
ADDENDUM TO NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

TO: County/Montecito Planning Commission 

FROM: Megan Lowery, Planner 
Development Review South, Planning and Development 

DATE: March 4, 2011 

RE: CEQA Determination: Finding that Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines 
applies to the Telecommunication Facilities Ordinance Amendments 
Case Nos. 11ORD-00000-00005, 11ORD-00000-00006, and 11ORD-00000-00007 

Location 

The proposed ordinance amendments will apply to all the unincorporated areas of the County 
within the jurisdiction of the County Land Use Development Code, Montecito Land Use 
Development Code and the Coastal Zoning Ordinance (Article II). 

Background 

CEQA Section 15164 allows the use of a previously prepared EIR or ND where only minor 
technical changes or additions are necessary, unless subsequent changes are proposed in the 
project which will require important revisions of the previous EIR or ND due to the involvement 
of new significant environmental impacts, or there are substantial changes with respect to the 
circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or new information becomes available.   

A Negative Declaration (97-ND-02) was prepared and finalized for the ordinance amendments 
adopted in 1997 that instituted permit processing requirements for commercial telecommunication 
facilities in the County’s jurisdiction. The ND concluded that the proposed ordinance amendments 
would not result in significant environmental impacts with the inclusion of the required mitigation 
measures. 

Proposed Ordinance Amendments 

The proposed ordinance amendments would amend processing requirements for “very small 
facilities” and “tenant improvement” facilities by reorganizing the current tier structure; add 
provisions for “temporary facilities,” “hub sites,” and “collocated facilities” not currently 
captured in the ordinance; move all new facilities located in residential zone districts under the 
jurisdiction of the Planning Commission, with a required public hearings; add findings requiring 
demonstration of need for service and demonstration of efforts to reduce the intrusiveness of the 
facility through design and siting; amend existing definitions of “collocated telecommunications 
facility” and “substantially visible”; add new definitions of “hub site,” “mobile communications 
temporary facility,” and “vault”; and make other minor revisions to the existing procedures and 
development standards that regulate the construction and use of commercial telecommunications 
facilities. 

ATTACHMENT 3

Page 1 of 26



Changes in Project Impact Discussion 

As described above, the main purpose of the changes proposed is to reorganize where certain 
facilities fall within the current tier structure.  The changes proposed would not alter the existing 
four tier system or the decision maker levels assigned to the tiers.  Nor would the changes 
remove, loosen or alter any established standards (i.e. height, siting, design, protection measures, 
etc.)  In fact, the changes proposed would only serve to increase processing requirements, 
add/clarify findings, add/clarify existing standards, and add/clarify definitions. 

The analysis in the Mitigated Negative Declaration 97-ND-02 focused on projects that would be 
allowed by a ministerial (Land Use/Coastal Development) permits only, and determined that 
projects that required a discretionary permit and full environmental analysis under the previous 
ordinances would still require a discretionary permit and environmental review on a case by case 
basis under the terms of the then proposed ordinance, such that the adoption of the proposed 
ordinance language was not expected to create any significant environmental impacts, thus 
alleviating the need for environmental review of the ordinance language regarding discretionary 
permits. 

The projects identified in the ND that were allowed by ministerial (Land Use/Coastal Development) 
permits were determined to be facilities that had minimal, if any, potential to have any significant 
impacts on the environment due to their placement on existing structures.  These facilities were 
qualified as “Tier 1” facilities.  The two types of facilities in the Tier 1 category were 1) very low 
power facilities (mounted on existing utility poles or similar structures), and 2) tenant 
improvements (facilities mounted within or on existing buildings or structures).   Since both types 
of facilities are unstaffed facilities, designed to be mounted on or within existing structures, the 
potential to have any impacts to Geologic Processes, Water Resources/Flooding, 
Transportation/Circulation, Archeological Resources, Land Use, Public Facilities, Energy, Fire 
Protection, Recreation, and Housing would not be significant. 

The two types of facilities now being proposed under Tier 1 are not unlike the previously analyzed 
Tier 1 facilities in concept.  The facilities now proposed under Tier 1 would include 1) temporary 
facilities and 2) hub sites.  Mobile temporary facilities are typically trailers or vans with antennas 
mounted on top, with support equipment located inside.  These facilities would only operate on 
temporary basis over a short period of time and when potential for public health and safety issue 
exists.  These facilities would be self-sustaining, would not require any construction or ground 
disturbance onsite, would not require any water or sewer service, would use existing access and 
would not generate any significant traffic.  Hub sites are typically computer servers and ancillary 
equipment located inside an existing building that connects to a larger telecommunications 
network.  Any new structures needed to house the hub site would be required to be separately 
permitted under the applicable ordinance standards.  These facilities would be unstaffed and 
therefore would not generate any significant traffic or require any water or sewer service. 

With the exception of amending Section 4.4 Air Quality to allow mobile temporary 
telecommunications facilities to utilize generators, since they are by nature self-sustaining facilities 
(with internal generators) that would operate on a short term temporary basis only and therefore 
would not have the potential to cause significant impacts to air quality, no substantive changes to 
the analysis would be required.  The existing requirement for any generators rated at 50 horsepower 
or greater to obtain a permit from APCD would continue to apply. All other substantive aspects of 
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the previous ND that mitigated Tier 1 facilities still apply to the future Tier 1 proposals for new 
“temporary mobile facilities” and “hub sites.” 

Findings 

It is the finding of this Board that the previous environmental document, 97-ND-02, may be used 
to fulfill the environmental review requirements of the Telecommunication Facilities Ordinance 
Amendments, Case Nos. 11ORD-00000-00005, 11ORD-00000-00006 and 11ORD-00000-
00007. No impacts previously found to be insignificant are now significant. Taken together, the 
original environmental document and this letter fulfill the environmental review requirements of 
the current project. Because the current project meets the conditions for the application of State 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, preparation of a new EIR or ND is not necessary. 

Discretionary processing of the Telecommunication Facilities Ordinance Amendments, Case 
Nos. 11ORD-00000-00005, 11ORD-00000-00006 and 11ORD-00000-00007 may now proceed 
with the understanding that any substantial changes in the proposal may be subject to further 
environmental review. 
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