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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This Santa Barbara County-Wide Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan (SWRP) was developed 
for the SWRP Cooperating Entities (City of Buellton, Carpinteria, Goleta, Guadalupe, Solvang, 
County of Santa Barbara, Carpinteria Valley Water District, Montecito Water District, and the 
University of California at Santa Barbara) to identify and prioritize stormwater and dry weather 
runoff capture projects that provide multiple benefits, including to water quality, water supply, 
flood management, environment, and community. The 2014 Water Quality, Supply, and 
Infrastructure Improvement Act (Proposition 1) was approved to provide a source of funding to 
agencies for implementation of multi-benefit stormwater management projects in California. In 
order for projects to qualify for this funding, the Stormwater Resource Planning Act (Senate Bill 
985) requires that projects be included in a SWRP.  

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) adopted the SWRP Guidelines to establish 
guidance for agencies developing SWRPs. This SWRP includes all required and recommended 
elements per the Water Code and SWRP Guidelines and will be submitted to the Santa Barbara 
County Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Group, thereby satisfying the 
Proposition 1 Stormwater Grants Program funding eligibility requirements. The SWRP Guidelines 
self-certification checklist, including the applicable section within the SWRP that addresses each 
required and recommended element, is included in Appendix A.   

Collaboration between the Santa Barbara County Water Agency (as the Project Manager), the 
Technical Advisory Committee (including the Cooperating Entities and State and Regional 
Regulators) and the stakeholders (including other local agencies, NGOs, community members, and 
other interested parties) was important for developing a far-sighted yet innovative SWRP reflects 
local priorities. An outreach plan established strategies for effective engagement and community 
participation of local agencies and non-governmental organizations, through a variety of 
communication tools and well-attended public meetings.  

A thorough compilation and review of existing reports relating to water management within the 
SWRP planning area was used as a foundation for the development of the SWRP. Relevant 
attributes of the four major watersheds within the SWRP planning area (Santa Maria River, San 
Antonio, Santa Ynez River, and Santa Barbara Coastal) were characterized. These attributes 
include surface and groundwater resources that typically provide the majority of the area’s water 
supply, and land development (agricultural and urban) that affect various watershed processes and 
may contribute to decreased water supply, increased flooding, and surface and groundwater 
pollution. Water quality priorities for each watershed were identified based on waterbodies with 
current water quality regulatory actions as well as the pollutant generating activities in each 
watershed, including land development, agricultural return flows, and wildfire burn areas.  

Some of the Cooperating Entities are required to comply with certain water quality rules, 
regulations, and permits, including the California Phase II Small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer 
System (MS4) General Permit (Phase II MS4 Permit) (Order 2013-0001-DWQ), a guidance letter 
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from the Central Coast Regional Board (13267 letter), Statewide Trash Amendments, and TMDLs 
and 303(d) listings. Through the watershed-based approach for identifying SWRP projects, using 
a quantification methodology that allows projects to be evaluated based on their potential ability 
to provide multiple benefits that address watershed-specific issues, the SWRP may assist in 
compliance with these various documents. Additionally, the SWRP will contribute to achieving 
regional objectives established in the Santa Barbara County Integrated Regional Water 
Management Plan (IRWMP). 

A primary goal of the SWRP is to establish and apply a process to identify and prioritize, using 
accurate quantitative metrics, stormwater projects that address water quality concerns and water 
supply needs. To accomplish this, an overarching project selection and development framework 
was developed and executed as illustrated in Figure ES-1. Projects were identified by identifying 
publicly owned parcels (or non-public parcels with a potentially willing land owners) within the 
SWRP planning area that were suitable for project implementation. Assessment of a parcel’s 
suitability was based on eliminating potential areas characterized by a series of constraints that 
could inhibit or severely limit the feasibility of implementing certain project type. Additionally, 
project ideas were solicited from the TAC and stakeholders. Potential projects were compared to 
one another and ranked based on feasibility and ability to achieve the greatest benefits (Attachment 
G-1 contains the current ranked list of all suitable projects and Attached G-2 contains the current 
ranked list of individually screened projects).  

 

 

Figure ES-1. Overall SWRP Approach 



 

Santa Barbara County-Wide Stormwater Resource Plan iii June 2018 
 

Guidance for conceptually designing projects describes how to develop basic design parameters 
(e.g., area draining to the project, storage capacity, depth, side slopes) and determine the project 
footprint based on visual assessment of site specific constraints and existing infrastructure. Various 
models were considered for estimating project benefits, ultimately an approach was developed 
utilizing the Santa Barbara County-specific Load, Prioritization, and Reduction (LPR) Model to 
quantify the potential water quality, water supply, and flood management benefits. These benefits 
are estimated for the average annual pollutant load reduced (for twelve different pollutants), the 
average annual recharge volume of groundwater, and the average annual runoff volume controlled, 
respectively.  

Projects that achieve multiple benefits support a watershed-based approach to treating stormwater 
and dry weather runoff as a resource rather than an environmental nuisance or flood hazard. A 
project prioritization approach was developed based on a projects’ potential to be implemented 
and maintained and to achieve multiple benefits in the five benefit categories identified by the 
SWRP Guidelines: water quality, water supply, flood management, environmental, and 
community benefits. For projects with conceptual designs, available modeling results are used to 
determine quantitative metrics for the benefit categories, which are combined with qualitative 
assessments of each project’s benefits to determine a multi-benefit index. After multi-benefit 
indices are determined, projects are prioritized into low, medium, and high designations based on 
their multi-benefit indices and whether a willing land owner has committed to maintenance. 
Appendix B includes a summary table of conceptually designed, modeled, and prioritized projects, 
as well as two-page conceptual design and benefit summary sheets. All conceptually designed 
projects are also prioritized and stored in a formatted Microsoft Excel tool for easy reference.  For 
other project ideas that do not have a formal project concept with sufficient detail to support benefit 
quantification, a modified multiple benefit approach is used that is based solely on a qualitative 
assessment of the ability of each project idea to achieve multi-benefits. As with the conceptual 
projects, the “non-modeled” projects also utilized a low, medium, high prioritization. A current 
prioritized list of these project ideas can also be found in the Microsoft Excel tool. 

To support the long-term implementation and overall effectiveness of the SWRP, a prescriptive 
yet flexible implementation strategy was also developed. Strategies for implementation of the 
SWRP include: 

x identification of available and potential resources and funding, 
x a schedule for major implementation activities, 
x a plan for ongoing TAC and stakeholder participation, 
x an adaptive formatted Microsoft Excel tool, and 
x tracking and evaluation of performance measures.  

The collaborative planning process resulted in a Santa Barbara County-Wide Integrated 
Stormwater Resource Plan that fulfills the Water Code requirements and the primary goals (most 
notably addressing water quality and water supply issues in the County) of the TAC and 
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stakeholders. Stormwater capture projects were identified, conceptually designed, quantified and 
prioritized resulting in a SWRP anticipated to yield multiple long-term benefits for the SWRP 
Cooperating Entities and Santa Barbara County watersheds. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

In recent years, stormwater management approaches in California have shifted from providing 
limited treatment and off-site conveyance to promoting watershed-based solutions that manage 
stormwater and dry weather runoff onsite and seek to implement treatment through projects that 
replicate natural hydrology and watershed processes, as well as provide multiple benefits (e.g., 
water supply, water quality, flood control, community, and environmental benefits). This 
watershed-based approach utilizes existing practices in combination with natural physical and 
biological functions to capture, treat, and use stormwater and dry weather runoff. This framework 
for stormwater management provides water quality benefits by reducing the volume of runoff and 
associated pollutants entering receiving waters, in addition to maintaining a healthy watershed and 
providing other social, community, and environmental benefits. This is the framework under which 
the Santa Barbara County-Wide Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan (SWRP) was developed.  

1.1 Regulatory Context 

To provide a funding source for planning and implementation of watershed-based stormwater 
solutions, the Water Quality, Supply, and Infrastructure Improvement Act (Proposition 1) was 
approved on November 4, 2014 to provide $200 million from the Stormwater Grant Program 
(SWGP) for matching grants to public agencies (among other stakeholders) to implement multi-
benefit stormwater management projects in California. Prior to the passage of Proposition 1, 
Senate Bill 985, the Stormwater Resource Planning Act, was adopted to amend the Water Code to 
require the development of a SWRP in order to receive grants for stormwater and dry weather 
capture projects from a bond act approved after January 1, 2014. A SWRP must comply with the 
relevant Water Code provisions in sections 10561 through 10565, which were amended by Senate 
Bill 985, in order to render a stakeholder eligible for bond funds.  

Proposition 1 allows up to ten percent of the designated SWGP funds for “planning and monitoring 
necessary for the successful design, selection, and implementation of the projects authorized…” 
Under this earmark, $19 million in grant monies were made available to fund a SWRP or 
preparation of planning documents for a specific project. Solicitations for such monies closed on 
March 18, 2016 and after reviewing applications, the Division of Water Quality recommended 
funding for 28 projects, including this SWRP which was awarded $462,8301 for SWRP 
preparation.  

The SWRP Guidelines (State Water Resources Control Board, 2015b) were adopted on December 
15, 2015 to establish guidance for agencies developing SWRPs and serve as a guide for the State 
Water Board or other bond fund-dispensing agency to determine if SWRP’s adequately qualify a 
stakeholder to receive grant funds for stormwater and dry weather runoff projects. The SWRP 

                                                 
1 To receive these funds the Grantees were required to provide matching contributions for at least 50% of the total 
project cost. 
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Guidelines provide a self-certification checklist for ensuring 
all required and recommended elements are completed2.  

1.2 SWRP Purpose 

This SWRP was developed as a framework for the 
Cooperating Entities3 ongoing identification and 
prioritization of stormwater and dry weather runoff capture 
projects that provide multiple benefits, including to water 
quality, water supply, flood management, environment, and 
community. The SWRP planning area was selected to include 
most of Santa Barbara County4 to maximize the regional 
coordination of stormwater resource planning and to build off 
the coordinated planning that has occurred throughout Santa 
Barbara County to date. The SWRP planning area is shown 
in Figure 1. 

To satisfy the Proposition 1 Stormwater Grants Program 
funding eligibility requirements, the SWRP includes all 
required and recommended elements per the Water Code and 
SWRP Guidelines and will be submitted to the Santa Barbara 
County IRWM Group, thereby satisfying the Proposition 1 
Stormwater Grants Program funding eligibility requirements. 
Appendix A contains the completed SWRP Checklist and 
Self-Certification Form. 

In addition to the meeting the SWRP Guidelines, the County 
of Santa Barbara Water Agency, the Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC), and the stakeholders discussed and 
highlighted goals that were of special importance in 
developing and implementing the SWRP (see Sidebar). 
These primary goals steered the customized development the 
SWRP. 

  

                                                 
2 The SWRP is also reviewed by the State Water Board and Regional Water Board, for consistency with the guidelines 
and the checklist.  
3 City of Buellton, Carpinteria, Goleta, Guadalupe, Solvang, County of Santa Barbara, Carpinteria Valley Water 
District, Montecito Water District, and the University of California at Santa Barbara. 
4 The Cities of Lompoc, Santa Maria, and Santa Barbara either have existing SWRPs or have elected to not participate 
in the development of this Santa Barbara County-Wide SWRP and therefore will not be included in this SWRP 
planning area. 

• Provides a forward-
thinking and living 
framework for 
implementation 

• Emphasizes water 
quality 

• Prioritizes water 
supply needs 

• Includes accurate 
quantitative modeling 

• Collaboratively 
developed and 
implemented 

• Has local project 
support 

• Utilizes natural 
solutions 

• Prepares 
opportunities for 
future grant funding 

Primary goals of the 
SWRP 
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State and regional requirements and objectives were also considered during SWRP development. 
Stormwater discharges from the Cooperating Entity service areas5 are regulated by the California 
Phase II Small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) General Permit (Phase II MS4 
Permit) (Order 2013-0001-DWQ) (State Water Board, 2013) and many of the watersheds in Santa 
Barbara County have existing or pending Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs), which establish 
additional water quality requirements for permitted stormwater dischargers. Effective SWRPs and 
implementation of associated projects could support compliance with the Phase II MS4 Permit and 
TMDL requirements. The County of Santa Barbara MS4 entities have also joined together to form 
the Santa Barbara County Association of MS4 Managers (SBCAMM).  

The Sustainable Management Groundwater Act (SGMA), enacted in 2014, requires locally 
governed Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSAs) to develop Groundwater Sustainability 
Plans (GSPs) to effectively study and manage groundwater resources. The ultimate SGMA 
objective is to reach sustainable groundwater conditions within 20 years of implementing the GSP. 
Effective SWRPs and implementation of associated projects could support GSAs to achieve GSP 
goals to augment and diversify local/regional water supplies. Stormwater capture and infiltration 
is an option for recharging local groundwater supplies. 

Additionally, the Santa Barbara County IRWMP (Santa Barbara County IRWM Group, 2013) 
identifies regional objectives that include conserving, protecting, and augmenting surface water 
supplies; protecting, managing, and increasing groundwater supplies; and protecting and 
improving water quality. This SWRP’s watershed-based approach identifies and prioritizes 
stormwater management projects with multiple benefits that will directly address these regional 
objectives. 

1.3 SWRP Overview 

This SWRP contains the main sections outlined below. References to relevant Water Code 
requirements are included throughout to demonstrate compliance.  

x Section 2 – Organization, Coordination, and Collaboration: describes the overarching 
organization of agencies developing the SWRP and the community engagement process 
that occurred during plan development, including identification of stakeholders, the 
mechanisms and processes used to engage the public, and a summary of the stakeholder 
participation.  

x Section 3 – Background: summarizes the general information contained within relevant 
reports and datasets, describes the relationship of the SWRP to other existing planning 
documents, ordinances, and programs established by local agencies, identifies watersheds 
and subwatersheds within the SWRP area, summarizes existing water quality issues and 
potential causes of impairments within the major watersheds, including 303(d) listings and 

                                                 
5 With the exception of the water districts.  
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TMDLs, and describes existing permits and plans relevant to the SWRP and how the 
SWRP will be consistent, and assist in compliance, with these requirements. 

x Section 4 - Identification and Prioritization of Projects: discusses the overall approach 
used for identification and prioritization of projects. Includes the evaluation of potential 
models for quantifying multiple benefits of projects, process of conceptual project 
selection, conceptual designs for each project, the methodology and results for 
quantification of the multiple benefits of conceptual projects, and prioritization of projects.  

x Section 5 - Implementation Strategy and Schedule: describes the processes for the 
SWRP projects to be implemented in the future, including ongoing coordination, an 
implementation schedule, resources for SWRP implementation, tracking project status, an 
adaptive management approach, strategy for obtaining necessary permits, potential 
monitoring needs, and data management. 
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2 ORGANIZATION, COORDINATION, AND 
COLLABORATION 

 Effective stormwater planning and management on a 
watershed level requires collaboration of local and regional 
governments, utilities, and other stakeholder groups. 
Therefore, numerous agencies and other groups were 
involved in the development of the SWRP. The 
collaboration of the Santa Barbara County Water Agency 
(as the Project Manager), the TAC (including the 
Cooperating Entities and State and Regional Regulators) 
and the stakeholders (including other local agencies, 
NGOs, community members, etc.) has been integral to the 
development of a far-sighted, implementable SWRP that is 
representative of local priorities (Figure 2). The SWRP 
organization and collaboration was modeled after the Santa 
Barbara County IRWM Program, which was established, in 
response to the State of California’s IRWM Program, to 
practice integrated regional water management strategies. 
The IRWM group currently contains approximately 25 
entities including cities, water districts and agencies, 
conservation districts, sanitary districts, community 
services districts, etc. Entities within Santa Barbara County 
have a long history of collaboration on water related issues 
amongst the entities and organizations, and the 2013 
IRWMP emphasizes multi-agency collaboration, 
stakeholder involvement, and regional approaches to water 
management.  

This section of the SWRP describes the organization and 
roles of the SWRP developers and the community 
engagement process that occurred during SWRP 
development, while Section 5.3 describes the plan for 
ongoing collaboration during the SWRP implementation. 

2.1 Organization of the SWRP Developers 

The Santa Barbara County Water Agency (Water Agency) 
served as the lead agency for SWRP development. The 
Water Agency was responsible for managing SWRP 
development and the State Grant agreement, in addition to 
coordinating collaboration of the TAC, stakeholders, and 
consultants.   

• Section 10565(a) 
requires that local 
agencies and 
nongovernmental 
organizations (NGOs) 
be consulted in the 
SWRP development. 

• Section 10562(b)(4) 
requires that a 
stormwater resource 
plan shall provide for 
community 
participation in plan 
development and 
implementation. 

Relevant California Water 
Code Requirements 
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The Cooperating Entities have an interest in 
stormwater or dry weather capture projects to 
assist with water quality compliance and water 
supply demands and therefore contributed 
financially and with in-kind time directly to 
development of the SWRP. The Cooperating 
Entities include the Cities of Buellton, 
Carpinteria, Goleta, Guadalupe, Solvang, the 
County of Santa Barbara (County), Carpinteria 
Valley Water District (CVWD), Montecito 
Water District (MWD), and the University of 
California at Santa Barbara (UCSB).  The 
Cooperating Entities are shown in Figure 1. 

To support the development and 
implementation of the SWRP, a TAC was 
established to provide oversight and review 
during the development process. The TAC is 
comprised of the Cooperating Entities and 
California State Water Resources Control 
Board (State Water Board), the Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (Regional Water Board) representatives. Each member represented 
specific interests and was helpful in both soliciting and conveying their agency’s priorities and in 
communicating important information to their specific public audience. At regularly scheduled 
meetings and through email communication, the TAC assisted with important decisions and 
provided necessary feedback and guidance. The name, affiliation, and contact information for each 
TAC member is listed in Table 1. 

Stakeholders

Technical 
Advisory 

Committee

Santa 
Barbara 
County 
Water 

Agency

Figure 2. Collaboration of key groups during 
the SWRP development 
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Table 1. TAC Members 

Name Affiliation Email 
Kelley List State Water Board kelley.list@waterboards.ca.gov 
Spencer Joplin State Water Board spencer.joplin@waterboards.ca.gov 
Lucas Sharkey Regional Water Board Lucas.Sharkey@waterboards.ca.gov 
Rose Hess City of Buellton roseh@cityofbuellton.com 
Erin Maker City of Carpinteria erinm@ci.carpinteria.ca.us 
Everett King City of Goleta eking@cityofgoleta.org 
Jeff Van den Eikhof City of Guadalupe jeff@eikhofdesigngroup.com 
Cruz Ramos City of Guadalupe Cramos@ci.guadalupe.com 
Bridget Elliott City of Solvang BridgetE@cityofsolvang.com 
Jeremy Rentch Carpinteria Valley Water District jeremy@cvwd.net 
Robert McDonald Carpinteria Valley Water District bob@cvwd.net 
Brian King Carpinteria Valley Water District brian@cvwd.net 
Nicholas Turner Montecito Water District nturner@montecitowater.com 
Adam Kanold Montecito Water District akanold@montecitowater.com 
Lisa Stratton UC Santa Barbara stratton@ccber.ucsb.edu 
John Karamitsos County of Santa Barbara johnk@cosbpw.net 

The key roles and responsibilities of the TAC included the following: 

x participation in the TAC kickoff meeting (to establish project goals and roles) and five 
progress meetings (to provide updates on the development of the SWRP and to solicit 
input and feedback), 

x participation in the two stakeholder/public outreach meetings, 
x making decisions regarding project modeling and design priorities,  
x providing experienced knowledge and understanding of local infrastructure, hydrology, 

groundwater, and potential project constraints, 
x soliciting feedback from others within their agency regarding feasibility of potential 

projects,  
x providing timely responses to data requested for the development of the SWRP, 
x selecting projects for modeling, conceptual design, and additional investigations (e.g., 

CEQA analysis, feasibility assessment, and identification of permitting considerations), 
and 

x reviewing the administrative draft and final draft SWRP. 

Interested stakeholders provided valuable input into the planning process and informed potential 
project opportunities.  The stakeholders were individuals, groups, coalitions, agencies, and other 
entities that were involved in, affected by, or had an interest in the implementation of the SWRP.  
Appendix C contains a list of stakeholders involved in the development of the SWRP and their 
contact information. 

mailto:kelley.list@waterboards.ca.gov
mailto:spencer.joplin@waterboards.ca.gov
mailto:Lucas.Sharkey@waterboards.ca.gov
mailto:roseh@cityofbuellton.com
mailto:erinm@ci.carpinteria.ca.us
mailto:eking@cityofgoleta.org
mailto:jeff@eikhofdesigngroup.com
mailto:Cramos@ci.guadalupe.com
mailto:BridgetE@cityofsolvang.com
mailto:jeremy@cvwd.net
mailto:bob@cvwd.net
mailto:brian@cvwd.net
mailto:nturner@montecitowater.com
mailto:akanold@montecitowater.com
mailto:stratton@ccber.ucsb.edu
mailto:johnk@cosbpw.net
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The roles and responsibilities of the stakeholders included the following: 

x providing input into development of the SWRP, 
x attending public meetings, 
x recommending potential locations for project development, 
x providing local knowledge and input regarding conceptual project designs, 
x commenting on draft sections of the SWRP, and 
x providing letters of support for the SWRP and projects. 

2.2 Stakeholder Identification, Engagement, and Participation 

The Stakeholder Outreach, Education, and Engagement Plan (Outreach Plan) is included in 
Appendix C and summarized briefly in this section. The Outreach Plan establishes strategies for 
effective engagement, in order to meet or exceed the requirements for consultation of local 
agencies and NGO’s (Water Code Section 10565[a]) and community participation (Water Code 
Section 10562 [b][4]) in SWRP development and implementation as well as the additional 
elements listed in the SWRP Guidelines Section VI.B and VI.F. 
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The Outreach Plan outlines a variety of 
communication systems that were used to 
disseminate information about the SWRP, in 
part relying on groups that have similar 
concerns and issues as those addressed in the 
SWRP. Public outreach and involvement was 
sustained throughout the development of the 
SWRP with the intention of forming alliances 
that further the goals and sustainability of the 
SWRP and projects. Section 5.3 below 
discusses how public engagement will be 
continued through the implementation of the 
SWRP. 

