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APPEAL

Applicant appeal off Planning Commission
denial.

REQUESH Was to:

- Viedify Trract Map 13,711 Condition # 7, ana
Development: Plan 66-DRP-45 Conaitien # 25)
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Site Statistics

Goleta Community Plan Area, Article |11, zoned
Design Residential-1.8

Trotal Site Area: 29.5 acles, developed wi/ 51
condeminiums unrts and related mifrastiructure

RECOKGEM archenlogicalisite ol signiiicance: $126
ACIes
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Prior County Decisions

. Boarnd of Supervisors approval of Tract Map,
ieguiring the Archeologicall Easement (Condition # 7)

¢ Planning Commission approves Einal
[Develepment Plan;, denying Applicant s request fior twe
adadliirenaliunits Witk the  Archeslogicall Easement

* B0are e SUPERISEIS GEnIEs /ApplIcant reqUEST o
MEWITH/ conaiitions e rEdUCE THE SIZE Gl the requied
Archieelegical Easement

AVCHERIogIcaINEESEMENIECOIGEED




Recent Review Documents

. Engineering Geologist Rick Hoffman
Submits a geology. reporit:

& Archeologist Lary Spanne sulmits Ietter
epInIon: te; County, Staii:

¢ ArcheslogicaliConsultants Applied
ESIAWEIKS, IC SURMIE PEEREVIEW aid analy/sIS G
allirexasuinelSiiacewW Enisarcheclegicalieasement
ofzttzl Ile [Ufelfplejifle mleifignlela) zlplel S ozlnlnler elefe L ffepfiss




Applied Earthworks, Inc.
Conclusions

+ N0 deficiency: in existing data that could
SuUppert the argument for new ground
disturance.

o All experts analyses snow: the entie
EASEMERL toN e SIgRICANT




Policy Inconsistencies

» Comprehensive Plan l_and Use Element
Histeric and Archeological Policies 1, 2, 3
anad s

¢ Goleta Community Plan Policies) HA-GV-1,
IHA=GV/=1.6;, 2s AISCUSSEANIRISEC. 6.2 Of the
Planning Commission Stafiii REPOKL.




1.

Staff Recommendations

Adopt the required findings for denial of the
project specified in Attachment A of the staff
report dated 9/28/05, including CEQA findings,

Accept the exemption pursuant to CEQA

Guidelines Sec. 15270 [projects to 1oe denied]
InclueealasiAttacnment Bl ol the stalir report
@atea 9/26/05; anae

DeRyAtnerapREal Uphelding thePianning
Commissien deniali Gl tihe rEQUEST eI FEVISIGAS 10
OZRIVIIVIEOLO000001 102D\ P=00000~00005"



Review and Analysis of
Previous Work at
Archaeological Site

CA-SBEA-1820

Shadew Hills Development

Applied EarthWorks, Inc
2 January 2006




Backgreund

Archaeological site CA-SBA-1820 Is located within the Shadow Hills
Development in' Santa Barbara

Current archaeological easement Is above 510 foot contour

Previous archaeological woerk by Wilecoxen and Van Horn included
Phase 1, 2 and 3 studies

= Wilcoxon

« Entire 510 foot contour contains significant deposits
« Site Is more than 5000 years old

« Site soils are relatively intact even under cut areas

= Van Horn

« Important materials occur in only a small area within the
easement

* Site Is younger than 5000 yeas old
+« Site solls lack integrity




AE Work Scope

« Review and summarize prior work

* [Highlight anad assess key ISsues
= Site age
= Site integrity
= Scientific validity of existing archaeological

easement boundary (above 510 foot
contour)




Tasks and Methods

« Objectively analyze data from previous Work

« Assess whether prior projects yielded reliable
data

« Compile and convert artifact count data into
density values; examine spatial data patterns
relative to easement boundary

« Use obsidian and other technigues to assess
Site age

« Assess whether adequate information exists to
resolve disagreements




Results

« Previous work yielded data adequate to
assess validity' of easement boundary.

« Both data sets show: significant site
materiall withini the easement

« CA-SBA-1820 Is a single component site
at least 5,500 years old

* Wilcoxon’s integrity assessment was
comprehensive; existing easement
boundary accurately marks zone of
significant deposits




Discussion

« EXisting Infermation Is adequate to resolve
ISSuUes of site age, integrity and
data poetentials within the 510 foot contour.

« TThe entire easement has adequate
iIntegrity and data potential to contribute
to the site’s importance under CEQA.

« Additional test excavations are not
necessary to clarify the location of
significant site deposits.
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Processing Steps for Future Potential
Development

Beard of Supervisors Hearing te amend easement
to allow testing

Planning Commission heanngl ok a Recorded Map
Modification; & Revised Develepment: Plan te allew
new. develepment:

Beard of SUREerVvIsers IHearng te reduce o
eliminate easement

Fand Use and BulcingrPermiits e development:




TM 13,711 Condition # 7 and
86-DP-45 Condition # 25:

“Prior to recordation, the applicant shall grant an easement
deeding the development rights of areas of SBA-1820 within
and above the 510 contour line to the County of Santa
Barbara. This easement shall prohibit alligrounad
disturlances except fior the fiellowing:

a)

|_andscapingnot reguiringsub-suldace modifications
EXCEealng 12 INChes I aepibn;, tuiEh Seeding), and sprinkier
IFRIgauIen systems not exceeding L2 InChES 1 GEp,

AlllsulEsuriace: landscapinaishalloe lecated I Fecoreed
alieasipreviously excavaied dUirno SySIEmatic
alichieslogicalNRVestiganens. ieseloeatiensishalloe
Iplelicztizel ol igleiinlzllelave o clpanie alzig IR alls elgee] o)
GeVvelepmeERt oS sShalliNEguireitne approvaliol County.
Counseland RIVIIDIPRGEFLOIRAINNEPIRECOrdation,



