Smith;

Appellant John Vander Meulen;

Appellant Michelle Vander Meulen; &

Appellant’s agent, Jack Brady

4. The parties indicated that they may talk more between now and the appeal hearing, to see if any
further common ground may be reached.

5. During the facilitation meeting, Planning & Development Department agreed to distribute copies
of this memorandum report to all parties to this appeal.
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