Public meetings are an established and 
effective mechanism to engage communities in 
planning efforts and projects. The first 
stakeholder meeting was held during the week 
of October 9, 2017. Separate meetings were 
held in both northern and southern Santa 
Barbara County, so that interested parties could 
easily attend. Over forty stakeholders 
participated in first set of meetings and the 
meeting in northern Santa Barbara County was 
covered by the local newspaper, the Santa 
Maria Sun (Figure 3).  An overview of the 
SWRP process and the draft project identification and ranking was presented. Additionally, 
attendees were requested to submit other potential locations and projects for consideration. 

Prior to the second stakeholder meeting, held on July 19, 2018, a draft public SWRP was made 
available on July 2, 2018 to provide opportunity for review before the meeting. During the meeting 
an overview of the draft public SWRP was presented including a discussion of the project 
descriptions, benefits, and prioritization results. Stakeholders present during this meeting were 
able to provide comments and feedback on the draft public SWRP and the projects included. 
Records from these stakeholder meetings, including the meeting advertisement, attendees sign-in 
sheets, and notes from the meeting, are included in Appendix C. 

The SWRP planning area contains seven disadvantaged communities (DAC): the City of 
Guadalupe, and the unincorporated areas of New Cuyama, Cuyama, Casmalia, Sisquoc, Isla Vista 
and Garey. The Outreach Plan describes an approach to identify DACs that have an interest and 
stake in the planning outcome. Participation from DAC community representatives at the public 
workshops provided opportunities to identify and address specific runoff-related environmental 
justice issues. 

Figure 3. Image from Santa Maria Sun article 
covering the first stakeholder outreach meeting. 
http://www.santamariasun.com/news/16685/county-chasing-

millions-in-grants-for-stormwater-resource-projects/ 

 

http://www.santamariasun.com/news/16685/county-chasing-millions-in-grants-for-stormwater-resource-projects/
http://www.santamariasun.com/news/16685/county-chasing-millions-in-grants-for-stormwater-resource-projects/
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3 BACKGROUND 

3.1 Existing Relevant Reports and Data 

Numerous reports have been developed by the Cooperating Entities and other stakeholders relating 
to water management within the SWRP planning area. A thorough understanding of this applicable 
information was a critical starting point in the development of the SWRP (as required by Section 
VI.B of the SWRP Guidelines). These reports were used throughout all stages of the SWRP 
development. Examples of how the SWRP drew from previous reports and data include:   

x the project rankings considered land use, proximity to surface water and groundwater 
resources, surface water and groundwater quality issues, soil characteristics, and existing 
stormwater infrastructure, among other factors; 

x groundwater levels were utilized to assist in developing project concepts; and 
x potential projects that were previously identified (e.g., Franklin Creek infiltration) were 

included in the project quantification and prioritization process. 
Table 2 includes a summary of the general categories of information that are contained within 
relevant reports. Appendix D contains a description of each report and identifies the specific 
relevant information. 
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Table 2. Summary of Existing Reports 

 
Name of Report or Dataset 

Relevant Data Categories 
Available 
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Santa Barbara County Groundwater Report (2011 & 2014) 

Ground water 
Management 

Plans 

 X X X     
Carpinteria Groundwater Basin Hydrogeologic Update (2011) X X       
Goleta Groundwater Management Plan (2010)  X X      

Santa Ynez Buellton Groundwater Management Plan (2005)  X X      
Montecito Groundwater Management Plan (1998)  X X      
Carpinteria Groundwater Management Plan (1996)  X X      
City of Buellton Stormwater Management Plan (2010) 

Stormwater 
Management 

Plans 

X X X      
City of Goleta Stormwater Management Plan (2009) X  X      
City of Solvang Stormwater Management Plan (2009)   X      
City of Carpinteria Stormwater Management Plan (2008) X X X      
Pollutant Load, Prioritization, and Reduction (LPR) Model Technical Report 
Appendices (2017) 

    
    

    
    

X  X      

Central Coast Basin Plan (2016) X X X      

DRAFT Gaviota Watershed Plan Update 2.3 (2016) X        

Goleta Slough Area Sea Level Rise and Management Plan (2015) X  X X X X X  

Montecito Groundwater Basin Recharge Feasibility Study (2015)  X       
Santa Barbara County Long Term Supplemental Water Supply Alternatives 
Report (2015) X X X X     

Orcutt Creek TMDL Wasteload Allocation Attainment Plan (2015) X  X X   X X 
Goleta Valley Watersheds Stream Team Data Reports (2014) X        

Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (IRWMP) (2013) X X X X X X X X 
Santa Barbara Water Sources Map (2012)  X X      
Groundwater-Quality Data in the Santa Barbara Study Unit (2011) X X       

Rincon Watershed Plan (2007) X     X   

South Coast Watershed Task Force Inventory (2007) X       X 
Carpinteria Creek Watershed Plan (2005) X X X X  X X X 
San Jose Creek Watershed Plan (2003) X X   X   X 
Santa Barbara County Sanitary Survey (2003)  X X      

Santa Barbara County Urban Runoff Treatment Control Project (2001) X     X   

Ground-Water Hydrology and Quality in The Lompoc Area (1988) X X       
Geology and Ground-Water Resources of the South-Coast Basins of Santa 
Barbara County (1951) X X  X     

Geology and Water Resources of the Santa Ynez River Basin, Santa Barbara 
County (1951) X X  X     
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By identifying and ranking potential stormwater and dry weather management projects, the SWRP 
contributes to water supply, water quality, flood management, environmental, and community 
enhancement (i.e., recreational areas, open space, etc.) goal attainment established in other 
planning documents, ordinances, and programs. This includes the IRWMP (water supply, water 
quality, flood management, environmental, and community enhancement goals), the guidance 
documents related to the Phase II MS4 Permit (water quality goals), the stormwater management 
plans and Program Effectiveness Assessment and Improvement Plans6 (PEAIPs) (water quality 
goals), and the groundwater management plans (water quality and water supply goals). Additional 
discussion of how the SWRP connects with the water quality goals of many of these planning 
documents is included in Section 3.3. 

3.2 Watershed Characterization 

As required by Water Code Sections 10565(c) and 10562(b)(1), the SWRP planning area was 
divided into four watersheds and 221 subwatersheds. The watersheds include the following: 

x Santa Maria River watershed (1827 sq. mi), 
x San Antonio watershed (153 sq. mi), 
x Santa Ynez River watershed (896 sq. mi), and 
x Santa Barbara Coastal area (364 sq. mi). 

The subsequent information presented in this section fulfills requirements in Section VI.A of the 
SWRP Guidelines. These watersheds were selected to align with the major watersheds within 
Santa Barbara County and are based on the United States Geological Survey (USGS) hydrologic 
unit code (HUC)-8 watersheds (defined as the “subbasin” watershed level). The USGS HUC-8 
watershed definition provides the largest practical definition that allows for comprehensive and 
integrated stormwater management, and these watersheds span multiple jurisdictional boundaries. 
The IRWMP provides a description of each watershed7 including: watershed geography, flow 
characteristics, vegetation, and habitat. 

CalWater (interagency watershed mapping committee) watersheds, with slight modification, were 
used to represent subwatersheds within the SWRP planning area, in compliance with 
recommendations from the SWRP Guidelines. Use of these subwatersheds is consistent with 
California’s Clean Water Act 303(d) listed waterbodies and waterbodies with existing TMDLs. 
CalWater subwatersheds in Goleta Slough and Carpinteria were modified to show subwatershed 
divisions to individual receiving waterbodies, since many of these waterbodies are identified as 
impaired. Within the SWRP planning area, the average size of defined subwatersheds is 12.9 
square miles.  

                                                 
6 A requirement of the Phase II MS4 Permit intended for MS4 Permittees to assess the status of compliance with 
permit conditions, the appropriateness of identified control measures, and progress towards measurable goals.  
7 IRWMP Chapter 3, Regional Description. 
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In addition to the reasons stated above, the selected watersheds and subwatersheds also provide an 
appropriate scale for the quantitative analyses of stormwater runoff and pollutant loading. By 
selecting large enough watersheds to include multiple Cooperating Entities, the SWRP approach 
quantifies the multiple-benefits of a project in comparison to other projects in the same watershed. 
Additionally, by utilizing the smaller subwatersheds, Cooperating Entities are able to more 
carefully examine the impacts of a project on local issues (e.g., pollutant load reductions from a 
project could be compared to TMDLs in the local receiving waters). The watersheds and 
subwatersheds are illustrated in Figure 4. 
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The groundwater basins and reservoirs/lakes that reflect the water resources present within the 
SWRP planning area are shown in Figure 5. Groundwater8 and local reservoirs typically provide 
the majority of the water supply in SWRP planning area. However, as a result of the ongoing 
drought, the local reservoirs have recently reached levels as low as 15 percent of capacity and 
some groundwater aquifers are in a state of overdraft. Another significant source of water to the 
SWRP planning area is the California State Water Project. The IRWMP describes9 the 
groundwater basins (including size and overlaying land use), the surface water infrastructure 
(including reservoir storage capacity and associated distribution systems), and the State Water 
Project in more detail. 

More than 15 local providers supply water to the SWRP planning area. Cooperating Entities who 
are also water suppliers, include CVWD, MWD, and the Cities of Solvang, Buellton, and 
Guadalupe. Their jurisdictional boundaries are shown on Figure 5, and additional water provider 
and wastewater providers are included in the IRWMP10.  

                                                 
8 For some of these communities, groundwater is even more significant: in Buellton and Guadalupe it is up to 99% of 
the water supply. 
9 IRWMP Chapter 3, Regional Description 
10 IRWMP Chapter 3, Regional Description 
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Development (including agriculturalization and urbanization) within the watersheds has 
significantly altered various watershed processes and in some areas resulted in increased flooding 
and surface water pollution, while decreasing water supply resources. To address these impacts 
the SWRP utilizes watershed-based natural solutions to capture, treat, and use stormwater and dry 
weather runoff. Figure 6 and Figure 7 show the existing land cover and land use, including native 
habitats, environmentally sensitive areas, parks, and other open space. Additionally, the IRWMP 
describes ecological conditions within the SWRP planning area, including sensitive aquatic 
species, freshwater habitats, sloughs/coastal salt marshes, coastal dunes, areas of special biological 
significance, and marine protected areas11.  

Prior to development, storm event peak flows were moderated by infiltration, evaporation, and 
transpiration, such that overland runoff did not commonly occur during small to medium storm 
events. Instead, the majority of precipitation was infiltrated and conveyed by shallow subsurface 
flow and groundwater or stored within vegetation or surface depressions.  Development of an area 
increases impervious cover through roadways, parking lots, buildings, and other impervious 
surfaces.  With development, natural drainage systems were replaced with pipe or ditch/channel 
system.  Additionally, the clearing of native vegetation for development reduces the interception 
storage available for precipitation, and site grading eliminates natural depressions for precipitation 
storage. Post-development surface runoff can peak in the drainages dramatically during storm 
events, since not as much of the precipitation is able to infiltrate through soils. Even areas such as 
parks have reduced infiltration capacity because topsoil was removed and compacted, which 
retards infiltration capacity. With less infiltration, shallow subsurface flow and groundwater flow 
was also reduced and therefore, less groundwater is available to maintain streamflow during the 
dry summer months and increased surface runoff and stream erosions result in more “flashy” 
streamflows and higher flooding risks.  

Development also contributes to degraded water quality because of the various urban activities 
that contribute higher levels of pollutants than the natural watershed condition.  Runoff from 
watersheds carry contaminants associated with urban development, industrialization, agriculture, 
and atmospheric deposition to local receiving water bodies. As described above, development 
increases surface runoff during storm events, increasing the likelihood of pollutants being 
transported to receiving waters. Non-urban uses such as agriculture also contribute higher 
stormwater pollutant loads than the natural watershed, due to the use of fertilizers and/or 
pesticides. Additionally, development reduces the presence of natural pollutant remediation 
processes that are present in natural habitats. Figure 6 and Figure 7 indicate the urbanized and 
agricultural areas that are potentially pollutant generating. 

Overall, post-development changes in hydrologic processes are mostly attributed to the loss of 
natural land cover, an increase in impervious surfaces, and channelization of natural drainage 
courses. As shown in Figure 6, the areas identified with “developed” land covers are most likely 
to exhibit these aforementioned changes in watershed processes. Areas of the watershed that are 
                                                 
11 IRWMP Chapter 3, Regional Description 
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classified as forest, shrub/scrub, herbaceous, or other natural land cover type, are likely 
maintaining natural watershed processes (or conditions close to the natural conditions). 
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3.2.1 Water Quality Priorities 

As described in Section 3.2, development and agriculture within the watersheds have contributed 
to degraded water quality because of the various activities that contribute higher stormwater 
pollutant loads than the natural watershed condition. The Phase II MS4 permit identifies common 
urban pollutant sources and pollutants, while various existing reports (as described in Section 3.1) 
identify pollutant generating activities specific to the SWRP planning area watersheds. The water 
quality priorities of the watersheds have been further identified through various ongoing 
monitoring programs conducted by the Cooperating Entities and other stakeholders. This section 
fulfills requirements in Section VI.A of the SWRP Guidelines, and Appendix E provides maps 
focusing on the urban development of the Cooperating Entities and identified water quality issues 
identified in the 2012 California Integrated Report (Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List / 305(b) 
Report).  

The Phase II MS4 Permit states the following: 

Finding 2. As human population increases, urban development creates new pollution 
sources and brings with it proportionately higher levels of car emissions, car maintenance 
wastes, municipal sewage, pesticides, household hazardous wastes, pet wastes, trash, etc. 
which can either be washed or directly dumped into the municipal separate storm sewer 
system (MS4). As a result, the runoff leaving the developed urban area is greater in 
pollutant load than the pre-development runoff from the same area. Also, when natural 
vegetated pervious ground cover is converted to impervious surfaces such as paved 
highways, streets, rooftops, walkways and parking lots, the natural absorption and 
infiltration abilities of the land are lost. Therefore, runoff leaving developed urban area is 
significantly greater in runoff volume, velocity, peak flow rate, and duration than pre-
development runoff from the same area. The increased volume, velocity, rate, and duration 
of runoff greatly accelerate the erosion of downstream natural channels. In addition, the 
greater the impervious cover the greater the significance of the degradation. 
Finding 3. Pollutants of concern found in urban runoff include sediments, non-sediment 
solids, nutrients, pathogens, oxygen-demanding substances, petroleum hydrocarbons, 
heavy metals, floatables, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), trash, pesticides and 
herbicides. 
Finding 4. Trash and litter are a pervasive problem in California. Controlling trash is a 
priority, because trash adversely affects our use of California’s waterways. Trash impacts 
aquatic life in streams, rivers, and the ocean as well as terrestrial species in adjacent 
riparian and shore areas. Trash, particularly plastics, persists for years. It concentrates 
organic toxins, entangles and ensnares wildlife, and disrupts feeding when animals mistake 
plastic for food and ingest it. Additionally, trash creates aesthetic impacts, impairing our 
ability to enjoy our waterways. 

As required by Water Code Section 10562(d)(7), Table 3 lists the potential pollutant generating 
activities identified for each of the watersheds within Santa Barbara County.  
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Table 3. Pollutant Generating Activities 

Watershed Pollutant Generating Activitiesa 

Santa Maria River  Urban development, agriculture return flows and runoff, wildfire burn areas, 
grazing  

San Antonio Creek  Urban development, agriculture return flows and runoff 

Santa Ynez River  Urban development, agriculture return flows and runoff, wildfire burn areas, 
septic systems, gravel mining, wastewater plant discharges, grazing 

South Coast 
Urban development, agriculture return flows and runoff, wildfire burn areas, 
septic systems, seawater intrusion, industrial and commercial contaminated soils, 
former disposal sites  

a Sources identified in the IRWMP, TMDL staff reports, and Santa Barbara County’s Orcutt Creek WAAP, and Final 
California 2014 and 2016 Integrated Report (303(d) List/305(b) Report) 

Monitoring water quality, at receiving waters, groundwater, and MS4 outfalls locations, provides 
information regarding water quality issues in the SWRP planning area. Relevant ongoing 
monitoring programs conducted for the Cooperating Entities include the following: 

x Groundwater management plan monitoring: The CVWD developed a groundwater 
management plan (GWMP) (CVWD, 2017)12 for the Carpinteria Groundwater Basin, 
which was adopted in 1999. The CVWD GWMP includes a monitoring program that 
collects data from 42 wells (groundwater production wells, private wells, and monitoring 
wells) located throughout the basin. Water level data are collected bi-monthly and water 
quality data are collected bi-annually from 25 of the wells. Groundwater production data 
is also collected, compiled and assessed.  Additionally, water quality data are collected 
from six surface water locations. Water level data are used to develop hydrographs and 
contours of groundwater surface elevations. Chemical hydrographs are also developed, and 
groundwater production data and precipitation are analyzed in annual reports.  
A regional groundwater level monitoring program is also conducted by USGS and is 
outlined in Goleta Water District’s (GWD) GWMP (GWD, 2010)13. Manual measurements 
of water level are collected twice per year in 47 wells (35 in the Central subbasin, 6 in the 
North subbasin, and 4 on the West subbasin). Groundwater elevation records are stored in 
digital form and well locations are in a Geographic Information System (GIS) database.   
MWD’s GWMP (MWD, 1998)14 outlines a plan for groundwater monitoring that includes 
collection of groundwater levels, hydraulic properties, and estimates of annual water 
pumped. Data collected from monitoring is stored in a database maintained by MWD and 
used to create hydrographs and groundwater elevation contour maps. 

                                                 
12 A description of the monitoring program is included on pages 1-2. 
13 A description of monitoring is included on page 4-11. 
14 A description of monitoring is included on page 35.  
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x Goleta and Carpinteria Creek monitoring: Santa Barbara ChannelKeeper operates a Stream 
Team citizen water quality monitoring program, which conducts monthly water quality 
sampling at stream sites in the Goleta Valley and Carpinteria Valley. Volunteers use 
portable meters to test in-stream parameters such as temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, 
turbidity, and conductivity. Samples are also collected and later analyzed by a laboratory 
for bacteria and nutrients. Visual observations such as weather conditions, algae coverage, 
water clarity, odors, and trash are also recorded.   
The program aims to collect and disseminate data to measure the health of local streams, 
identify and abate sources of pollution to the streams, and measure changes resulting from 
pollution prevention efforts. The Goleta Valley program monitors up to 24 sites in the 
Goleta Slough, Devereux Slough, Bell Creek, and Tecolote Creek watersheds. The 
Carpinteria Valley program started in 2010 and includes six locations for monitoring. 
Stream Team data can be downloaded at http://www.sbck.org/current-issues/water-
quality-monitoring/download-our-data/. Additional information on the program can be 
found at http://www.sbck.org/current-issues/water-quality-monitoring/stream-team/.  

x 303(d) land use monitoring: The NPDES Municipal General Permit E.13.c 303(d) 
monitoring section outlines monitoring requirements for Phase II MS4 Permittees that 
discharge to 303(d) listed water bodies where urban runoff is identified as the source. 
Permittees (Cities of Goleta, Carpinteria, Buellton, Solvang, and the County of Santa 
Barbara) were required to develop a plan for 303(d) monitoring, develop a Quality 
Assurance Project Plan (QAPP), initiate monitoring by July 1, 2015, and submit monitoring 
results with Year 3 and subsequent annual reports.  
This monitoring program focuses on pollutants associated with wet weather MS4 
discharges, and flow-weighted composite samples are taken at outfalls discharging into 
impaired waterbodies. Pollutants to sample for were determined based on being 
representative of MS4 wet weather discharges, cost-effective to analyze, addressable 
through Best Management Practices (BMPs), and of interest to Regional Water Board staff.  
Two outfalls are monitored per storm event for as many storm events as possible (but not 
to exceed eight events per year). Results of the monitoring are reported annually under the 
Municipal General Permit report, via SMARTs, by October 15th each year. Details of this 
monitoring are outlined in the Urban Storm Water Monitoring Plan 2015 - 2018 and the 
Quality Assurance Project Plan for Urban Storm Water Monitoring Plan 2015 - 2018 
(October 2015).  

x Total Maximum Daily Load Wasteload Allocation Attainment Plan monitoring: The 
TMDL monitoring and reporting program outlined in the TMDL Wasteload Allocation 
Attainment Plan (WAAP) for the Santa Maria Watershed (County of Santa Barbara, 
2015)15 is designed to assess stormwater discharge and receiving water quality, assess 
BMP effectiveness, and demonstrate progress towards achieving interim targets and 
attainment of Wasteload Allocations (WLAs) in the County MS4 permit areas of the Orcutt 

                                                 
15 A description of monitoring and reporting is included in Section 5 (pages 26-31). 

http://www.sbck.org/current-issues/water-quality-monitoring/download-our-data/
http://www.sbck.org/current-issues/water-quality-monitoring/download-our-data/
http://www.sbck.org/current-issues/water-quality-monitoring/stream-team/
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Creek subwatershed. All pollutants with WLAs assigned to the County are monitored in 
MS4 discharge and receiving waters, and an assessment of monitoring parameters is 
completed each year. If it is demonstrated through monitoring that specific pollutants are 
not of concern, then analytes may be removed from monitoring for the applicable 
monitoring location.  
Receiving water sites are located at the upstream and downstream boundaries of the 
County’s MS4 permit area, and representative outfall monitoring locations include a 
residential area and a mixed commercial/residential area to evaluate the land use specific 
concentrations. Flow is measured during sampling at each location to estimate pollutant 
loads. Manual 2-hour composite (eight samples collected at 15-minute intervals) samples 
are collected at these locations annually during three wet weather and two dry weather 
events.  
The County includes a WAAP progress report section in the MS4 Permit annual report 
(starting in October 2016), which summarizes the activities performed and progress 
towards attainment of the WLAs for the reporting period and includes results of all 
information collected and analyzed, including monitoring data, during the reporting period. 

In addition to the monitoring conducted for the Cooperating Entities (as described) above, the 
California Department of Public Health (CDPH) performs monitoring at beaches in Santa Barbara 
County under Assembly Bill 411 and the Central Coast Ambient Monitoring Program (CCAMP) 
also conducts water quality monitoring and assessment throughout the region.  

Based on monitoring that has been conducted within the SWRP planning area, some waterbodies 
have been identified on the 2012 California Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list of water quality 
impaired segments or have applicable TMDLs for certain pollutants. Each of the watersheds within 
the SWRP planning area contain waterbodies with applicable TMDLs (11 receiving waters) or that 
are 303(d) listed (33 receiving waters). TMDLs are numerical calculations of the maximum 
amount of a pollutant that a waterbody can receive and still meet water quality standards, including 
an allocation of that amount to the pollutant’s sources. TMDL targets and WQO standards are 
established to protect all related beneficial uses. 

These impaired waterbodies are shown in Figure 8, and Table 4 summarizes the TMDLs for 
pollutants by watershed. Appendix F includes the full list of waterbodies that are 303(d) listed or 
have applicable TMDLs. The IRWMP describes16 the specific groundwater quality issues 
associated with each groundwater basin by watershed. Applicable TMDLs, 303(d) listings, and 
other common urban pollutants will inform the water quality priorities that will be considered in 
the development of the SWRP for each watershed.  

                                                 
16 IRWMP Chapter 3, Regional Description 



 

Santa Barbara County-Wide Stormwater Resource Plan 26 September 2018 
 

Table 4. Adopted TMDL Pollutants by Watershed and Pollutant Category 

Pollutant Category 
Watershed 

Santa Maria San Antonio Santa Ynez Santa Barbara Coastal 
Bacteria X    

Nutrients X X  

Glen Annie Canyon, 
Tecolotito, Carneros, Arroyo 

Paredon, and Carpinteria 
Marsh subwatersheds 

Pesticides X X  Arroyo Paredon 
subwatershed 

Salts 
(Sodium and Chloride)    Jalama Creek subwatersheds 

Toxicity X   Arroyo Paredon 
subwatershed 
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3.3 Water Quality Compliance 

The SWRP identifies strategies to address water quality 
compliance requirements, fulfilling the relevant water code 
requirements (see Sidebar). There are several permits or 
documents that some or all of the Cooperating Entities are 
required to comply with, including the Phase II MS4 Permit, 
a guidance letter from the Central Coast Regional Board 
(13267 letter), Statewide Trash Amendments, and TMDLs. 
The SWRP will assist in compliance with these various 
documents, as described herein.   

The County of Santa Barbara and the cities that are 
Cooperating Entities are required to comply with the Phase 
II MS4 Permit. The following provisions of the Phase II 
MS4 Permit are informed and may be assisted by the 
identification and prioritizations of projects conducted for 
this SWRP: 

x Provision B, which prohibits “discharges of stormwater 
from the MS4 to waters of the U.S. in a manner causing 
or threatening to cause a condition of pollution or 
nuisance”,   

x Provision C, which requires the permittees to implement 
controls to reduce the discharge of pollutants from their 
MS4s to the Maximum Extent Practicable (MEP), 

x Provision D, which states that “discharges shall not 
cause or contribute to an exceedance of water quality 
standards contained in a Statewide Water Quality 
Control Plan, the California Toxics Rule, or in the 
applicable Regional Board Basin Plan.”, and 

x Provision E.14.a, Program Effectiveness Assessment 
and Improvement, which requires the development of a 
PEAIP and quantitative effectiveness assessment. The 
model used to quantify the effectiveness of the SWRP 
conceptual projects is also being used for assessing the 
effectiveness of the PEAIP. The conceptual projects 
were developed, and their conceptual design parameters 
were used in the model to determine the average annual 
baseline stormwater runoff volume and pollutant loads 
(based on applicable priority pollutants) to the BMP and 
the runoff volume and load reductions resulting from 
the BMP. 

x Section 10562(b)(5)) 
requires that the 
SWRP is consistent 
with, and assists in, 
compliance with 
TMDL 
implementation plans 
and applicable 
National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination 
System (NPDES) 
Permits. 

x Section 10562(b)(6)) 
requires that the 
SWRP identifies 
applicable permits and 
describe how the 
SWRP meets all 
applicable waste 
discharge permit 
requirements. 

 

Relevant California Water 
Code Requirements 
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The Central Coast Regional Board provided a “Water Code Section 13267 Technical Report 
Order” guidance letter (13267 Letter) on June 13, 2016. The purpose of the 13267 Letter was to 
provide additional clarification on reporting requirements in order to enable PEAIPs to sufficiently 
assess stormwater pollutant reductions and aid in developing meaningful stormwater program 
modifications for the fifth year Annual Reports (due October 15, 2018) (Provision E.14.b). The 
13267 Letter specifically requires each Permittee to estimate MS4 Permit area stormwater runoff 
volumes and pollutant loads, inventory and assess structural BMPs, estimate stormwater runoff 
volumes and pollutant load reductions after BMP implementation, and prioritize areas for future 
BMP implementation. 

The 13267 Letter includes prescriptive details about how to meet each of the above requirements 
and allows for alternative approaches that are equivalent and equally defensible. Additionally, the 
SWRP planning area has specific surface water quality issues based on the water body-pollutant 
combinations that are identified on the 303(d) list of impaired waters or have applicable TMDLs, 
as summarized in Table 4 and Appendix F.  

Traditional approaches to stormwater management do not fully address water quality impacts from 
stormwater discharges or necessarily provide multiple benefits such as water supply augmentation 
and ecological enhancement of the local watersheds. The SWRP utilizes a watershed-based 
approach to stormwater management that will identify multi-benefit projects that can yield water 
quality benefits by reducing the volume of runoff delivered to receiving waters, thus reducing the 
pollutants discharged from urban and/or agricultural areas while augmenting needed water 
supplies. In areas where stormwater infiltration is not feasible (e.g., high groundwater, low 
infiltration rates, steep slopes, landslide or liquefaction risk zones), projects may use natural 
treatment systems to reduce pollutant concentrations in runoff. Watershed-based approaches to 
stormwater management also provide non-measurable social and community benefits that 
traditional management approaches do not provide, such as new or enhanced recreational and 
public use areas. Through this watershed-based approach, the SWRP will assist the Cooperating 
Entities in demonstrating compliance with the Phase II MS4 Permit. 

The SWRP quantifies the water quality benefits of the top selected projects in terms of volume 
reduction and reductions in 12 pollutants using the Load, Prioritization, and Reduction (LPR) 
Model (Geosyntec Consultants, 2017). The projects are then assigned water quality scores based 
on the estimated pollutant reductions, with pollutants that are 303(d) listed or have applicable 
TMDLs weighted such that higher reductions in these priority pollutants produces a higher overall 
water quality score. This process allows projects to be evaluated based on their potential ability to 
improve water quality for watershed specific water quality issues.  

As such, the SWRP estimates water quality benefits to the Cooperating Entities achievable through 
project implementation and will support other water quality improvement efforts including Phase 
II Permit compliance demonstration, compliance with TMDL Waste Load Allocations (WLAs) 
and agriculture waiver entities with Load Allocations (LAs) and helping restore beneficial uses of 
303(d) listed waterbodies. 
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In addition, depending on the types of projects identified, SWRP projects may also support 
implementation of the Statewide Trash Amendments17. The State Water Resources Control Board 
has indicated that the following types of BMPs will be considered full capture systems (identified 
as Multi-Benefit Treatment Systems): 

x bioretention, 

x capture and use, 

x detention basin, 

x infiltration trench, 

x infiltration basin, and 

x media filter. 

Table 5 summarizes how the SWRP will assist in compliance of the Phase II MS4 Permit, in 
addition to TMDL and 303(d) listed water body-pollutant combinations. 

                                                 
17 State of California’s Trash Amendments to the Water Quality Control Plan for Ocean Waters of California and 
Part 1 Trash Provisions of the Water Quality Control Plan for Inland Surface Waters, Enclosed Bays, and Estuaries 
of California (State Water Board, 2015a). 
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Table 5. Applicable Surface Water Quality Regulations 

Applicable 
CWA 

Regulation 
Watershed Regulated Pollutant Description of how the SWRP 

will assist in compliancea 

Phase II MS4 
General Permit 

All SB County 
Watersheds Multiple pollutants 

Implement and enhance measures 
to control 303(d) listed pollutants 
and pollutants of concern identified 
by municipalities in their PEAIPs 
and contribute towards achieving 
TMDL WLAs 

Water Quality 
Control Plan 

All Watersheds 
with MS4 
discharges 

Trash 
Identifies potential projects that 
would capture and remove trash 
from stormwater runoff 

TMDLs 

Santa Maria 
Fecal indicator bacteria, 
nutrients, pesticides, salts (in 
development) 

Identifies potential projects that 
would remove (infiltrate or directly 
use) or treat stormwater runoff 
resulting in lower pollutant loads to 
receiving waters (aids in the goal of 
compliance with TMDL WLAs and 
Water Quality Objectives) 

San Antonio Chlorpyrifos, nitrate 

Santa Ynez Nutrients (in development) 
Carpinteria Salt 
Marsh Nutrients (in development) 

Arroyo Paredon Diazinon, nitrate 
Glen Annie 
Canyon, Tecolotito, 
and Carneros  

Nitrate 

Jalama Creek Chloride, sodium 

303(d) listed All SB Watersheds Multiple pollutants 
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4 IDENTIFICATION AND PRIORITIZATION OF PROJECTS 

The main purpose of the SWRP is to identify and prioritize potential projects within the SWRP 
planning area that capture and use stormwater and other discharges. These potential projects must 
meet one or more of the criteria established for project selection included in the Water Code1819 
and the SWRP Guidelines. These criteria include projects that: 

x augment local water supply (Water Code 10562(d)(1)), 

x provide source control of pollution from both stormwater and dry weather runoff, onsite 
and local infiltration, and use of stormwater and dry weather runoff (Water Code 
10562(d)(2)), 

x reestablish natural water drainage treatment/infiltration systems or mimic natural system 
functions to the maximum extent feasible (Water Code 10562(d)(3)), 

x develop, restore, or enhance habitat and open space through runoff management including 
wetlands, riverside habitats, parkways, and parks (Water Code 10562(d)(4)), and 

x use existing publicly owned lands (Water Code 10562(d)(5) and 10562(b)(8)). 

A variety of stormwater and dry-weather runoff capture project types are suitable for fulfilling the 
criteria listed above, while aligning with the SWRP primary goals, including infiltration, direct 
use, treatment, and restoration. These project types are typically categorized based on the scale of 
implementation, as either distributed BMPs or regional BMPs. Distributed BMPs are designed to 
treat runoff from smaller drainage areas (less than 10 acres) and are normally installed to collect 
runoff close to the source from a limited number of parcels. Regional BMPs are designed to treat 
runoff from a large drainage area (greater than 10 acres) and are expected to include multiple 
parcels and various land uses.  

Distributed BMPs, such as curb cuts, swales, rain gardens, deep mulch, green streets, and rain 
barrels, are effective methods for treating relatively small quantities of runoff volumes locally and 
play an important role in a stormwater management. Such BMPs are often initiated at a grass-root 
level, are community-driven, and are important for increasing public awareness and involvement 
in addition to water quality improvements. However, to meet the criteria outlined in the Water 
Code and SWRP Guidelines in the most cost-effective way with the public funding involved, the 
identification and prioritization of the SWRP projects focuses on large-scale regional BMPs 

                                                 
18 Additionally, the Water Code requirements (10727.4.(e),(f),(h),(i),(k)) discuss additional elements of a GSP that 
were considered during this SWRP development 
19 For new and redevelopment projects, post-construction requirements are contained in the Santa Barbara County 
Stormwater Technical Guide (County of Santa Barbara, 2017). The Stormwater Technical Guide identifies design 
criteria and best management practices to prevent storm water and dry weather runoff pollution and increase effective 
storm water and dry weather runoff management for new and upgraded infrastructure and residential, commercial, 
industrial, and public development in compliance with Water Code 10562(d)(6). Therefore, these projects are not 
addressed within this SWRP. 
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including infiltration basins, dry wells, direct use, and treatment systems. These regional BMPs 
types are scaled larger for their treatment areas and score the highest for meeting multiple 
objectives of augmented water supply, reducing pollutant loadings, mitigating flood risks, etc.  

Project identification was conducted in two ways during SWRP development. The first approach 
began by identifying publicly owned parcels within the SWRP planning area that were suitable for 
BMP implementation, followed by ranking of these identified projects based on feasibility and 
ability to achieve the greatest benefits, as summarized in Section 4.1 and described in detail in 
Appendix G. The second approach consisted of soliciting input from the TAC and stakeholders to 
leverage their local knowledge to identify potential project locations. The current lists of identified 
and ranked potential projects are included as attachments to Appendix G. 

To prioritize potential projects according to the multiple benefits they provide (e.g., water quality, 
flood management, water supply, environmental, and other community benefits), the SWRP 
includes an approach to:  

x conceptually design potential projects (Section 4.2, described in detail in Appendix H), 

x model and quantify each project’s multiple benefits (Section 4.3, described in detail in 
Appendix H), and 

x prioritize projects based on their potential to be implemented and maintained, and the 
benefit score of measurable factors (e.g., pounds of pollutants removed, volume water 
supplied) (Section 4.4, described in detail in Appendix H). 

This process, from identification of projects to prioritization of conceptually designed projects, is 
outlined in Figure 9.  

The current projects that have been conceptually designed, modeled, and prioritized are described 
in detail in Appendix I and compiled in the Santa Barbara SWRP Project Prioritization Tool 
(Prioritization Tool) (Section 5.4). Appendix I is intended to function as a living document, in 
which the conceptual design details, the quantified potential benefits, and the prioritization of 
projects are updated as new projects are incorporated into the SWRP. 
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Figure 9. Identification and Prioritization of Projects Flowchart 
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4.1 Project Identification and Ranking 

Identification and ranking of potential 
parcels for conceptual project 
implementation was performed as a 
three-step process involving: 1) project 
identification, 2) project condition 
evaluation (Phase I. GIS-based 
Ranking), and 3) the drainage area and 
general feasibility evaluation (Phase II. 
Desktop Ranking) (see Figure 10 and 
Appendix G for a detailed 
explanation). BMP types considered 
for SWRP project implementation 
include infiltration basins, dry wells, 
direct use, and treatment systems 

4.1.1 GIS-Based Parcel Screening 
and Initial Feasibility Screening 

A GIS-based screening process was first executed on parcels within the Cooperating Entity areas 
to determine potential parcels suitable for BMP implementation. As part of this screening process, 
suitable parcels for BMP implementation were defined as large, undeveloped, publicly-owned 
parcels (or non-public parcels with willing land owners20) located adjacent to storm drains or 
channels, downgradient of large urban areas, and free of certain constraints associated with 
implementation of BMPs. Areas exhibiting these constraints (e.g., areas with slopes greater than 
10%) were removed from consideration, since these constraints (which were based on BMP siting 
guidance from the Ventura County Technical Guidance Manual (Geosyntec Consultants and Larry 
Walker Associates, 2011) could inhibit or severely limit the feasibility of implementing certain 
BMPs.  

While many of the implementation constraints are consistent across BMP type, some are BMP-
specific. Therefore, parcels were subject to four different series of BMP-specific screening 
processes that were related to the four BMP types investigated (i.e., parcels were evaluated using 
a different set of constraints when determining if infiltration systems were suitable as compared 
with direct use BMPs). Listed below are the thirteen BMP screening criteria metrics from which 
subsets were applied for the BMP-specific screening processes. Appendix G contains details 
regarding the overall project identification process and the constraints that were applied for each 
BMP type.  

                                                 
20 For projects proposed on privately owned land, if they are to move forward with planning and design, the appropriate 
Cooperating Entity will coordinate with the landowners to secure agreements to allow for BMP construction and 
operation/maintenance. 
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x Lakes/reservoirs: eliminated areas within 300 ft of lakes and reservoirs 
x Water wells: eliminated areas within 100 ft of production wells 
x Contaminated groundwater: eliminated areas with contaminated groundwater or soil by 

removing areas within 100 ft of active cleanup sites registered on GeoTracker  
x Environmentally sensitive areas: eliminated areas designated as critical habitats 
x Floodplain: eliminated areas within 100-yr floodplain 
x Slope: eliminated areas with an average slope of greater than 10% 
x Shallow groundwater: eliminated areas designated “high severity” for shallow 

groundwater 
x Groundwater liquefaction: eliminated areas designated “high severity” for groundwater 

liquefaction 
x Groundwater basins: eliminated areas outside of groundwater basins 
x Recharge areas: eliminated areas within confined zones (i.e., no recharge potential) 
x Size: eliminated continuous areas less than 0.25 acres 
x Storm drain or stream channel: eliminated usable areas that were located more than 500 ft 

from a water source (MS4 or waterbody)21 
x Near a potential use parcel: eliminated usable areas that were located more than 500 ft from 

a potential use parcel (applicable to direct use only), or if the potential use parcel is already 
receiving recycled water 

Priority was given to infiltration-based BMPs for their relatively greater cost-effective water 
quality and water supply benefits. For areas where infiltration-based BMPs were not feasible, 
direct use, dry wells22, and natural treatment-based BMPs were also considered as potential BMP 
opportunities.  Table 6 shows the number of potential BMP projects determined through the project 
identification process, by Cooperating Entity and BMP type.  

                                                 
21 It should be noted, for all project types, that if a storm drain has ever been classified as a blue line channel, the 
project may be subject to different permitting requirements that may result in additional costs and implementation 
time. 
22 Dry wells are appropriate for parcels where surface soil infiltration may be poor, but deep soil infiltration may be 
better, and there is substantial depth to groundwater. Subsurface infiltration rates were not available during this 
screening. Therefore, infiltration testing should be performed to verify that subsurface infiltration rates are sufficient, 
and local groundwater depths should be confirmed. EPA Region 9 has a program in place for the registration of all 
injection wells which may apply to stormwater dry wells; EPA Region 9 is in the process of developing a specific 
permitting process for dry wells, therefore permitting considerations should be incorporated into dry well planning 
efforts. 
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Table 6. Summary of Project Screening Results 

Cooperating Entity 
Number of Potential Projects Identified by BMP Type 

Infiltration Dry Well Direct Use Treatment Total 
Projects 

County 633 207 145 308 1,293 
Buellton 15 0 6 28 49 
Carpinteria 17 42 48 90 197 
Goleta 53 102 49 158 362 
Guadalupe 0 11 10 50 71 
Solvang 61 0 23 29 113 
CVWD 90 165 114 170 539 
MWD 114 5 16 23 158 
UCSB 0 7 7 18 32 
Totala 927 476 329 699 2,431 

a Some projects were included as potential projects for multiple Cooperating Entities because there is some 
jurisdictional overlap between the water agency and some City/County areas. 

4.1.2 Project condition evaluation (Phase I. GIS-based Ranking) 

After the identification of potentially feasible projects (based on automated GIS constraints 
screening), potential projects were compared to one another and ranked to best allocate future 
resources to projects that are realistic and effective. Spatial GIS files, some of which were utilized 
in the project identification process, were used in the Phase I ranking process to prioritize areas 
with more favorable conditions for BMP implementation. Numerical scores from 0 to 3 were 
assigned to represent level of favorability related to the given parameters, which are listed below.  

x Imperviousness 
x Slope 
x Ownership (i.e., public or private) 
x On-site septic system 
x Soil infiltration (hydrologic soil group) 
x Flow source (i.e., MS4 or waterbody) 
x Distance from flow source 
x Size of storm drain source (if applicable) 

Scores representing favorability for the parameters listed above were then weighted based on 
priority to determine an overall weighted Phase I ranking score for each potential project (see 
Attachment G-1). 
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4.1.3 Drainage area delineation and desktop feasibility evaluation (Phase II. Desktop 
Ranking) 

Phase II of the ranking process involved a manual desktop-level analysis of projects by stormwater 
BMP knowledgeable practitioners, with the main objective to examine each parcel using aerial 
imagery in GIS software to identify any major issues that could inhibit BMP implementation and 
benefit opportunities. Only the top ranked Phase I projects were examined for Phase II ranking 
(see Attachment G-2).  

Similar to the Phase I ranking, the following parameters were examined for each project and 
assigned a ranking score from 0 to 3 based on favorability: 

x approximate size of drainage area and percentage of the drainage area that is urban 
x LPR Model Catchment Prioritization Index (CPI)23 
x trash priority land use in drainage area 
x BMP implementability24 

The Phase II metrics were also weighted based on priority to determine the overall Phase II ranking 
scores. Finally, the Phase I and Phase II ranking scores for each potential project were averaged to 
determine an overall ranking score, ranging from 0 to 3 (with a higher score indicating higher 
favorability for BMP implementation).  The Cooperating Entities were provided information for 
all potential projects, for each of the four BMP types considered for conceptual projects, including 
comments relating to BMP implementability (for those projects examined in Phase II). The 
projects with the highest overall ranking scores were deemed to be the most favorable projects for 
BMP implementation. Additional details related to project identification and ranking are included 
in Appendix G. The list of all potential BMP implementation projects identified and their Phase I 
ranking score, in addition to information from the Phase II ranking conducted on top ranked 
projects, are included in Appendix G and two KMZ files25.  

4.2 Conceptual Project Design 

The conceptual design process is two-step approach which begins by determining the drainage 
area to the proposed project and then selecting the appropriate design attributes based on general 
project design guidance. The conceptual project drainage area is delineated using waterbody and 
storm drain spatial files and elevation data from Google Earth and a digital elevation model 

                                                 
23 A multi-pollutant score that reflects the relative magnitude of stormwater pollutant loads in the catchment area 
(weighted based on pollutant priorities). 
24 Issues examined for BMP implementability include large trees/vegetation in usable area, high amount of impervious 
surface (i.e., parking lots or large structures), presence of powerlines/utilities, difficult or nonexistent path for 
transporting water from the source to the parcel, and configuration of usable area. 
25 Available for download at the County SWRP website: http://www.countyofsb.org/pwd/stormwater.sbc 
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(DEM). The stormwater quality design volume (SQDV) is then determined for the project using 
the Urban Runoff Quality Management approach, as outlined in the Ventura County Technical 
Guidance Manual (Geosyntec Consultants and LWA, 2011). This method, which estimates the 
maximized stormwater quality captured volume based on translating rainfall to runoff using 
regression equations, approximately corresponds to the 85th percentile runoff event. 

The conceptual project is sized to provide storage capacity for the SQDV or maximize26 the usable 
area of the parcel in order to capture and infiltrate, treat, or reuse the largest amount of stormwater 
and dry weather runoff (based on visual assessment of site specific constraints and existing 
infrastructure). General design parameters for each project type design (and the process for 
determining them), include depths, storage capacity, side slopes, etc., are based on guidance from 
the Ventura County Technical Guidance Manual and site-specific conditions27. The process for 
determining conceptual project drainage areas, the SQDV, and design parameters for each project 
type is outlined in detail in Appendix H. 

The TAC and stakeholders screened the list of potential projects for BMP implementation based 
on local knowledge of potential obstacles, and selected projects for the development of BMP 
design concepts. Appendix I describes project concept development (following the approach 
above) for the current SWRP conceptual projects28. Additionally, detailed cut sheets for some of 
the conceptual projects, which contain a description of the project, design parameters, an example 
schematic, map, and modeling results (to be discussed), are included in Appendix B. 

4.3 Quantitative Analysis of Project Benefits 

The SWRP Guidelines provide guidance (Section VI.C.2) on appropriate quantitative methods for 
project identification and prioritization, and the following models were evaluated for potential use 
in modeling projects for the SWRP: the LPR Model, the Structural BMP Prioritization and 
Analysis Tool (SBPAT), the EPA Storm Water Management Model (SWMM), and the 
Stormwater Tool to Estimate Load Reduction. These models were evaluated based on availability 
of required input data, cost-effectiveness, ease of use, functionality and accuracy relative to the 
SWRP Guidelines, and ability for the Cooperating Entities to consistently evaluate new projects 
after completion of the SWRP.  

Appendix H presents an overview of the four evaluated models, in addition to a list of all SWRP 
modeling requirements and whether each of the four models meets the given requirements. Based 

                                                 
26 It should be noted that maximizing the usable area on the parcel is not always adequate for providing storage capacity 
for the entire SQDV. The usable area is maximized if there was not adequate space to provide storage for the SQDV 
or if there isadequate space for the SQDV and it was cost effective to expand the footprint and provide storage capacity 
larger than the SQDV (i.e., there were no site limitations, even minor constraints such as moderate vegetation/trees, 
moderate slopes, paved areas, or other existing site uses). This is explained further in Appendix H.  
27 The site is investigated, using aerial imagery, for constraints that would limit the feasibility of BMP implementation, 
such as heavy vegetation/trees, high slopes, utilities, buildings, existing uses such as sports fields, etc. 
28 Appendix G is designed to be updated to include the design details as projects are added to the SWRP. 
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on the assessment of the four modeling approaches, the LPR Model was selected as the most 
suitable and cost-effective option for use in the SWRP to meet the modeling requirements of the 
SWRP Guidelines. Additional details on the modeling methodology evaluation is included in 
Appendix H.  

The LPR Model is used to quantify water quality, water supply, and flood management benefits 
associated with each conceptual project. The basic modeling approach is as follows (and is 
described in detail in Appendix H and the LPR Model Technical Report [Geosyntec Consultants, 
2017]):  

1. determine drainage area for the proposed project (also used for conceptual design); 

2. compile spatial data in GIS to determine necessary modeling inputs for the project drainage 
area, including land use and size of the drainage area; 

3. combine runoff coefficients (determined by drainage area characteristics) with historical 
meteorological data to estimate average annual stormwater runoff volumes29 generated in 
the project drainage area (using the Rational Method); 

4. combine land use-specific baseline runoff volumes with land use pollutant-specific event 
mean concentrations (EMCs) to calculate average annual baseline pollutant loads; 

5. use conceptual design parameters for the project with nomographs describing the 
relationship between expected performance, size (relative to influent runoff volume), and 
drawdown time of BMP in order to determine the percent of the total average annual runoff 
volume draining to the project that the project is capable of treating/managing (percent 
capture); 

6. use the percent capture values and expected performance of structural BMPs, based on data 
from the International Stormwater BMP Database (http://www.bmpdatabase.org/), to 
determine the quantity of runoff volume and pollutant load captured (and infiltrated or 
treated) by the project during an average annual year, resulting in an estimation of the 
average annual pollutant load reduced, water supply augmentation volume, and runoff 
volume controlled by the project.   

The modeling assumptions and complete results for the anticipated reductions in pollutant loads, 
water supply augmentation volume, and runoff volume controlled by the current SWRP conceptual 
projects are presented in Appendix I. 

4.4 Multiple Benefits Prioritization 

As required by California Water Code Section 10562(e) and the SWRP Guidelines (Section VI.C), 
the SWRP must use “measurable factors to identify, quantify and prioritize potential stormwater 
and dry weather runoff capture projects.” Projects are prioritized based on their potential to be 

                                                 
29 Dry weather water quality benefits may also be expected but are not estimated here.  
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implemented and maintained (i.e., with a committed landowner and operation and maintenance 
capabilities) and their potential to achieve multiple benefits in the five benefit categories identified 
by the SWRP Guidelines. This approach for multiple benefit quantification and prioritization was 
developed to fulfill requirements in the Water Code and SWRP Guidelines, and the methodology 
will serve as a useful tool for evaluating multiple benefits of projects. The purpose of the 
prioritization is not to rank the projects with respect to each other, but to simply identify those 
projects that will achieve multiple benefits and are likely to be constructed and maintained, which 
would therefore qualify them for funding. 

Benefit categories include water quality, water supply, flood management, environmental, and 
community benefits. The SWRP Guidelines identify main benefits in each benefit category and 
additional benefits to inform project selection and design, as shown in Table 7. Projects 
implemented in accordance with the SWRP are required to address at least two main benefits and 
as many additional benefits as feasible for each project. Projects that achieve multiple benefits 
support a watershed-based approach to treating stormwater and dry weather runoff as a resource 
rather than an environmental nuisance or flood hazard. 

Table 7. Stormwater Management Benefits (Table 4 in the SWRP Guidelines) 

Benefit Category Main Benefit Additional Benefit 

Water Quality x Increased infiltration and/or 
treatment of runoff 

x Nonpoint source pollution control 
x Reestablished natural water drainage 

and treatment 

Water Supply x Water supply reliability 
x Conjunctive use x Water conservation 

Flood Management x Decreased flood risk by reducing 
runoff rate and/or volume x Reduced sanitary sewer overflows 

Environmental 
x Environmental and habitat 

protection 
x Increased urban green space 

x Reduced energy use, greenhouse gas 
emissions, or provides a carbon sink 

x Reestablishment of natural hydrograph 
x Water temperature improvements 

Community 
x Employment opportunities 

provided 
x Public education 

x Enhance and/or create recreational and 
public use areas 

 

The approach for assessing multiple benefits consists of two parts: scoring of multiple benefits to 
determine a multi-benefit index for each project; and prioritization of all projects based on the 
multi-benefit index and other factors.  

The approach for scoring a multi-benefit index for projects in the SWRP differs slightly for those 
projects with conceptual designs and/or a preliminary benefit quantification (i.e., conceptual 
projects) and other identified projects that have not been developed into concept-level designs and 
modeled (i.e., non-modeled projects). For conceptual projects, available design and stormwater 
treatment modeling results are used to determine quantitative metrics for the benefit categories 
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outlined in the SWRP, and these are combined with qualitative assessments of each project’s 
benefits to determine a multi-benefit index.  For non-modeled projects, a modified multiple benefit 
approach is used that is based solely on qualitative assessments of each project’s ability to achieve 
multi-benefits, as the details needed to quantify all benefits have not yet been developed.  

For both types of projects, each benefit category is assigned a weight, according to its relative 
importance to the Cooperating Entities, in order to determine an overall multi-benefit index. This 
approach is based in concept on the original Los Angeles Countywide BMP Prioritization 
Methodology (www.LABMPmethod.org) and has been applied in multiple watershed 
management plans and SWRPs statewide.  The detailed methodology for the multi-benefit index 
scoring is included in Appendix H. 

After multi-benefit indices are determined, projects are prioritized (Water Code 10562(b)(2) and 
SWRP Guidelines Section VI.D) based on their multi-benefit indices and other factors related to 
feasibility of implementation and commitment to maintenance as shown below: 

x High: multi-benefit index greater than zero and the project has a willing land owner that is 
also committed to performing necessary maintenance  

x Medium: multi-benefit index greater than three, but the project does not have (or it is 
undetermined) a willing land owner also committed to maintenance 

x Low: multi-benefit index less than or equal to three and the project does not have (or it is 
undetermined) a willing land owner also committed to maintenance 

All results relating to evaluation of multiple benefits and prioritization of current conceptual 
projects are presented in Appendix I, including qualitative and quantitative scores for each benefit 
category, overall benefit category scores (combining qualitative and quantitative scores), benefit 
weights, multi-benefit indices, and prioritization designations, both for conceptual projects and 
non-modeled projects (as applicable).   

http://www.labmpmethod.org/
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5 IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY & SCHEDULE 

To encourage the long-term implementation and overall 
success of the SWRP, a prescriptive yet flexible 
implementation strategy is needed. This section discusses 
strategies for implementation of the SWRP, including: 

x identification of available and potential resources 
and funding, 

x a schedule for major implementation activities, 
x a plan for ongoing TAC and community 

participation, 
x an adaptive management framework that utilizes a 

decision support tool, and 
x tracking and evaluation of performance measures.  

The strategies described herein fulfill the requirements in 
Section VI.E in the SWRP Guidelines, which covers 
regulations under the Water Code (See Sidebar).  

5.1 Resources for Implementation 

The SWRP will be submitted to the IRWM Group for 
incorporation into the IRWMP. The Santa Barbara County 
Association of MS4 Managers (SBCAMM), whose members 
have stormwater management responsibilities for their 
respective agencies, will act as the implementing entity for 
the SWRP. SBCAMM will identify a SWRP Committee who 
will meet, as needed, to address and develop proposed 
amendments to the SWRP, in a form suitable for presentation 
at the Santa Barbara County Regional IRWM meeting and 
adoption into the IRWMP. SBCAMM will be responsible for 
maintaining and updating the SWRP as needed, in 
coordination with updates to the IRWMP, and at intervals 
that are aligned with stormwater regulatory requirements, 
grant program solicitations, and community interests. When 
changes to the SWRP are necessary, SBCAMM will 
officially propose those changes to the IRWM Group and 
provide a revise final SWRP and a draft showing the changes 
for record keeping purposes. No agency will be able to 
modify the SWRP without SBCAMM’s approval. 

x Section 10562(d)(8) 
requires that the 
SWRP identifies 
projects, programs, 
and decision support 
tools to ensure the 
effective 
implementation of 
the SWRP, 

x Section 10562(b)(7) 
requires that the 
SWRP is submitted, 
upon development, to 
the applicable IRWM 
group for 
incorporation into the 
IRWM plan. 

 
 

Relevant California 
Water Code 

Requirements 
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For implementation of specific projects identified in the SWRP (design and construction), the 
agency (or agencies) developing the project will coordinate resources and funding necessary for 
the successful administration, implementation, and maintenance of the project. This includes 
activities such as project scoping, developing grant proposals, acquiring funding, and 
implementation of the projects, which are under the responsibility of the Cooperating Entity. 
Funding possibilities for project implementation may combine a variety of sources including but 
not limited to capital improvement plan funds, general funds, and local, state, federal, or private 
grant and bond funds. Financing for project implementation will be developed in the future as 
project designs are developed and availability of funding sources are assessed.  

5.2 Implementation Schedule 

Table 8 shows the schedule for activities and milestones relating to the SWGP and a proposed 
schedule for activities specific to the SWRP. The proposed schedule includes the incorporation of 
the SWRP into the existing IRWMP. 

Table 8. SWRP Schedule 

Milestone Date 
State SWGP Activities 
Water Quality, Supply, and Infrastructure Improvement Act (Proposition 1) 
approved 

November 4, 2014 

Prop 1 SWGP final planning grant funding list (Round 1) May 2016 
Prop 1 SWGP implementation grant solicitation period closes (Round 1) July 8, 2016 
Prop 1 SWGP final implementation grant funding list (Round 1) October 2016 
Prop 1 SWGP implementation grant solicitation application period (Round 2) 2019 
Santa Barbara County Stormwater Program Activities 
Final Draft of the SWRP September 14, 2018 
Approval of SWRP by Cooperating Entities (e.g., City Councils, Board of 
Supervisors, etc) Fall 2018 

Submit SWRP for incorporation into the IRWMP Fall 2018 
Submittal of the SWRP to the State Water Resources Control Board Fall 2018 
Prop 1 Implementation Grant Applications Fall 2018 
Incorporate additional eligible multi-benefit stormwater projects into the SWRP 
from future TMDL Wasteload Allocation Attainment Plan and other efforts 

Ongoing Investigate additional funding options  
Evaluation of SWRP performance measures 
Pursuit of other funding options Project-specific and 

TBD based on funding 
availability and other 

implementation 
constraints 

Planning for projects 
Permitting for projects 
Design of projects 
Construction of projects 
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5.3 Ongoing Collaboration 

The following programs have been identified to assist the Cooperating Entities in effective 
implementation of strategies and projects identified in the SWRP: 

x Regular meetings to discuss SWRP: SBCAMM regularly meets to discuss water quality 
concerns and other regulatory matters throughout Santa Barbara County. A standing 
agenda item will be added to the discuss items relating to the SWRP implementation or 
modifications. Updates related to the SWRP will also be provided and discussed during 
IRWM Group meetings when necessary.  

x SWRP E-mail groups and newsletters: A SWRP e-mail group will be established 
including SWRP Cooperating Entities. Updates related to the SWRP will be sent out by e-
mail as needed. These emails will also be sent out to remind all parties of upcoming 
deliverables (e.g., implementation funding deadlines) and to encourage collaboration 
regarding project identification and planning. 

Community outreach will continue during the SWRP administration and project implementation, 
in order to encourage community members to identify and propose additional projects for inclusion 
in the SWRP and to be involved in the projects that affect them and also spread awareness and 
education on issues related to stormwater management. Each Cooperating Entity will carry out 
project implementation in accordance with local regulations and public process requirements, 
allowing the community the opportunity to engage and contribute to the project through the project 
life, including during planning, permitting, design, and construction phases. Examples of other 
community outreach strategies that could be used by all or some of the Cooperating Entities 
include the following: 

x Engagement with and presentations to interested stakeholder groups and other community 
groups. 

x Public outreach related to contracting processes for project design, construction, and grant 
applications/acceptance (if applicable), and as required by the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). 

x Outreach within project construction area and its vicinity prior to initiation of project 
construction activities. 

x Post-construction outreach including ribbon cutting ceremonies, educational signage, 
project presentations and demonstrations at schools, for community groups and for other 
interested groups and organizations. 

While each Cooperating Entity will have slightly different milestones within the project life, the 
following actions will be taken throughout the County regarding the SWRP administration:  

x Identified stakeholders and other interested community members will receive email 
notifications of significant updates to the SWRP.  
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x Significant updates to the SWRP will be incorporated into ongoing MS4 permit-required 
public education and outreach efforts, as appropriate. 

x Information will be distributed on the County SWRP website 
(http://www.countyofsb.org/pwd/stormwater.sbc). The website will provide information 
on significant updates and milestones and will be easily accessible to the public. 

SWRP projects will provide an opportunity to showcase the many benefits of green infrastructure, 
particularly regarding stormwater capture, reduced local flooding, urban greening, and other 
features and functionality that will serve the community. With proper educational tools such as 
interpretive signage, the public can also gain a better understanding of how the project provides 
opportunities to capture, treat, and conserve water. As a result, constructed projects will provide a 
mechanism for community participation and education that could help garner support for 
additional projects implemented over time. 

5.4 Adaptive Management Framework 

The SWRP is structured as a living document and implemented as an ongoing, adaptive program. 
In order to allow Cooperating Entities and other local stakeholders to add new projects to the 
SWRP, the SB County SWRP Project Prioritization Tool (Prioritization Tool) was created. This 
intuitive adaptive decision support tool allows the Cooperating Entities to: 

x collect and store key project information and quantified benefits for new projects with all 
projects currently included in the SWRP; and 

x prioritize new projects relative to all projects currently included in the SWRP. 

The Prioritization Tool, a Microsoft Excel file, can be downloaded from the County’s SWRP 
website (http://www.countyofsb.org/pwd/stormwater.sbc), along with directions for entering new 
projects and submitting the populated tool to SBCAMM. The Prioritization Tool contains an 
interface tab that project proponents will use to enter their project information, such as the project 
name, project type, brief description, project location and responsible jurisdiction, and quantified 
benefits. After the user submits their project’s information, the project data is stored within the 
Prioritization Tool.  

The Prioritization Tool stores information for record keeping purposes and also automatically 
calculates the quantitative and qualitative benefit scores, overall benefit scores for each benefit 
category, and the multi-benefit indices, as described in Section 4.4, based on the input data 
provided. New projects are automatically prioritized into the appropriate “high”, “medium”, or 
“low” designation based on the calculated multi-benefit index and other information provided (i.e., 
if there is a willing land owner committed to performing maintenance).  

Based on the methodology used to calculate the benefit scores in the SWRP (outlined in Section 
4.4), it is possible that scores and the multi-benefit index for all projects will change based on a 
newly entered project. However, the Prioritization Tool automatically updates for all entered 

http://www.countyofsb.org/pwd/stormwater.sbc
http://www.countyofsb.org/pwd/stormwater.sbc
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projects as needed.  The Prioritization Tool also stores the status of each project and can easily be 
modified as the project moves from an idea to implemented.   

Furthermore, as SWRP projects are implemented and information is gathered over time, the SWRP 
should be modified to reflect the most current understanding of the watershed and present a sound 
approach to addressing changing conditions. Future changes to the SWRP may include: 

x Revising multi-benefit scores based on changing water quality priorities in the relevant 
watersheds according to new TMDLs or 303(d) listings.    

x Updating the metrics-based, quantitative analysis of potential project benefits for new BMP 
performance data, new local water quality monitoring data, water quality priorities, or 
modifications to the project designs.   

x Adding new projects or removing infeasible projects. 
x Identification of completed projects. 

5.5 Implementation Performance Measures 

The modeling performed for each project concept, using the LPR Model, determines the expected 
outcomes or benefits of each proposed project. These outcomes include water quality and water 
supply augmentation benefits, in addition to the other benefit categories of flood management, 
community, and environmental benefits. For example, the SWRP estimates expected outcomes for 
each proposed project to be related to the volume of water supply that may be provided or the load 
of a pollutant that may be prevented from reaching the receiving water. 

Extensive surface water and groundwater monitoring is currently being conducted throughout the 
County, and this ongoing monitoring will continue. Relevant ongoing monitoring programs 
conducted for the Cooperating Entities are outlined in Section 3.2.1. The significant monitoring 
efforts currently being conducted are intended to assess the quality of groundwater used for water 
supply purposes, the surface receiving water quality, the impacts of MS4 discharges on receiving 
waters, the quality of stormwater discharges, and compliance with TMDLs and water quality 
objectives. Ongoing monitoring results will be analyzed as needed to evaluate whether the water 
quality effects of completed SWRP projects can be observed in the receiving waters. If needed, 
future SWRP implementation may be adjusted based on BMP performance data collected, such 
that project types with monitoring data showing more effective performance are prioritized. The 
need for additional project specific performance evaluation monitoring will be determined during 
the design phase. Grant funded projects may be expected to implement performance monitoring.   

In accordance with recommendations in the SWRP Guidelines (section VI.C.3), the Cooperating 
Entities will continue the current procedures for monitoring data collection and management (as 
described above). The procedures for the management of additional project-specific performance 
monitoring data (e.g., planning for how data may be accessed by stakeholders and the public, how 
existing water quality monitoring will be assessed and maintained, the frequency at which data 
will be updated, and how data gaps will be identified and addressed) will be specific to each 
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project. GIS data files related to the SWRP, which may be used for updating or adding new projects 
to the SWRP in the future, will also continue to be managed in the County’s geodatabase.  
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Storm Water Resource Plan Self-Certification Checklist 
 

Storm Water Resource Plan Checklist 

and Self-Certification 
 

The following should be completed and submitted to the State Water Resources Control Board Division 
of Financial Assistance in support of a storm water resource plan /functionally equivalent plan. The 
documents submitted, including this checklist, will be used to determine State Water Board concurrence 
with the Storm Water Resource Plan Guidelines and statutory water code requirements. 
 
When combining multiple documents to form a functionally equivalent Storm Water Resource Plan, 
submit a cover letter explaining the approach used to arrive at the functionally equivalent document.  The 
cover letter should explain how the documents work together to address the Storm Water Resource Plan 
Guidelines. 
 
STORM WATER RESOURCE PLAN GENERAL CONTACT INFORMATION 
Contact Info: 
Name 
Phone Number 
Email 

John Karamitsos 
(805) 739-8761 
johnk@cosbpw.net 

Date Submitted to State Water 
Resource Control Board: 

 

Regional Water Quality 
Control Board: 

Central Coast 

Title of attached documents 
(expand list as needed): 

1.  
2. 
3. 
 

 
 

STORM WATER RESOURCE PLAN INFORMATION 
Storm Water 
Resource Plan Title: 

Santa Barbara County-wide Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan 

Date Plan 
Completed/Adopted: 

November 2018 

Public Agency 
Preparer: 

Santa Barbara County Water Agency 

IRWM Submission:  

Plan Description:  
 

The Santa Barbara County-Wide Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan 
is a planning framework developed in accordance with the California 
SWRP Guidelines for the SWRP Cooperating Entities (City of Buellton, 
Carpinteria, Goleta, Guadalupe, Solvang, County of Santa Barbara, 
Carpinteria Valley Water District, Montecito Water District, and the 
University of California at Santa Barbara) to identify and prioritize 
stormwater and dry weather runoff capture projects that provide 
multiple benefits, including to water quality, water supply, 
flood management, environment, and community.  
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Checklist Instructions: 
 

For each element listed below, review the applicable section in the Storm Water Resource Plan 
Guidelines and enter ALL of the following information. Be sure to provide a clear and thorough 
justification if a recommended element (non shaded) is not addressed by the Storm Water Resource 
Plan.  

 
A. Mark the box if the Storm Water Resource Plan meets the provision 

 
B.  In the provided space labeled References, enter: 

1.   Title of document(s) that contain the information (or the number of the document listed 
in the General Information table above); 

2.   The chapter/section, and page number(s) where the information is located within 
the document(s); 

3.   The entity(ies) that prepared the document(s) if different from plan preparer; 
4.   The date the document(s) was prepared, and subsequent updates; and 
5.   Where each document can be accessed1 (website address or attached). 

 
 

STORM WATER RESOURCE PLAN 
CHECKLIST AND SELF-CERTIFICATION 

Mandatory Required Elements per California Water Code are Shaded and Text is Bold 
 

Y/N Plan Element Water Code 
Section 

WATERSHED IDENTIFICATION 
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.A) 

Y 1. Plan identifies watershed and subwatershed(s) for storm water resource 
planning. 

10565(c) 
10562(b)(1) 

10565(c) 

References:  
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.2 (pgs. 13-14), Figure 4 (pg. 15), and Figure 5 (pg. 
17) 

Y 

2. Plan is developed on a watershed basis, using boundaries as delineated by USGS, CalWater, 
USGS Hydrologic Unit designations, or an applicable integrated regional water management group, 
and includes a description and boundary map of each watershed and sub-watershed applicable to 
the Plan. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.2 (pgs. 13-14), Figure 4 (pg. 15), and Figure 5 (pg. 
17) 

 
1 All documents referenced must include a website address. If a document is not accessible to the public electronically, the 
document must be attached in the form of an electronic file (e.g. pdf or Word 2013) on a compact disk or other electronic transmittal 
tool. 
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WATERSHED IDENTIFICATION 
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.A) 

Y 
3. Plan includes an explanation of why the watershed(s) and sub-watershed(s) are appropriate for 

storm water management with a multiple-benefit watershed approach; 
References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.2 (pgs. 13-14) 

Y 

4. Plan describes the internal boundaries within the watershed (boundaries of municipalities; service 
areas of individual water, wastewater, and land use agencies, including those not involved in the 
Plan; groundwater basin boundaries, etc.; preferably provided in a geographic information system 
shape file); 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.2 (pgs. 16) and Figure 5 (pg. 17) 

Y 
5. Plan describes the water quality priorities within the watershed based on, at a minimum, applicable 

TMDLs and consideration of water body-pollutant combinations listed on the State’s Clean Water 
Act Section 303(d) list of water quality limited segments (a.k.a impaired waters list); 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.2.1 (pgs. 22-27), Table 3 (pg. 23), Table 4 (pg. 26), 
and Figure 8 (pg. 27) 

Y 
6. Plan describes the general quality and identification of surface and ground water resources within 

the watershed (preferably provided in a geographic information system shape file); 
References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.2 (pgs. 16) and Figure 5 (pg. 17) 

Y 
7. Plan describes the local entity or entities that provide potable water supplies and the 

estimated volume of potable water provided by the water suppliers; 
References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.2 (pgs. 16) and Figure 5 (pg. 17) 

Y 
8. Plan includes map(s) showing location of native habitats, creeks, lakes, rivers, parks, and other 

natural or open space within the sub-watershed boundaries; and 
References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.2 (pgs. 18-19), Figure 4 (pg. 15), Figure 6 (pg. 20), 
and Figure 7 (pg. 21)  

Y 

9. Plan identifies (quantitative, if possible) the natural watershed processes that occur within the sub-
watershed and a description of how those natural watershed processes have been disrupted 
within the sub-watershed (e.g., high levels of imperviousness convert the watershed processes of 
infiltration and interflow to surface runoff increasing runoff volumes; development commonly 
covers natural surfaces and often introduces non-native vegetation, preventing the natural supply 
of sediment from reaching receiving waters). 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.2 (pgs. 18-19), Figure 6 (pg. 20), and Figure 7 (pg. 
21) 
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WATER QUALITY COMPLIANCE 
(GUIDELINES SECTION V) 

Y 
10. Plan identifies activities that generate or contribute to the pollution of storm   10562(d)(7) 

water or dry weather runoff, or that impair the effective beneficial use 
of storm water or dry weather runoff. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.2.1 (pgs. 22-23), and Table 3 (pg. 23) 

Y 
11. Plan describes how it is consistent with and assists in, compliance with total  10562(b)(5) 

maximum daily load implementation plans and applicable national 
pollutant discharge elimination system permits. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.3 (pgs. 28-30) and Table 5 (pg. 31) 

Y 
12. Plan identifies applicable permits and describes how it meets all applicable    10562(b)(6) 

waste discharge permit requirements. 
References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.3 (pgs. 28-30) and Table 5 (pg. 31) 

 
 
 

ORGANIZATION, COORDINATION, COLLABORATION 
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.B) 

Y 
13. Local agencies and nongovernmental organizations were consulted in Plan       10565(a) 

development. 
References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 2 (pgs. 6-10), Table 1 (pg. 8), and Appendix C 

Y 
14. Community participation was provided for in Plan development.     10562(b)(4) 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 2 (pgs. 6-10) and Appendix C 

Y 
15. Plan includes description of the existing integrated regional water management group(s) 

implementing an integrated regional water management plan. 
References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 1.2 (pg. 2 & 4) and section 5.1 (pg. 43) 
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ORGANIZATION, COORDINATION, COLLABORATION 
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.B) 

Y 
16. Plan includes identification of and coordination with agencies and organizations (including, but 

not limited to public agencies, nonprofit organizations, and privately owned water utilities) that 
need to participate and implement their own authorities and mandates in order to address the 
storm water and dry weather runoff management objectives of the Plan for the targeted 
watershed. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 2 (pgs. 6-10), Table 1 (pg. 8), and Appendix C 

Y 
17. Plan includes identification of nonprofit organizations working on storm water and dry weather 

resource planning or management in the watershed. 
References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP Appendix C (Table C-1 on page C-1) 

Y 
18. Plan includes identification and discussion of public engagement efforts and 

community participation in Plan development. 
References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 2 (pgs. 6-10) and Appendix C 

Y 
19. Plan includes identification of required decisions that must be made by local, state or federal 

regulatory agencies for Plan implementation and coordinated watershed-based or 
regional monitoring and visualization 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 2.1 (pgs 6-10), section 5.2 (pgs 44), Table 8 (pg. 44) 
and section 5.5 (page 47-48) 

Y 20. Plan describes planning and coordination of existing local governmental agencies, including 
where necessary new or altered governance structures to support collaboration among two or 
more lead local agencies responsible for plan implementation. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 2 (pgs. 6-10) 

Y 21. Plan describes the relationship of the Plan to other existing planning documents, ordinances, 
and programs established by local agencies. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.1 (pgs. 11-13), Table 2 (pg. 12), Appendix D, Section 
3.3 (pgs. 28-30), Table 5 (pg. 31), section 4 (pg. 32), section 5.1 (pg. 43-44)  

Y 22. (If applicable)Plan explains why individual agency participation in various isolated efforts is 
appropriate. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 1.2 (pgs. 2-3) 
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QUANTITATIVE METHODS 
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.C) 

Y 
23. For all analyses: 

Plan includes an integrated metrics-based analysis to demonstrate that the Plan’s proposed 
storm water and dry weather capture projects and programs will satisfy the Plan’s identified 
water management objectives and multiple benefits. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4.3 (pgs. 39-40), section 4.4 (pgs. 40-42), Appendix H, 
and Appendix I 

Y 

24. For water quality project analysis (section VI.C.2.a) 
Plan includes an analysis of how each project and program complies with or is consistent with 
an applicable NPDES permit. The analysis should simulate the proposed watershed-based 
outcomes using modeling, calculations, pollutant mass balances, water volume balances, 
and/or other methods of analysis. Describes how each project or program will contribute to the 
preservation, restoration, or enhancement of watershed processes (as described in Guidelines 
section VI.C.2.a) 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 3.3 (pgs. 28-30), Table 5 (pg. 31), section 4.3 (pgs. 39-
40), section 4.4 (pgs. 40-42), Appendix B, Appendix H, and Appendix I 

Y 
25. For storm water capture and use project analysis (section VI.C.2.b): 

Plan includes an analysis of how collectively the projects and programs in the watershed 
will capture and use the proposed amount of storm water and dry weather runoff. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4.2 (pgs. 38-39), section 4.3 (pgs. 39-40), Appendix B, 
Appendix H, and Appendix I 

Y 
26. For water supply and flood management project analysis (section VI.C.2.c): 

Plan includes an analysis of how each project and program will maximize and/or augment 
water supply. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4.2 (pgs. 38-39), section 4.3 (pgs. 39-40), Appendix B,  
Appendix H, and Appendix I 

Y 27. For environmental and community benefit analysis (section VI.C.2.d): 
Plan includes a narrative of how each project and program will benefit the environment 
and/or community, with some type of quantitative measurement. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4.2 (pgs. 38-39), section 4.3 (pgs. 39-40), Appendix B, 
Appendix H, and Appendix I 

Y 

28. Data management (section VI.C.3): 
Plan describes data collection and management, including: a) mechanisms by which data will be 
managed and stored; b) how data will be accessed by stakeholders and the public; c) how existing 
water quality and water quality monitoring will be assessed; d) frequency at which data will be 
updated; and e) how data gaps will be identified. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 5.4 (pgs. 46-47) and section 5.5 (pgs. 47-48) 
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IDENTIFICATION AND PRIORITIZATION OF PROJECTS 
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.D) 

Y 
29. Plan identifies opportunities to augment local water supply through 10562(d)(1) 

groundwater recharge or storage for beneficial use of storm 
water and dry weather runoff. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4 (pgs. 32-34), section 4.1 (pgs. 35-38), Appendix G, 
Appendix H 

Y 
30. Plan identifies opportunities for source control for both pollution and dry 10562(d)(2) 

weather runoff volume, onsite and local infiltration, and use of storm 
water and dry weather runoff. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4 (pgs. 32-34), section 4.1 (pgs. 35-38), Appendix G, 
Appendix H 

Y 
31. Plan identifies projects that reestablish natural water drainage treatment and 10562(d)(3) 

infiltration systems, or mimic natural system functions to the 
maximum extent feasible. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4 (pgs. 32-34), section 4.1 (pgs. 35-38), Appendix G, 
Appendix H 

Y 
32. Plan identifies opportunities to develop, restore, or enhance habitat and open 10562(d)(4) 

space through storm water and dry weather runoff management, 
including wetlands, riverside habitats, parkways, and parks. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4 (pgs. 32-34), section 4.1 (pgs. 35-38), Appendix G, 
Appendix H 

Y 
33. Plan identifies opportunities to use existing publicly owned lands and 10562(d)(5), 

easements, including, but not limited to, parks, public open space, community 10562(b)(8) 
gardens, farm and agricultural preserves, school sites, and 
government office buildings and complexes, to capture, clean, store, 
and use storm water and dry weather runoff either onsite or offsite. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4 (pgs. 32-34), section 4.1 (pgs. 35-38), Appendix G, 
Appendix H 
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Storm Water Resource Plan Self-Certification Checklist 
 

IDENTIFICATION AND PRIORITIZATION OF PROJECTS 
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.D) 

Y 

34. For new development and redevelopments (if applicable): 10562(d)(6) 
Plan identifies design criteria and best management practices to 
prevent storm water and dry weather runoff pollution and increase 
effective storm water and dry weather runoff management for new 
and upgraded infrastructure and residential, commercial, industrial, 
and public development. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4 (pg. 32) 
Santa Barbara County Stormwater Technical Guide 
http://www.sbprojectcleanwater.org/development.aspx?id=76 

 
 

Y 

35. Plan uses appropriate quantitative methods for prioritization of projects. 10562(b)(2) 
(This should be accomplished by using a metrics-based and 
integrated evaluation and analysis of multiple benefits to maximize 
water supply, water quality, flood management, environmental, and 
other community benefits within the watershed.) 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4 (pgs. 32-42), Appendix G, Appendix H, and Appendix 
I 

Y 
36. Overall: 

Plan prioritizes projects and programs using a metric-driven approach and a geospatial 
analysis of multiple benefits to maximize water supply, water quality, flood management, 
environmental, and community benefits within the watershed. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4 (pgs. 32-42), Appendix G, Appendix H, and Appendix 
I 

Y 
37. Multiple benefits: 

Each project in accordance with the Plan contributes to at least two or more Main Benefits and 
the maximum number of Additional Benefits as listed in Table 4 of the Guidelines. (Benefits 
are not counted twice if they apply to more than one category.) 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 4.3 (pgs. 39-40), section 4.4 (pgs. 40-42), Appendix B, 
Appendix H, and Appendix I 

 
 
 
 
 

http://www.sbprojectcleanwater.org/development.aspx?id=76
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Storm Water Resource Plan Self-Certification Checklist 
 

IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY AND SCHEDULE 
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.E) 

Y 
38. Plan identifies resources for Plan implementation, including: 1) projection of additional funding 

needs and sources for administration and implementation needs; and 2) schedule for arranging 
and securing Plan implementation financing. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 5.1 (pgs. 43-44), Table 8 (pg. 44) 

Y 
39. Plan projects and programs are identified to ensure the effective 10562(d)(8) 

implementation of the storm water resource plan pursuant to this 
part and achieve multiple benefits. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 5 (pgs. 43-48) 

Y 
40. The Plan identifies the development of appropriate decision support tools and 10562(d)(8) 

the data necessary to use the decision support tools. 
References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 5.4 (pgs. 46-47)  

Y 

41. Plan describes implementation strategy, including: 
a) Timeline for submitting Plan into existing plans, as applicable; 
b) Specific actions by which Plan will be implemented; 
c) All entities responsible for project implementation; 
d) Description of community participation strategy; 
e) Procedures to track status of each project; 
f) Timelines for all active or planned projects; 
g) Procedures for ongoing review, updates, and adaptive management of the Plan; and 
h) A strategy and timeline for obtaining necessary federal, state, and local permits. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 5 (pgs. 43-48) 

Y 
42. Applicable IRWM plan:                                                                                                                             10562(b)(7) 

The Plan will be submitted, upon development, to the applicable integrated regional water 
management (IRWM) group for incorporation into the IRWM plan. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 5.1 (pg. 43) 
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Storm Water Resource Plan Self-Certification Checklist 
 

IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY AND SCHEDULE 
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.E) 

Y 
43. Plan describes how implementation performance measures will be tracked. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 5.5 (pgs. 47-48) 

 
 
 

EDUCATION, OUTREACH, PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.F) 

44. Outreach and Scoping: 10562(b)(4) 
Community participation is provided for in Plan implementation. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 2.1 and 2.2 (pgs. 6-10), section 5.3 (pgs. 45-46), and 
Appendix C 

45. Plan describes public education and public participation opportunities to engage the public when 
considering major technical and policy issues related to the development and implementation. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 2.1 and 2.2 (pgs. 6-10), section 5.3 (pgs. 45-46), and 
Appendix C 

Y 
46. Plan describes mechanisms, processes, and milestones that have been or will be used to 

facilitate public participation and communication during development and implementation of the 
Plan. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 2.1 and 2.2 (pgs. 6-10), section 5.3 (pgs. 45-46), and 
Appendix C 

Y 
47. Plan describes mechanisms to engage communities in project design and implementation. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 2.1 and 2.2 (pgs. 6-10), section 5.3 (pgs. 45-46), and 
Appendix C 

Y 
48. Plan identifies specific audiences including local ratepayers, developers, locally regulated 

commercial and industrial stakeholders, nonprofit organizations, and the general public. 
References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP Appendix C (Table C-1, pg. C-1-3) 
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EDUCATION, OUTREACH, PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
(GUIDELINES SECTION VI.F) 

Y 
49. Plan describes strategies to engage disadvantaged and climate vulnerable communities within 

the Plan boundaries and ongoing tracking of their involvement in the planning process. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 2.2 (pgs. 9-10) and Appendix C 

Y 
50. Plan describes efforts to identify and address environmental injustice needs and issues within 

the watershed. 
References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP section 2.2 (pgs. 9-10) and Appendix C 

Y 
51. Plan includes a schedule for initial public engagement and education. 

References: 
Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated SWRP Appendix C (Outreach Plan pg. 4) 
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Table B-1. Summary of Conceptual Project Benefits and Prioritization 

Cooperating Entity Project Location Project Type 
Project 

Footprint 
(acres) 

Water Quality - Pollutant Load Reductions Water Supply Flood 
Management 

Multi-
Benefit 

Index (0-5) 

Prioritization 
(low, 

medium, or 
high) 

TSS 
(lb/yr) 

NO3 
(lb/yr) 

Diss Cu 
(lb/yr) 

Fecal Coliform 
(1012 MPN/yr) 

Groundwater 
Recharge Volume 

(acre-ft/yr) 

Runoff Volume 
Controlled 
 (cu ft/yr) 

Carpinteria 
Via Real Stormwater Project Retention Basin 0.29 6,900 170 0.73 3.3 1.6 1,200,000 1.2 High 
El Carro Park Infiltration Vault 0.18 2,800 18 0.20 1.5 5.2 350,000 0.85 High 

County of Santa Barbara 
Vandenberg Village Infiltration Basin 4.7 33,000 270 3.1 19 73 4,900,000 4.3 High 
Tucker’s Grove Infiltration Vault 1.7 80,000 540 1.8 7.5 98 6,600,000 3.9 High 

Carpinteria Valley Water District (CVWD) 
Franklin Creek Creek Delining 10,000 ft1 350,000 11,000 7.4 37 110 7,700,000 4.5 High 
Franklin Channel Wet detention basin 0.52 120,000 3,800 2.5 14 2202 2,900,000 4.3 High 

Goleta 
San Pedro Creek Open Space Dry Wells 0.099 12,000 340 0.44 2 9.9 430,000 1.4 High 

Evergreen Park Bioretention with underdrains 
and dry wells 0.68 11,000 69 0.93 6.4 28 1,700,000 2.5 High 

Guadalupe 
Jack O'Connell Park Infiltration Basin 1.4 56,000 1,800 2.4 6.7 25 1,700,000 3.4 High 
School Lake Wetland Restoration 2.4 36,000 800 2.2 8.8 0 2,300,000 2.4 High 

Montecito Water District (MWD) Manning Park Infiltration Basin 0.55 20,000 130 1.5 9.4 38 2,500,000 2.7 High 

Solvang 
Hans Christian Andersen Park Infiltration Basin 1.1 10,000 64 0.80 5.7 20 1,300,000 2.0 High 
Mission Drive Parking Lot Dry wells 0.14 2,400 19 0.41 1.1 10 460,000 1.2 High 

UCSB 
Mesa Road at Police Station Wetland Restoration 5.5 13,000 68 1.4 7.4 0 2,200,000 1.7 High 
West Storke Housing Constructed Wetland 1.0 3,900 20 0.41 2.2 0 670,000 0.87 High 

Buellton 
Agriculture Runoff Infiltration Basin 0.45 13,000 460 0.3 1.5 3.2 210,000 0.96 Low 
Ave of the Flags Bioretention with underdrains 1.0 13,000 300 1.1 4.5 18 1,700,000 2.5 High 
Library Infiltration basin 0.39 4,300 120 0.20 1.1 3.9 260,000 0.92 High 

                                                                                                              SWRP Planning Area Total Benefits 26 790,000 20,000 28 140 660 39,000,000 N/A N/A 
1 Length of creek segments. Results in an approximate footprint of 4.1 acres (assuming approximate stream width of 18 ft).  
2 It is assumed that 0.3 cfs will be diverted to the sewer year-round (during dry weather) and that this volume will be available for water supply. 



Infiltration Basin Project Concept 
Agriculture Fields

City of Buellton

Figure
B-1

Santa Barbara
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February 2018

Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Description
Opportunities to implement infiltration basins were identified  just north of the
City boundary on agricultural fields. This project will provide infiltration of
runoff captured from a total of 63 acres of agricultural land uses. The fields
are located at the top of a hill and may have contributed to flooding along the
northern boundary of the City. Decreasing the runoff will also reduce erosion
in the southern portion of the agricultural fields. If landowner apporval is
received, portions of the southern part of the privately owned agricultural
fields will be used to construct these BMPs.The basins are sized to capture
the 85th percentile 24 hour storm event and will infiltrate stormwater and
improve water quality in the runoff from the agricultural fields.

Example Infiltration Basin (proposed concept)

Potential Site Constraints: 

Buellton

0 1,500750 Feet

³

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership
APN
Soil Type
Watershed
Groundwater Basin
Jurisdiction(s)

Buellton Ranch LP
099-400-069
Hydrologic Soil Group D & B
Santa Ynez
Santa Ynez River Valley
County of Santa Barbara

Legend
Waterbody

Storm Drain

BMP Drainage Area

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

City/County Unincorporated

Project Drainage Area

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on 
future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Total Area: 63 Acres
(2% Impervious)

H
ig

hw
ay

 1
01

Photo Credit: Aaron Volkening

Information for underlying soils is currently unavailable for the project site in
entirety. However, currently available information shows that the western
agricultural field is located on hydrologic soil group D soils and the eastern
agricultural field where the BMPs are proposed is surrounded by hydrologic
soil group B soils. Therefore, site-specific percolation testing will be needed
to ensure adequate infiltration rates. Since the fields are located on a hill, a
slope stability evaluation is also necessary.

Highway 246

Santa Ynez River



Infiltration Basin Project Concept 
Agriculture Fields

City of Buellton

Figure
B-2

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits

TSS (lbs)
NO3 (lbs)
Dissolved Cu (lbs)
Fecal Coliform (MPN)

Pollutant Load Reductions from Drainage Area

0 900450 Feet

³

Legend

Waterbody

Storm Drain

Flow Diversion

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

Direction of Flow

Precipitation (in)
Runoff Volume (ac-ft)
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%)
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based
 on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other 
information. 

Project Design Information
BMP Type
Total Project Footprint

Depth
Storage Volume
Assumed Infiltration Rate
Stormwater Source

Infiltration Basin
0.45 acres
(includes 0.11 acres pretreatment)
3.0 ft (includes 1 ft freeboard)
0.51 ac-ft
0.5 in/hr
Surface flow from agricultural field runoff

0.99
0.39
>100
0.39

85th Percentile,
24-hr Storm

Long-Term
Average Annual

16.8
6.7
73
4.9

La Pita Pl

All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical modeling.

Volume Capture Analysis

Water Supply:
Recharged Groundwater Volume
3.2 acre-feet

Flood Management:
4.9 acre-feet (73%) of runoff will be removed annually from the stormdrain
system, which will likely reduce peak flowrates, channel erosion, and
deposition in the downstream flood control features. Lower flow rates and
erosion will reduce the number of flooding days and amount of sediment
washed into roads in the neighborhood below the fields.

Environmental Enhancements:
Reduced flows from the agricultural fields will slow erosion on the hillsides
and preserve the habitat for the existing oak trees. The infiltration basins can
be planted with native plants and habitat for pollinators and other species of
interest.

Community Enhancements:
No community education or recreational opportunities exist, since the project
is located on private land.

State impaired water list identified these 
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters.

Water Quality:

13,000
460
0.30
1.5x1012

Sy
ca

m
or

e 
Dr Via Corona

Equivalent Households Supplied

7.9



Infiltration Basin Project Concept 
Vandenberg Village 

County of Santa Barbara

Figure
B-3

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Description
This proposed project is located in a large, undeveloped open space currently
used for recreation. An infiltration basin is proposed in the southeastern
portion of the parcel and will receive stormwater from two storm drains (24
and 66 inch) in order to maximize the drainage area. The 310 acre drainage
area is primarily residential. The proposed footprint is placed to maximize the
available area while avoiding dense existing vegetation. The proposed basin
captures the 85th percentile storm.

Example Infiltration Basin (proposed concept)

Potential Site Constraints: 
Lompoc

Vandenberg Village

Mission Hills

0 2,5001,250 Feet

³

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership
APN
Soil Type
Watershed
Groundwater Basin
Jurisdiction(s)

State of California
097-371-004
Hydrologic Soil Group A & B
Santa Ynez
Santa Ynez River Valley
County of Santa Barbara

Legend
Waterbody

Storm Drain

BMP Drainage Area

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

City/County Unincorporated

Project Drainage Area

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change 
based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, 
and/or other information.

Total Area: 310 Acres
(42% Impervious)

Highway 1

Photo Credit: Aaron Volkening

The entire parcel, and the lower section especially, is heavily vegetated and
likely contains oak trees. Further investigation should be conducted to identify
protected trees and determine infiltration rates. The footprint may be adjusted
accordingly based on this investigation. An agreement will need to be
developed with the land owner (State of California) to provide maintenance
for the project.



Infiltration Basin Project Concept 
Vandenberg Village 

County of Santa Barbara

Figure
B-4

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits

0 300150 Feet

³

Legend

Waterbody

Storm Drain

Flow Diversion

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

Direction of Flow

Precipitation (in)
Runoff Volume (ac-ft)
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%)
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based
 on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other 
information. 

Project Design Information
BMP Type
Total Project Footprint
Depth
Storage Volume
Assumed Infiltration Rate
Stormwater Source

Infiltration Basin
4.7 acres (includes 1.2 acres pretreatment)
4.0 ft (includes 1 ft freeboard)
10 ac-ft
0.75 in/hr
24 inch CMP storm drain from the East and
66 inch CMP storm drain from the North

0.96
11

>100
11

85th Percentile,
24-hr Storm

Long-Term
Average Annual

16.8
190
58
110

CA Highway 1

Volume Capture Analysis

Water Supply:
Recharged Groundwater Volume
73 acre-feet

Flood Management:
110 acre-feet (58%) of runoff will be removed annually from the stormwater
system. All of the runoff generated from an 85th percentile 24-hr storm will
be captured, which will likely reduce the peak flowrate from smaller storms.

Environmental Enhancements:
Infiltrated water will support local tree health.

Community Enhancements:
Signage will be provided to educate the public about the project's multiple
benefits.

Pollutant Load Reductions from Drainage Area
TSS (lbs)
NO3 (lbs)
Dissolved Cu (lbs)
Fecal Coliform (MPN)

All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical modeling.
Water Quality:

33,000
270
3.1
19x1012

Equivalent Households Supplied

State impaired water list identified these 
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters.

180



Franklin Creek Stream Restoration Project Concept 
Carpinteria Valley Water District

Figure
B-5

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Description
This project proposes to de-line strategic portions of channelized Franklin Creek to
allow for groundwater recharge. The creek is currently a concrete box channel and
has year-round flows resulting from urban and agricultural runoff. The channel will be
restored using natural materials and vegetation and a deeper centerline will be
provided to concentrate lower flows and promote infiltration over evaporation. Upper
Franklin Creek and Franklin Creek tributary segments are located within the recharge
zone, enabling percolation to the aquifer.

Montecito / Summerland

Carpinteria

0 4,3002,150 Feet

³

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership

APN
Soil Type
Watershed
Groundwater Basin
Jurisdiction(s)

County of Santa Barbara
and various private owners
Numerous
Hydrologic Soil Goup A, B, & C
Carpinteria Salt Marsh
Carpinteria
Carpinteria Valley Water 
District, Carpinteria, 
County of Santa Barbara

Legend
Waterbody

Storm Drain

BMP Drainage Area

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

City/County Unincorporated

Project Drainage Area

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change 
based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, 
and/or other information.

Total Area: 1,700 Acres
(2% Impervious)

Photo Credit: USFWS

Foothill Rd

Available space surrounding the creek is limited due to the close proximity of
agriculture, residential homes, roadways, and other development. Therefore
coordination with private land-owners may be necessary to widen the Creek in order
to maintain existing channel capacity.  If there is no available space for widening, the
channels will need to be deepened with steeper banks in order to maintain the water
surface elevation during a 100 yr storm event similar to current levels. Additionally,
riprap or similar material may need to be used to stabilize the toe of the bank slopes.
Additionally, numerous permits will need to be acquired to implement this project
(RWQCB, CDFW, Army Corps, County, etc.)

Potential Site Constraints: 

Example Stream Restoration (proposed concept)



Franklin Creek Stream Restoration Project Concept 
Carpinteria Valley Water District

Figure
B-6

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits

0 1,500750 Feet

³

Legend

Waterbody

Storm Drain

Flow Diversion

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

Direction of Flow

Precipitation (in)
Runoff Volume (ac-ft)
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%)
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based
 on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other 
information. 

Project Design Information
BMP Type
Total Project Length
Depth
Storage Volume
Assumed Infiltration Rate
Stormwater Source

Stream Restoration
10,000 ft
6-12 ft (includes 1 ft freeboard)
N/A
0.06-1.0 in/hr
Natural and agricultural field runoff

1.5
23
11
2.5

85th Percentile,
24-hr Storm

Long-Term
Average Annual

19.2
350
50

180

Franklin Creek Tributary Volume Capture Analysis

Water Supply:
Recharged Groundwater Volume
110 acre-feet

Flood Management:
180 acre-feet (50%) of runoff could be removed annually from the portions of
the creeks than run through the City.

Environmental Enhancements:
Restored vegetation will provide habitat for plants, macroinvertebrates, and
fish, while reducing temperature/sunlight, resulting in less eutrophication.

Community Enhancements:
Signage to educate public about the project's multiple benefits; and native
vegetation and landscaping increases the aesthetics and recreational
opportunities of the channel.
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TSS (lbs)
NO3 (lbs)
Dissolved Cu (lbs)
Fecal Coliform (MPN)

Pollutant Load Reductions from Drainage Area

All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical modeling.

State impaired water list identified these 
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters.

Water Quality:

350,000
11,000
7.4
37x1012

Equivalent Households Supplied

280

(represents the volume infiltrated after de-lining,
not the capacity within the channel)



Dry Wells Project Concept 
San Pedro Creek Open Space

City of Goleta

Figure
B-7

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Description
This project concept consists of 10 dry wells in an open space located
between a single family residential area and San Pedro Creek. A biofilter will
capture and treat stormwater from a 48" storm drain that collects runoff from
46 acres of primarily agricultural and residential land. The treated stormwater
will then be diverted to the dry wells to infiltrate into the groundwater basin.

Example Dry Well with Treatment (proposed concept plan view)

Potential Site Constraints: Goleta

Noleta

0 1,200600 Feet

³

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership
APN
Soil Type
Watershed
Groundwater Basin
Jurisdiction(s)

City of Goleta
077-361-011
Hydrologic Soil Group B
Goleta Slough
Goleta
City of Goleta and
Santa Barbara County

Legend
Waterbody

Storm Drain

BMP Drainage Area

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

City/County Unincorporated

Project Drainage Area

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change 
based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, 
and/or other information.

Total Area: 46 Acres
(11% Impervious)

Cathedral Oaks Rd

Figure Credit: Geosyntec Consultants

The proposed depth was determined based on a minimum distance of 10 ft
above the seasonal high groundwater level (which was estimated to be
approximately 30 ft below ground surface based on limited data in the
GeoTracker Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment Program
[GAMA] online database). In addition, it is assumed that subsurface
infiltration rates are adequate at the proposed dry well depths. Some clay
layers have been found in boreholes nearby at the Fairview Marketplace, but
clay content typically decreases in the vicinity of streams such as this site.
Therefore, site specific subsurface infiltration rates and groundwater elevation
should be investigated to assess project feasibility. Additionally, the potential
impacts of proposed project to protected oak trees, if present, should be
investigated.

Carlo Dr



Dry Wells Project Concept 
San Pedro Creek Open Space

City of Goleta

Figure
B-8

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits

0 270135 Feet

³

Legend

Waterbody

Storm Drain

Flow Diversion

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

Direction of Flow

Precipitation (in)
Runoff Volume (ac-ft)
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%)
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based
 on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other 
information. 

Project Design Information
BMP Type
Total Project Footprint
Depth
Spacing
Storage Volume
Assumed Infiltration Rate
Stormwater Source

Dry Wells with Pretreatment
1.5 acres (includes 4,300 sq ft pretreatment)
20 ft (x 10 dry wells)
100 ft between wells*
0.045 ac-ft
0.5 in/hr
48 inch RCP storm drain

1.33
1.1
81

0.92

85th Percentile,
24-hr Storm

Long-Term
Average Annual

18.5
16
62
9.9

Cathedral OaksRd

Volume Capture Analysis

Water Supply:
Recharged Groundwater Volume
9.9 acre-feet

Flood Management:
9.9 acre-feet (62%) of runoff will be captured annually and peak flows to San
Pedro creek will be reduced by infiltration.

Environmental Enhancements:
Some of the infiltrated stormwater may resurface in the creek cleaner and
more gradually (as baseflows) than it presently does.

Community Enhancements:
Signage to educate the public about the project's multiple benefits.
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Pollutant Load Reductions from Drainage Area
TSS (lbs)
NO3 (lbs
Dissolved Cu (lbs)
Fecal Coliform (MPN)

All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical modeling.

Water Quality:

12,000
340
0.44
2.0x1012

Equivalent Households Supplied

State impaired water list identified these 
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters.

24

*Spacing may be closer (and additional dry wells added) if modeling analysis and 
seismic and geotechnical evaluation confirm this to be suitable.



Currently available information shows that the proposed footprint is
categorized as having hydrologic soil group C soils and may also be
susceptible to high groundwater levels. Therefore, site-specific testing will be
needed to ensure adequate surface infiltration can be achieved for this
project. Similarly, the seaslonal high groundwater elevation at the project site
should be confirmed to be more than 8 ft below the surface. The proposed
footprint can be adjusted to allow the football field to remain in its current
location, or if the field does not get much use, the infiltration basin could be
expanded to capture more runoff.

Infiltration Basin Project Concept 
Jack O'Connell Park 

City of Guadalupe

Figure
B-9

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Description
An infiltration basin is proposed to capture and infiltrate water, thereby
reducing peak flows and the conveyance of pollutants to the Santa Maria
River. An open channel (ditch) along W Main Street collects runoff from
numerous agriculture fields and is susceptible to capturing trash and
pollutants. The approximately 1,200 acre drainage area to this channel will be
diverted into the southwestern portion of Jack O'Connell Park for infiltration.
The available area on the parcel was maximized for the proposed infiltration
basin, while not disturbing developed areas of the park including the
playground and football field.

Example Infiltration Basin (proposed concept)

Potential Site Constraints: 

Santa Maria

Guadalupe

0 7,0003,500 Feet

³

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership
APN
Soil Type
Watershed
Groundwater Basin
Jurisdiction(s)

City of Guadalupe
113-030-051
Hydrologic Soil Group C
Santa Maria
Santa Maria
Santa Barbara County

Legend
Waterbody

Storm Drain

BMP Drainage Area

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

City/County Unincorporated

Project Drainage Area

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change 
based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, 
and/or other information.

Total Area: 1,200 Acres
(8.9% Impervious)

H
ig

hw
ay

 1

Photo Credit: Aaron Volkening

W Main St



Infiltration Basin Project Concept 
Jack O'Connell Park 

City of Guadalupe

Figure
B-10

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits

0 310155 Feet

³

Legend

Waterbody

Storm Drain

Flow Diversion

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

Direction of Flow

Precipitation (in)
Runoff Volume (ac-ft)
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%)
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based
 on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other 
information. 

Project Design Information
BMP Type
Total Project Footprint
Depth
Storage Volume
Assumed Infiltration Rate
Stormwater Source

Infiltration Basin
1.4 acres (includes 0.36 acres pretreatment)
3.0 ft (includes 1 ft freeboard)
1.9 ac-ft
0.5 in/hr
Open drainage channel along W Main St

0.89
11
25
2.8

85th Percentile,
24-hr Storm

Long-Term
Average Annual

16.8
210
18
38

W Main Street

Volume Capture Analysis

Water Supply:
Recharged Groundwater Volume
25 acre-feet

Flood Management:
38 acre-feet (18%) of runoff will be removed annually from the drainage ditch
along W Main St. Additionally, 25% of the runoff generated from an 85th
percentile 24-hr storm will be infiltrated, which will likely attenuate peak
storm flows.

Environmental Enhancements:
Infiltrated water will enhance the park greenspace and improve habitats.

Community Enhancements:
Signage to educate public about the projects multiple benefits; and native
vegetation and landscaping increases the aesthetics of the parcel.

Pollutant Load Reductions from Drainage Area
TSS (lbs)
NO3 (lbs)
Dissolved Cu (lbs)
Fecal Coliform (MPN)

All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical modeling.
Water Quality:

56,000
1,800
2.4
6.7x1012

Equivalent Households Supplied

State impaired water list identified these 
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters.

61



Infiltration Basin Project Concept 
Manning Park 

Montecito Water District

Figure
B-11

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Description
The proposed infiltration basin is located in a large open area in the eastern
portion of Manning Park. This basin will receive runoff diverted from a
drainage channel, which collects runoff from approximately 700 acres of
primarily residential and open space land uses, and discharges into Oak
Creek. The infiltration basin was designed to fully utilize all available space
on the parcel that is not covered by large trees. The existing picnic and
playground areas will not be affected by the designed project footprint.

Example Infiltration Basin (proposed concept)

Potential Site Constraints: 

Montecito / Summerland
Santa Barbara

0 4,0002,000 Feet

³

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership
APN
Soil Type
Watershed

Groundwater Basin
Jurisdiction(s)

County of Santa Barbara
007-220-001
Hydrologic Soil Group A
Santa Barbara Coastal
(San Ysidro Canyon Subwatershed) 
Montecito
Montecito and 
County of Santa Barbara

Legend
Waterbody

Storm Drain

BMP Drainage Area

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

City/County Unincorporated

Project Drainage Area

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change 
based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, 
and/or other information.

Total Area: 700 Acres
(23% Impervious)

Foothill Rd

Photo Credit: Aaron Volkening

The design of the project may be limited by the existing park infrastructure
and utilities. Also, if the storm drain is classified as a blue line channel, the
project will be subject to additional permitting requirements. Further
investigation of the diversion point from the source drainage channel as well
as the infiltration rates and depth to  groundwater should be conducted for
this proposed project. An alternative underground storage design in the
parking lot below the park could mitigate some of these potential constraints
while providing larger capture volumes.



Infiltration Basin Project Concept 
Manning Park 

Montecito Water District

Figure
B-12

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits

0 200100 Feet

³

Legend

Waterbody

Storm Drain

Flow Diversion

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

Direction of Flow

Precipitation (in)
Runoff Volume (ac-ft)
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%)
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based
 on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other 
information. 

Project Design Information
BMP Type
Total Project Footprint
Depth
Storage Volume
Assumed Infiltration Rate
Stormwater Source

Infiltration Basin
0.55 acres (includes 6,000 sq ft pretreatment)
5.0 ft (includes 1 ft freeboard)
1.2 ac-ft
1.0 in/hr
open drainage channel

1.43
24
7.2
1.7

85th Percentile,
24-hr Storm

Long-Term
Average Annual

19.2
320
18
58

S
an

 Y
si

dr
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R
d

Water Supply:
Recharged Groundwater Volume
38 acre-feet

Flood Management:
58 acre-feet (18%) of runoff will be removed annually from the stormwater
conveyance system; and peak flows will be reduced by capturing what would
flow to Oak Creek.

Environmental Enhancements:
Infiltrated water will support the health of nearby trees.

Community Enhancements:
Signage to educate the public about the project's multiple benefits.

Pollutant Load Reductions from Drainage Area
TSS (lbs)
NO3 (lbs)
Dissolved Cu (lbs)
Fecal Coliform (MPN)

Water Quality:

20,000
130
1.5
9.4x1012

Equivalent Households Supplied

93

All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical modeling.

Volume Capture Analysis



Infiltration Basin Project Concept
Hans Christian Andersen Park

City of Solvang

Figure
B-13

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Description
This project plans to revitalize existing stormwater infrastructure to allow for
water quality treatment and recharge of groundwater. An existing detention
basin is located at the southern end of Hans Christian Andersen Park located
adjacent to the Skytt Mesa housing development. The proposed site receives
stormwater from a 60-inch storm drain which collects runoff from a primarily
residential, 85 acre drainage area. The existing detention basin will be
deepened and expanded into an infiltration basin designed to store 140,000
cu-ft. The existing detention basin is owned and operated by the City of
Solvang, and there is currently a Lighting and Landscape Maintenance
District (LLMD) in place for the residential neighborhood that includes
maintenance of the basin.

View of proposed infiltration basin project location

Potential Site Constraints: 

Solvang

Santa Ynez

0 1,500750 Feet

³

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership
APN
Soil Type
Watershed
Groundwater Basin
Jurisdiction(s)

City of Solvang
137-670-001
Hydrologic Soil Group A
Santa Ynez
Santa Ynez River Valley
City of Solvang

Legend
Waterbody

Storm Drain

BMP Drainage Area

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

City/County Unincorporated

Project Drainage Area

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change 
based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, 
and/or other information.

Total Area: 85 Acres
(41% Impervious)

Highway 246

Photo Credit: City of Solvang

Vegetation and actual percolation rates in the basin area should be inspected
prior to finalizing the project design to confirm no oak or other protected
species are present. Depth to groundwater should also be checked to make
sure it ismore than 10 ft below the new low point of the basin.



Infiltration Basin Project Concept
Hans Christian Andersen Park

City of Solvang

Figure
B-14

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits

0 200100 Feet

³

Legend

Waterbody

Storm Drain

Flow Diversion

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

Direction of Flow

Precipitation (in)
Runoff Volume (ac-ft)
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%)
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based
 on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other 
information. 

Project Design Information
BMP Type
Total Project Footprint
Depth
Storage Volume
Assumed Infiltration Rate
Stormwater Source

Infiltration Basin
1.1 acres (includes 0.28 acres pretreatment)
5.0 ft (includes 1 ft freeboard)
2.7 ac-ft
1.0 in/hr
60 inch RCP storm drain owned by City of
Solvang

1.18
3.7

>100
3.7

85th Percentile,
24-hr Storm

Long-Term
Average Annual

16.8
52
58
30

Park View Trail

Volume Capture Analysis

Water Supply:
Recharged Groundwater Volume
20 acre-feet

Flood Management: Since stormwater is already being managed by the
existing detention basin, the converted project will not result in any additional
flood management benefits.

Environmental Enhancements: Infiltrated water will enhance the park
greenspace and promote vegetation, increasing the habitat value.

Community Enhancements: Signage to educate public about the
projects multiple benefits; and native vegetation and landscaping will
improve the aesthetics of the parcel.

Pollutant Load Reductions from Drainage Area
TSS (lbs)
NO3 (lbs)
Dissolved Cu (lbs)
Fecal Coliform (MPN)

All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical modeling.
Water Quality:

10,000
64
0.80
5.7x1012

Equivalent Households Supplied

State impaired water list identified these 
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters.

49



Treatment Wetland Project Concept 
Mesa Road at Police Station

University of California, Santa Barbara

Figure
B-15

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Description
This project is designed to be a treatment wetland system to provide capture
and filtration of stormwater runoff. It is a constructed, naturalistic pond with a
permanent or seasonal pool of water. The treatment wetland functions as a
vegetation and soil based filtration system that removes pollutants through
physical, biological, and chemical treatment processes. The project will
consist of a mix of vegetated areas for shallow ponding and deeper areas for
extended detention of stormwater. The proposed project is located along
Mesa Rd behind Harder Stadium at UCSB and receives water from two
different storm drains that collect runoff from 49 acres of the UCSB campus.
The proposed design will provide both water quality treatment and peak flow
attenuation.

Example Treatment Wetland (proposed concept)

Potential Site Constraints: 

UCSB

Goleta

Isla Vista

Santa Barbara

Noleta

0 1,200600 Feet

³

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership

APN
Soil Type
Watershed
Groundwater Basin
Jurisdiction(s)

University of California 
Regents
073-120-014
Hydrologic Soil Group C
Goleta Slough
Goleta
UCSB

Legend
Waterbody

Storm Drain

BMP Drainage Area

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

City/County Unincorporated

Project Drainage Area

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change 
based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, 
and/or other information.

Total Area: 49 Acres
(59% Impervious)

Mesa Rd

Photo Credit: Geosytec Consultants

Currently available information shows that the footprint may be susceptible to
high groundwater levels. Therefore, site-specific testing will be needed to
ensure adequate separation from the bottom of the ponding areas and the
high groundwater can be achieved for this project.
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Treatment Wetland Project Concept 
Mesa Road at Police Station

University of California, Santa Barbara

Figure
B-16

Santa Barbara
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Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits

0 470235 Feet

³

Legend

Waterbody

Storm Drain

Flow Diversion

BMP Footprint

Parcel Boundary

Direction of Flow

Precipitation (in)
Runoff Volume (ac-ft)
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%)
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based
 on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other 
information. 

Project Design Information
BMP Type
Total Project Footprint
Depth
Storage Volume
Stormwater Source

Treatment wetland
5.5 acres (includes 1.4 acres pretreatment)
3-5.5 ft (includes 1 ft freeboard)
18 ac-ft
18 and 30 inch CMP storm drains

1.3
3.6

>100
3.6

85th Percentile,
24-hr Storm

Long-Term
Average Annual

18.5
51

>100
51

Mesa Road

Volume Capture Analysis

Water Supply:
Recharged Groundwater Volume
0 acre-feet

Flood Management:
51 acre-feet (100%) of average annual runoff will be delayed from flowing
directly into the Goleta Slough. All of the runoff generated from an 85th
percentile 24-hr storm will be captured within the treatment wetland system.

Environmental Enhancements:
Will provide habitat for threatened and endangered species; will provide
space for native plantings in multiple wetland habitats; and carbon
sequestration.

Community Enhancements:
Signage to educate public about the project benefits; provides space for new
trails and a safe route to school.

This project is not a water supply project.

Pollutant Load Reductions from Drainage Area
TSS (lbs)
NO3 (lbs)
Dissolved Cu (lbs)
Fecal Coliform (MPN)

All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical modeling.

Water Quality:

13,000
68
1.4
7.4x1012

State impaired water list identified these 
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters.



Ave. of Flags Bioretention Project Concept
City of Buellton

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-17

This project plans to improve water quality, reduce flooding, and promote
groundwater recharge by installing a series of bioretention areas in the
median of Avenue of Flags. Water would be diverted from existing
stormdrains into a pretreatment area at the northern end and flow through
the bioretention cells before discharging back into the stormdrain system at
the southern end. Vegetation, a walking path, and interpretive signage
would be incorporated.

Potential Site Constraints:
A site survey should be conducted to confirm local elevations and
infiltration rate. The location of existing stormdrains and other utilities in the
median need to be confirmed before finalizing project areas and depths.

Project Description

Example Bioretention Project

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership City of Buellton
APNs 099-293-001, 

099-284-001, 
099-300-026

Soil Type Hydrologic Soil Group A/B

Watershed Santa Ynez River

Receiving Water Zaca Creek

Groundwater Basin Santa Ynez River Valley

Project Drainage Area

Total Area: 67 Acres
(44% Impervious)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Photo Credit: Flickr/Aaron Volkening



Volume Capture Analysis

Project Design Information
BMP Type Bioretention with underdrains

Total Project Footprint 1.0 acres 
(includes 0.25 acre pretreatment)

Depth 6.7 ft

Storage Volume 2.1 ac-ft

Assumed Infiltration Rate 0.5 in/hr

Stormwater Source Multiple stormdrains and sheet flow

85th Percentile, 
24-hr Storm

Long-Term 
Average Annual

Precipitation (in) 0.99 16.8
Runoff Volume (ac-ft) 2.5 43
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%) 100 89
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft) 2.5 38

Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-18

Ave. of Flags Bioretention Project Concept
City of Buellton

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical long-term modeling.

Water Quality:
Pollutant load reductions from drainage area

Water Supply:
18 acre-feet of groundwater
recharge

Flood Management: 38 acre-feet (89%) of the average
annual runoff volume would be captured and treated. A
portion of this would then be infiltrated and the rest of the
treated volume would gradually be released back into the
stormdrain system, assisting with surface flooding near 2nd

street. All of the flows generated by an 85th percentile 24-hr
storm would be captured and treated.

Environmental Enhancements: Infiltrated water would
enhance the greenspace and promote nearby vegetation,
increasing the habitat value. Existing invasive species would
be removed and plants that attract pollinator species may be
included.
Community Enhancements: Signage would educate the public about the
project’s multiple benefits, and native vegetation and landscaping would improve
the aesthetics of the parcel.

*State impaired water list identified these    
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters

*
Equivalent Households Supplied

1.0 acres of 
habitat improved



Tucker’s Grove 
Subsurface Infiltration Project Concept

County of Santa Barbara

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-19

This project would reduce pollutant loads and flows and provide significant
groundwater recharge into the unconfined Goleta Groundwater Basin by
building an offline infiltration system adjacent to San Antonio Creek.
Stormwater flows would be diverted from the creek at a road crossing and
directed into a series of underground infiltration vaults. The proposed vaults
would be located under the parking areas and an open grassy area to
maximize the project footprint. A pretreatment system and interpretive
signage would be incorporated in the project.

Potential Site Constraints:
Additional permitting may be required for constructing a diversion from the
creek (RWQCB, CDFW, Army Corps, County Flood Control, etc.). A site
survey should be conducted to confirm vault placement and dimensions,
local elevations, depth to groundwater, and infiltration rate.

Project Description

Example Infiltration Vault

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership County of Santa Barbara
APN 067-100-027

Soil Type Hydrologic Soil Group B

Watershed Goleta Slough

Receiving Water San Antonio Creek

Groundwater Basin Goleta

Project Drainage Area

Total Area: 2,900 Acres
(3.9% Impervious)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Santa Barbara County-wide
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Photo Credit: ConTech



Volume Capture Analysis

Project Design Information
BMP Type Subsurface Infiltration Vault

Total Project Footprint 1.7 acres 
(includes 0.44 acre pretreatment)

Depth 13 ft 

Storage Volume 21 ac-ft

Assumed Infiltration Rate 0.5 in/hr

Stormwater Source San Antonio Creek

85th Percentile, 
24-hr Storm

Long-Term 
Average Annual

Precipitation (in) 1.33 18.5
Runoff Volume (ac-ft) 47 660
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%) 49 23
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft) 23 150

Santa Barbara County-wide
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits
All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical long-term modeling.

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-20

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Water Quality:
Pollutant load reductions from drainage area

Water Supply:
98 acre-feet of groundwater
recharge

Flood Management:
150 acre-feet (23%) of the average annual runoff volume
would be removed from flowing down San Antonio Creek.
49% of the volume generated from an 85th percentile 24-hr
storm would be captured and infiltrated.

Environmental Enhancements:
Infiltrated water would enhance the surrounding greenspace
and promote nearby vegetation, however given the paved
nature of most of the project footprint, no other substantial
environmental benefit is anticipated.

Community Enhancements:
Signage would be provided to educate the public about the project’s multiple
benefits. Road improvements could be incorporated to decrease frequency of
park road closures resulting from high creek flows.

*State impaired water list identified these    
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters

*

Equivalent Households Supplied

Tucker’s Grove 
Subsurface Infiltration Project Concept

County of Santa Barbara



Franklin Channel Wet Basin Project Concept
Carpinteria Valley Water District

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-21

This project would improve water quality and benefit local water supply by
building an offline wet detention basin adjacent to the current flow path.
Water would be diverted from a cemented portion of Franklin Creek and
directed into a pretreatment area and the basin before either flowing back
into the creek (high flows) or getting pumped into a wastewater system that
would be treated for groundwater recharge (low flows). Vegetation, walking
paths, and interpretive signage would be incorporated. The wet detention
basin would be located in the city owned Franklin Park.

Potential Site Constraints:
Vegetation and animals in the project footprint should be assessed by a
qualified biologist to confirm no protected species are present. Additional
permitting may be required for vegetation removal and constructing a
diversion from the creek (RWQCB, CDFW, Army Corps, County Flood
Control, etc.). County vector control should be consulted to coordinate
vector control mitigation strategies. A site survey should be conducted to
confirm local elevations, dry weather flow rates, potential utility conflicts,
and accessibility of the wastewater system.

Project Description

Example Wet Basin Project

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership City of Carpinteria
APN 004-011-043

Soil Type Hydrologic Soil Group C

Watershed Carpinteria Salt Marsh

Receiving Water Franklin Creek

Groundwater Basin Carpinteria

Project Drainage Area

Total Area: 2,200 Acres
(4% Impervious)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Santa Barbara County-wide
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Photo Credit: Atlanta Beltline, Inc.



Volume Capture Analysis

Project Design Information
BMP Type Wet Basin with extended detention

Total Project Footprint 0.52 acres 
(includes 0.04 acre pretreatment)

Depth 3.0-5.5 ft 

Storage Volume 1.3 ac-ft

Assumed Infiltration Rate Negligible infiltration, 0.3 cfs diverted into 
wastewater system year-round

Stormwater Source Franklin Creek

85th Percentile, 
24-hr Storm

Long-Term 
Average Annual

Precipitation (in) 1.5 19.2
Runoff Volume (ac-ft) 33 510
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%) 5.6 13
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft) 1.8 66

Santa Barbara County-wide
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits
All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical long-term modeling.

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-22

Franklin Channel Wet Basin Project Concept
Carpinteria Valley Water District

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Water Quality:
Pollutant load reductions from drainage area

Water Supply:
220 acre-feet diverted & treated 
for groundwater injection

Flood Management: 66 acre-feet (13%) of the average
annual runoff volume and 5.6% of the volume generated
from an 85th percentile 24-hr storm would be captured and
treated in the wet basin.

Environmental Enhancements: Infiltrated water would
enhance the greenspace and promote nearby vegetation,
increasing the habitat value. Existing invasive species would
be removed and replaced with plants to attract pollinators.

Community Enhancements: Signage would be provided to educate the public
about the project’s multiple benefits. Native vegetation, a walking path, and
landscaping would improve the aesthetics and recreational opportunities of the
parcel.

*State impaired water list identified these    
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters

*

0.52 acres of 
habitat improved

*

Equivalent Households Supplied



El Carro Park 
Subsurface Infiltration Project Concept

City of Carpinteria

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-23

This project would reduce stormwater flows and recharge groundwater by
building a subsurface infiltration system under the eastern half of the
parking lot for El Carro Park. Water would be diverted from an existing 33
inch stormdrain that collects runoff from a single family residential
neighborhood. A pretreatment area and interpretive signage would be
incorporated.

Potential Site Constraints:
Soil maps indicate the parking lot lies near the transition from hydrologic
group B to C/D soils. Therefore a site survey should be conducted to
confirm infiltration rate and depth to groundwater to ensure infiltration is
feasible.

Project Description

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership City of Carpinteria
APN 004-005-005

Soil Type Hydrologic Soil Group B

Watershed Carpinteria Salt Marsh

Receiving Water Franklin Creek

Groundwater Basin Carpinteria

Project Drainage Area

Total Area: 43 Acres
(21% Impervious)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Santa Barbara County-wide
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Photo Credit: ConTech

Example Infiltration Vault



Volume Capture Analysis

Project Design Information
BMP Type Subsurface Infiltration Vault

Total Project Footprint 0.18 acres 
(pretreatment prior to BMP)

Depth 4.5 ft 

Storage Volume 0.70 ac-ft

Assumed Infiltration Rate 0.5 in/hr

Stormwater Source 33 inch stormdrain

85th Percentile, 
24-hr Storm

Long-Term 
Average Annual

Precipitation (in) 1.5 19.2
Runoff Volume (ac-ft) 1.2 19
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%) 74 43
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft) 0.88 8.1

Santa Barbara County-wide
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits
All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical long-term modeling.

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-24

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Water Quality:
Pollutant load reductions from drainage area

Water Supply:
5.2 acre-feet of groundwater
recharge

Flood Management:
8.1 acre-feet (43%) of the average annual runoff volume
would be removed from the stormwater conveyance system.
74% of the volume generated from an 85th percentile 24-hr
storm would be captured and infiltrated.

Environmental Enhancements:
Infiltrated water would enhance the surrounding greenspace
and promote nearby vegetation, however given the paved
nature of the project no other substantial environmental
benefit is anticipated.

Community Enhancements:
Signage would be provided to educate the public about the project’s multiple
benefits.

*State impaired water list identified these    
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters

* Equivalent Households Supplied

*

El Carro Park 
Subsurface Infiltration Project Concept

City of Carpinteria



Evergreen Park Bioretention and Dry Wells
Project Concept
City of Goleta

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-25

This project would improve water quality, reduce flows through Evergreen
Park, and recharge the Goleta Groundwater Basin by building a
bioretention and infiltration system along the current flow path. The existing
drainage and swale features would be used to direct runoff into
pretreatment followed by bioretention basin. Up to twelve dry wells would
capture treated stormwater from the bioretention basin and recharge
groundwater if conditions are found to be suitable. Vegetation, walking
paths, and interpretive signage would be incorporated. The project is
located on a city owned parcel.

Potential Site Constraints:
Vegetation and animals in the project footprint should be assessed by a
qualified biologist to confirm no protected species are present. A site survey
and infiltration test should be conducted to confirm local elevations,
infiltration rate, depth to groundwater, and locations of utility lines.

Project Description

Example Dry Well Design

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership City of Goleta
APN 079-121-011

Soil Type Hydrologic Soil Group D

Watershed Santa Barbara Coastal

Receiving Water Devereaux Lagoon

Groundwater Basin Goleta

Project Drainage Area

Total Area: 64 Acres
(38% Impervious)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Bioretention

Dry Well

Image Credit: 
Modified from California Stormwater Quality Association



Volume Capture Analysis

Project Design Information
BMP Type Bioretention and Dry Wells

Total Project Footprint 0.68 acres (includes 0.17 acre pretreatment)

Depth 6.7 ft bioretention, 20 foot deep dry wells)

Storage Volume 1.4 ac-ft in bioretention, 
0.055 ac-ft in all dry wells

Assumed Infiltration Rate 0.06 in/hr in bioretention, 
0.25 cfs through each dry well

Stormwater Source stormdrains and swale through upper park

85th Percentile, 
24-hr Storm

Long-Term 
Average Annual

Precipitation (in) 1.33 18.5
Runoff Volume (ac-ft) 3.2 45
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%) 100 85
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft) 3.2 38

Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits
All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical long-term modeling.

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-26

Evergreen Park Bioretention and Dry Wells
Project Concept
City of Goleta

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Water Quality:
Pollutant load reductions from drainage area

Water Supply:
28 acre-feet of groundwater  
recharge

Flood Management: 38 acre-feet (85%) of the average
annual runoff volume would be removed from the city
stormdrain system. All of the volume generated from an 85th
percentile 24-hr storm would be captured and infiltrated.

Environmental Enhancements: Infiltrated water would
enhance the greenspace and promote nearby vegetation,
and native landscaping would benefit local pollinators.
Existing invasive species would be removed.

Community Enhancements: Signage would be provided to educate the public
about the project’s multiple benefits, and native vegetation and landscaping would
improve existing aesthetics.

*State impaired water list identified these    
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters

*
Equivalent Households Supplied

0.68 acres of 
habitat improved



School Lake Wetland Restoration Project Concept
City of Guadalupe

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-27

This project would improve water quality and moderate flows by restoring
the existing wetland. Stormwater would be diverted from two city
stormdrains on the southern side of the project area and directed into a
pretreatment area before flowing back into the main part of the wetland,
which would have the accumulated sediment removed and vegetation
replanted. Vegetation, walking paths, and interpretive signage would be
incorporated based on previous designs from RRM Design Group.

Potential Site Constraints:
Vegetation and animals in the project footprint should be assessed by a
qualified biologist prior to finalizing the project design to confirm no
protected species are present. Additional permitting may be required for
vegetation removal and restoration of the wetland (RWQCB, CDFW, Army
Corps, County Flood Control, etc.). A site survey should be conducted to
confirm local elevations.

Project Description

Example Constructed Wetland

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership Ball Horticultural

Company
APN 115-140-015

Soil Type Hydrologic Soil Group D

Watershed Santa Maria 

Receiving Water Santa Maria River

Groundwater Basin Santa Maria 

Project Drainage Area

Total Area: 286 Acres
(27% Impervious)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan



Volume Capture Analysis

Project Design Information
BMP Type Constructed Wetland

Total Project Footprint 2.4 acres 
(includes 0.29 acre pretreatment)

Depth 1.5-7 ft 

Storage Volume 6.0 ac-ft

Assumed Infiltration Rate N/A

Stormwater Source stormdrains and surface runoff

85th Percentile, 
24-hr Storm

Long-Term 
Average Annual

Precipitation (in) 0.89 16.8
Runoff Volume (ac-ft) 6.0 110
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%) 100 47
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft) 6.0 52

Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits
All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical long-term modeling.

Water Quality:
Pollutant load reductions from drainage area

Water Supply:
No groundwater recharge
is expected.

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-28

School Lake Wetland Restoration Project Concept
City of Guadalupe

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

2.4 acres of 
habitat restored

Flood Management: 52 acre-feet (47%) of the average
annual runoff volume would be captured and delayed from
discharging into the city’s stormdrains. All of the volume
generated from an 85th percentile 24-hr storm would be
captured within the wetland.

Environmental Enhancements: Added native wetland
vegetation and removal of invasive species would provide
habitat enhancement.

Community Enhancements: Signage would educate the public about the
project’s multiple benefits, walking paths, and native vegetation and landscaping
would improve the aesthetics recreational opportunities of the parcel.

*State impaired water list identified these    
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters

*

*



Mission Drive Parking Lot Dry Well Project Concept
City of Solvang

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-29

This project would improve water quality, reduce stormwater flows, and
recharge groundwater by installing a series of dry wells in a downtown
parking lot if conditions are found to be suitable. Stormwater would be
diverted from a stormdrain that collects runoff from a mostly residential
center of Solvang, and flow through pretreatment before entering the dry
wells. Interpretive signage would be incorporated. The project is located on
a city owned parcel used as a public parking lot.

Potential Site Constraints:
A site survey should be conducted to confirm local elevations, depth to
groundwater, and infiltration rate. The location of existing stormdrains and
other utilities in the parking lot need to be confirmed before finalizing
project areas and depths.

Project Description

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership City of Solvang
APN 139-173-018

Soil Type Hydrologic Soil Group D

Watershed Santa Ynez

Receiving Water Santa Ynez River

Groundwater Basin Santa Ynez

Project Drainage Area

Total Area: 19 Acres
(60% Impervious)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Santa Barbara County-wide
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Image Credit: 
Modified from California Stormwater Quality Association

Example Dry Well Concept



Volume Capture Analysis

Project Design Information
BMP Type Dry Well

Total Project Footprint 0.57 acres 
(includes 0.14 acre pretreatment)

Depth 30 ft  (8 dry wells)

Storage Volume 0.055 ac-ft

Assumed Infiltration Rate 0.06 in/hr at surface, 
0.25 cfs through each dry well

Stormwater Source 24 inch stormdrain and surface runoff

85th Percentile, 
24-hr Storm

Long-Term 
Average Annual

Precipitation (in) 1.18 16.8
Runoff Volume (ac-ft) 1.2 17
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%) 100 62
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft) 1.2 10

Santa Barbara County-wide
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits
All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical long-term modeling.

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-30

Mission Drive Parking Lot Dry Well Project Concept
City of Solvang

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Water Quality:
Pollutant load reductions from drainage area

Water Supply:
10 acre-feet of groundwater 
recharge

Flood Management: 10 acre-feet (62%) of the average
annual runoff volume would be removed from the city’s
stormdrain system. All of the volume generated from an 85th
percentile 24-hr storm would be captured and infiltrated.

Environmental Enhancements: Infiltrated water would
enhance the greenspace and promote nearby urban
vegetation.

Community Enhancements: Signage would educate the public about the
project’s multiple benefits would provide community engagement, and
landscaping would enhance aesthetics of the parking lot.

Equivalent Households Supplied

*

*State impaired water list identified these    
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters



Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-31

This project would improve water quality and moderate flows into the
Goleta Slough by building a constructed treatment wetland on an existing
undeveloped area. Treatment wetlands function as vegetation and soil
based filtration systems that remove pollutants through natural physical,
biological, and chemical treatment processes. The project would include
pretreatment and a permanent or seasonal pool of water with shallow
vegetated and deeper ponding areas. Runoff would be diverted from
stormdrains serving the adjacent Storke Apartments and routed through the
wetland before flowing into an existing natural drainage feature leading to
the slough. Vegetation, walking paths, and interpretive signage would be
incorporated.

Potential Site Constraints:
Vegetation and animals in the project footprint should be assessed by a
qualified biologist to confirm no protected species are present. A site survey
should be conducted to confirm local elevations and groundwater levels.

Project Description

Example Constructed Wetland

Project Overview
Parcel Ownership UC Regents
APN 073-120-013

Soil Type Hydrologic Soil Group C

Watershed Goleta Slough

Receiving Water Goleta Slough

Groundwater Basin Goleta

Project Drainage Area

Total Area: 20 Acres
(82% Impervious)

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Storke Apartments Constructed Treatment Wetland 
Project Concept

UC Santa Barbara



Volume Capture Analysis

Project Design Information
BMP Type Constructed Wetland

Total Project Footprint 1.0 acres 
(includes 0.25 acre pretreatment)

Depth 1.5-5.5 ft (includes 1 ft freeboard)

Storage Volume 2.3 ac-ft

Assumed Infiltration Rate N/A

Stormwater Source Various stormdrains

85th Percentile, 
24-hr Storm

Long-Term 
Average Annual

Precipitation (in) 1.3 18.5
Runoff Volume (ac-ft) 1.5 21
Percent of Runoff Volume Captured (%) 100 73
Total Volume Captured (ac-ft) 1.5 15

Santa Barbara County-wide 
Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan

Project Benefits
All benefits are expressed as an average annual estimate based on historical long-term modeling.

Santa Barbara June 2018

Figure 
B-32

Storke Apartments Constructed Treatment Wetland 
Project Concept

UC Santa Barbara

Note: Proposed project is conceptual and subject to change based on future feasibility assessment, funding availability, and/or other information.

Water Quality:
Pollutant load reductions from drainage area

Water Supply:
No groundwater recharge
is expected.

1.7 acres of 
habitat improved

Flood Management: 15 acre-feet (73%) of the average
annual runoff volume would be delayed from flowing directly
into the Goleta Slough. All of the volume generated from an
85th percentile 24-hr storm would be captured and detained
within the wetland.

Environmental Enhancements: Native wetland vegetation
would provide habitat and carbon sequestration. Existing
invasive species would be removed.

Community Enhancements: Signage would educate the public about the
project’s multiple benefits. Native vegetation and landscaping would improve the
aesthetics of the parcel.

*State impaired water list identified these    
pollutants as elevated in the receiving waters

*
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C-1 

SECTION 1. IDENTIFICATION OF STAKEHOLDERS 

Table C-1 shows the list of SWRP stakeholders and their contact information. This stakeholder 
list may always be expanded. 

Table C-1.  SWRP Stakeholders 

Type Affiliation Contact Information 

City 
City of Santa Barbara cbenson@santabarbaraca.gov 

City of Santa Maria sspringer@cityofsantamaria.org 

Sanitary and 
Water 
Conservation 
Districts 

Carpinteria Sanitary District  info@carpsan.com 

Goleta Water District rdrake@goletawater.com 

Goleta Sanitary District info@goletasanitary.org 

Goleta West Sanitary District info@goletawest.org 

Santa Maria Valley Water Conservation District info@smvwcd.org 

Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District bwales@syrwd.org 

Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, ID 
#1 support@syrwd.org 

Carpinteria Valley Water District, Shirley Johnson thusone@aol.com 

Community 
Service 
Districts 

Casmalia Community Services District Terri2@ix.netcom.com 

Cuyama Community Services District ccsd@inreach.com 

Vandenberg Village Community Services District jbarget@vvcsd.org 

Joint Powers 
Agencies 

Cachuma Operations and Maintenance Board 
(COMB) jgingras@cachuma-board.org 

Cachuma Conservation Release Board (CCRB) dgriset@ccrb-board.org 

Central Coast Water Authority (CCWA) lfw@ccwa.com 

Special 
Districts 

Cachuma Resource Conservation District (CRCD) ExecutiveDirector@rcdsantabarbar
a.org 

Air Pollution Control District, Ben Ellenberger (805) 961-8879 / 
EllenbergerC@sbcapcd.org 

Santa Barbara County Education Office, Vern 
Sanborn  (805) 922-8003, sipe@sbceo.org 

Santa Barbara County Superintendent of Schools, 
Susan Salcido 

(805) 964-4711 ext. 5286 
ssalcido@sbceo.org 

County of 
Santa Barbara 
Departments 

Selena Evilsizor, P&D  (805) 568-3577, 
sevilsizor@countyofsb.org 

Jill Van Wie, Parks 
(805) 568-2470, cell: (805) 896-
6643, jvanwie@co.santa-
barbara.ca.us 

Lawrence Fay, EHS Lawrence.Fay@sbcphd.org 

Jeanette Gonzales-Knight, PW RR&WM  (805) 882-3627, jgonzal@co.santa-
barbara.ca.us 

mailto:cbenson@santabarbaraca.gov
mailto:sspringer@cityofsantamaria.org
mailto:info@carpsan.com
mailto:rdrake@goletawater.com
mailto:info@goletasanitary.org
mailto:info@goletawest.org
mailto:info@smvwcd.org
mailto:bwales@syrwd.org
mailto:support@syrwd.org
mailto:thusone@aol.com
mailto:Terri2@ix.netcom.com
mailto:ccsd@inreach.com
mailto:jbarget@vvcsd.org
mailto:jgingras@cachuma-board.org
mailto:dgriset@ccrb-board.org
mailto:lfw@ccwa.com
mailto:ExecutiveDirector@rcdsantabarbara.org
mailto:ExecutiveDirector@rcdsantabarbara.org
mailto:EllenbergerC@sbcapcd.org
mailto:sipe@sbceo.org
mailto:Lawrence.Fay@sbcphd.org
mailto:jgonzal@co.santa-barbara.ca.us
mailto:jgonzal@co.santa-barbara.ca.us
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Type Affiliation Contact Information 
Native 
Americans Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians jrandall@santaynezchumash.org 

Non- 
Governmental 
Organizations 

AIA Santa Barbara, Matt Gries mgries@designarc.net 

Citizen Environmental Research Project of the 
Santa Maria Valley, Jane Baxter Jane.Baxter@cerpsmv.org 

Guadalupe-Nipomo Dunes Center doug@dunescenter.org 

Heal the Ocean* hillary@healtheocean.org 

Integrated Water Strategies for Santa Barbara and 
Ventura Counties*, Regina Hirsch 

regina@sierrawatershedprogressiv
e.com 

La Purisima Audubon Society bima55@msn.com 

League of Women Voters, Lindsay Baker linzbak@gmail.com 
Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition, Eve Stanford, 
Planning & Policy Coordinator  (805) 845-8955, eve@sbbike.org 

Santa Barbara Channelkeepers* info@sbck.org 

Santa Barbara County Action Network (SBCAN) 
*,Jeanne Sparks, Ken Hough 

kennethahough@gmail.com/ken@
sbcan.org, jeanne@sbcan.org 

Santa Rita Hills Wine Growers Alliance info@staritahills.com 

Sierra Club: Los Padres Chapter, Rebecca August rebeccaaugust@mac.com 
South Coast Habitat Restoration*, Mauricio 
Gomez mgomez@schabitatrestoration.org 

Sweetwater Collaborative + Regen*, Barbara 
Wishingrad, Fred Hunter 

bwishingrad@gmail.com, 
fred@regen.coop 

Urban Creeks Council*, Doug Toews, Dan 
McCarter 

(808) 265-2688, 
doug_toews@msn.com 
danrmccarter@gmail.com 

Media 

Santa Maria Sun, Spencer Cole (805) 347-1968, 
Scole@Santamariasun.com 

Santa Barbara Independent, Mitchell Kriegman (917) 539-5587, me@idi4.com 
Santa Barbara News Press, Scott Steepleton (805) 564-5132 
Santa Maria Times, Mike Hodgson (805) 925-2691 

Santa Ynez Valley News, Mike Hodgson  
805-688-5522  
Mhodgson@leecentralcoastnews.c
om 

Consulting 
Firms 

Cole Design Montecito, Monte Cole mcole31@cox.net 
Flowers and Associates, Robert Schmidt raschmidt@flowersassoc.com 
OASIS Design, Art Ludwig art@oasisdesign.net 
Regenerative Landscape Alliance, Ricardo 
Castellanos, Josh Graning 

castellanosrd@gmail.com, 
josh@regen.coop 

Tetra Tech, Austin McCollum  (805) 245-3027, 
austin.mccollum@tetratech.com 

Urban Planning Concepts, Brian Tetley btetley@urbanplanningconcepts.co
m 

Wilson Environmental Contracting, inc, Daniel 
Wilson, MESM daniel@WilsonEnv.net 

mailto:jrandall@santaynezchumash.org
mailto:mgries@designarc.net
mailto:Jane.Baxter@cerpsmv.org
mailto:doug@dunescenter.org
mailto:hillary@healtheocean.org
mailto:regina@sierrawatershedprogressive.com
mailto:regina@sierrawatershedprogressive.com
mailto:bima55@msn.com
mailto:linzbak@gmail.com
mailto:eve@sbbike.org
mailto:info@sbck.org
mailto:kennethahough@gmail.com
mailto:kennethahough@gmail.com
mailto:info@staritahills.com
mailto:rebeccaaugust@mac.com
mailto:mgomez@schabitatrestoration.org
mailto:bwishingrad@gmail.com
mailto:doug_toews@msn.com
mailto:doug_toews@msn.com
mailto:mcole31@cox.net
mailto:raschmidt@flowersassoc.com
mailto:art@oasisdesign.net
mailto:castellanosrd@gmail.com
mailto:castellanosrd@gmail.com
mailto:btetley@urbanplanningconcepts.com
mailto:btetley@urbanplanningconcepts.com
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Type Affiliation Contact Information 

 
 
 
Private 
Citizen 

Takahiro Akasaki ikezakitakahiro@yahoo.co.jp 
Ben Best ben@ecoquants.com 
Ruscan Bokov rkbokov@yahoo.com 
Marell Brooks mebrooks@sbceo.org 

Lisa Eiler eiler1265@yahoo.com 
Mia Espinoza sbmia@hotmail.com 
Peter Hunt architect789@gmail.com 
Fred Hunter fredmhunter@gmail.com 
Siri Atma Khalsa drsiriatma@gmail.com 
Riley Kriebel rrkriebel@gmail.com 
John and Roberta Nielson john@dogdander.com 

Laura Rasmussen louisa33@cox.net 

Jesse Smith jesse@casitasvalley.com 

Kristy Truer ktreur@hancockcollege.edu 
Phil Walker No contact information provided 
Kenneth L Wolf kennethlwolf94720@gmail.com 

Todd Wilson toddwojai@comcast.net 

Chuck Williams charleswilliams3207@comcast.net 

Jesse Smith jesse@casitasvalley.com 

Other 
Stakeholders 

USFS Los Padres National Forest No contact information provided 
UCSB Sedgwick Reserve sedgwick@lifesci.ucsb.edu 

* nonprofit organizations working on stormwater and dry weather resource planning or management in 
the watersheds 

 

  

mailto:ben@ecoquants.com
mailto:mebrooks@sbceo.org
mailto:eiler1265@yahoo.com
mailto:sbmia@hotmail.com
mailto:architect789@gmail.com
mailto:fredmhunter@gmail.com
mailto:drsiriatma@gmail.com
mailto:rrkriebel@gmail.com
mailto:john@dogdander.com
mailto:louisa33@cox.net
mailto:jesse@casitasvalley.com
mailto:ktreur@hancockcollege.edu
mailto:kennethlwolf94720@gmail.com
mailto:toddwojai@comcast.net
mailto:charleswilliams3207@comcast.net
mailto:jesse@casitasvalley.com
mailto:sedgwick@lifesci.ucsb.edu
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SECTION 2. STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT RECORDS 

This section contains relevant records relating to stakeholder involvement in the SWRP. Figure C-
1 contains an advertisement for the stakeholder kick-off meetings held in October 2017. Figure C-
2 to Figure C-4 show the sign-in sheets for the three stakeholder meetings. Figure C-5 shows 
speaker slips for the South County stakeholder meeting (no slips were completed for the October 
12, 2017 and July 19, 2018 stakeholder meetings). Figure C-6 contains notes from the first 
stakeholder meeting held in South County, Figure C-7 contains meeting notes from the North 
County meeting, and Figure C-8 contains the meeting notes from the Final stakeholder meeting.  
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Figure C-1.  SWRP Stakeholder Meeting Advertisement 
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Figure C-2.  Sign-in Sheet for South County Stakeholder Meeting on 10/10/2017 
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Figure C-3. Sign-in Sheet for North County Stakeholder Meeting on 10/12/2017 
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Figure C-4. Sign-in Sheet for Final Stakeholder Meeting on 7/19//2018 
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Figure C-5.  Speaker Slips for South County Stakeholder Meeting on 10/10/2017 
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Figure C-6. Meeting Notes for South County Stakeholder Meeting on 10/10/2017 
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Figure C-7. Meeting Notes for North County Stakeholder Meeting on 10/12/2017 
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Figure C-8. Meeting Notes for the Final Stakeholder Meeting on 7/19/2018 
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SECTION 3. OUTREACH PLAN 

The Stakeholder Outreach, Education, and Engagement Plan (Outreach Plan) is included below.  

 

 
 
 



Outreach, Education, and 
Engagement Plan for the 

Santa Barbara County-Wide 
Integrated Stormwater 

Resource Plan 

Prepared by 

and 

September 2017 



 

2             DUDEK  
 

Table of Contents 
1 Preface and Purpose ............................................................................................................................. 3 

2 Benefits to Stakeholders ....................................................................................................................... 3 

3 Engagement in Technical and Policy Issues .......................................................................................... 3 

3.1 Interested Stakeholder Roles and Responsibilities ....................................................................... 4 

4 Facilitating Public Participation ............................................................................................................. 4 

4.1 Key Assumptions of the Outreach Plan ........................................................................................ 4 

5 Engaging Communities in Project Design and Implementation ........................................................... 4 

5.1 First Stakeholder Meeting (One in North County and One in South County)............................... 4 

5.2 Second Stakeholder Meeting ........................................................................................................ 5 

6 Stakeholder Identification and Inclusion .............................................................................................. 5 

6.1 Key Stakeholders ........................................................................................................................... 5 

7 Disadvantaged and Climate Vulnerable Communities ......................................................................... 7 

7.1 Runoff-Related Environmental Injustice Issues ............................................................................ 7 

8 Schedule For Initial Public Engagement And Education ....................................................................... 7 

9 How to Get Involved ............................................................................................................................. 8 

 
  



 

3             DUDEK  
 

 

What is a Stakeholder? 
An individual, group, coalition, agency, or 
other entity that is involved in, affected by, 
or has an interest in the implementation of 
a specific program or project. 

 
- CA State Water Resources Control Board  
Storm Water Resource Plan Guidelines 2015 

 

1 PREFACE AND PURPOSE 
This Stakeholder Outreach, Education, and Engagement Plan (Outreach Plan) fulfills the purpose of 
providing an outline of the public engagement and education opportunities associated with the 
development of the Santa Barbara County-wide Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan (SWRP) through a 
Proposition 1 State Water Resources 
Control Board Grant. A Stakeholder is an 
individual, group, coalition, agency, or 
other entity that is involved in, affected by, 
or has an interest in the implementation of 
the SWRP. This Outreach Plan establishes 
strategies for effective engagement 
meeting or exceeding the requirements for 
consultation of local agencies and 
nongovernmental organization (NGO) 
(Water Code Section 10565[a]) and 
community participation (Water Code Section 10562 [b][4]) in SWRP development and implementation.  
 

2 BENEFITS TO STAKEHOLDERS  
The SWRP will be designed to improve stormwater resource management across Santa Barbara County 
(County) in order to help water infrastructure systems adapt to climate change, provide priorities for 
infrastructure construction, and increase regional water self-reliance. This improved management will 
be accomplished through the identification, benefit quantification, and prioritization of the following 
types of projects within the SWRP study area: green infrastructure, rainwater and stormwater capture 
projects, and stormwater treatment facilities. All projects selected will result in a water supply, water 
quality, flood control, community, and/or environmental benefits to the County and its partner agencies 
(known as Cooperating Entities), therefore benefitting all Stakeholders in the SWRP study area in 
reducing demand on stressed water supply, reducing pollutants of concern in water bodies, and/or 
restoring ecosystems. Stakeholders will be involved during the plan preparation, plan implementation, 
and project completion.  

3 ENGAGEMENT IN TECHNICAL AND POLICY ISSUES 
The Santa Barbara County Water Agency will serve as the Lead Agency for the project and will work with 
the Cooperating Entities (Cities of Buellton, Carpinteria, Goleta, Guadalupe, and Solvang; Carpinteria 
Valley and Montecito Water Districts; and the University of California at Santa Barbara) to provide 
education and participation opportunities to engage the public when considering major technical and 
policy issues related to the development and implementation of the SWRP. A Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC)  comprised of representatives from each of the Cooperating Entities, along with State 
and Regional regulators with technical qualifications, will oversee the development of the SWRP. 
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3.1 Interested Stakeholder Roles and Responsibilities 

Interested Stakeholders provide valuable input into the planning process and inform potential project 
opportunities.  In specific, the roles and responsibilities of the interested Stakeholders are: 

1. Provide input into development of the SWRP 
2. Attend public meetings  
3. Recommend potential locations for project development 
4. Provide local knowledge and input regarding conceptual project designs 
5. Comment on Draft Sections of the SWRP 
6. Provide letters of support for the SWRP and projects 

4 FACILITATING PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
The Santa Barbara County Water Agency will conduct broad public education and engagement for the 
SWRP. Effective public involvement requires establishing trust, developing relationships, and cultivating 
communication channels between all participating parties. Every meeting is an opportunity to increase 
transparency and inclusivity as well as build partnership, and in that spirit, the Stakeholder list is always 
open to new Stakeholders. The Outreach Plan will utilize  a variety of communication systems to 
disseminate information about the SWRP, in part relying on groups that have dedicated memberships 
and similar concerns and issues as those addressed in the SWRP. Public involvement will be sustained 
throughout the development of the SWRP with the intention of forming alliances that further the goals 
and sustainability of the SWRP and projects.  

4.1 Key Assumptions of the Outreach Plan 

Communication and outreach are two pillars upon which a successful, technically competent and 
inclusive Integrated SWRP rest. The SWRP development will be based on the following key assumptions. 

1. The SWRP process is an open and transparent process and engages all entities in the 
dialogue on stormwater resource management throughout the County. 

2. The SWRP must conform to CA State Water Resource Control Board Storm Water Resource 
Plan Guidelines. 

3. The Public and Interested Stakeholders will review and comment at key times in the SWRP 
development and implementation. 

5 ENGAGING COMMUNITIES IN PROJECT DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTATION 
Public meetings are an established and effective mechanism to engage communities in planning efforts 
and projects. The following targeted Stakeholder meetings are designed to engage members of affected 
communities in project design and implementation.  
 

5.1  First Stakeholder Meeting (One in North County and One in South County) 
The first Stakeholder meeting will be held in both the northern and southern portion of the County. 
Representatives from the Cooperating Entities will perform outreach to the Stakeholders within their 
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jurisdictional boundaries prior to the first meeting. The Santa Barbara County Water Agency in 
coordination with Geosyntec will present parcel screening, prioritization, and conceptual projects. 
Stakeholders will be asked for input on proposed project sites, perspectives on benefit priorities, and to 
identify other potential locations for project consideration. Stakeholders will also be consulted to 
incorporate local knowledge of potential implementation conflicts and take Stakeholder specific 
multiple benefit priorities into account when developing and ranking projects. Prior to this meeting, 
draft materials will be posted to the internet and distributed through available e-mail lists to provide 
opportunity for review before the meeting.   

5.1.1  Agenda for the First Stakeholder Meeting  
1. Project overview 
2. Present draft parcel screening and prioritization 
3. Request input on additional potential locations/projects for consideration 

5.2 Second Stakeholder Meeting  
The second Stakeholder meeting will present project descriptions, benefits, and prioritization results 
within each watershed. Prior to this meeting, a draft public SWRP will be posted to the internet and 
distributed through available e-mail lists to provide opportunity for review before the meeting. The 
stakeholders present during this meeting will provide comments and feedback, which may include 
restructuring the weighting of multiple benefits, re-prioritizing projects based on local benefits, and/or 
inclusion of necessary components to encourage implementation feasibility and long-term maintenance. 
The Stakeholders will also be consulted to discuss land ownership and acquisition, operation and 
maintenance responsibilities, and the community education and outreach required for each project. This 
step will help cultivate and develop partnerships required for SWRP implementation and long-term 
maintenance.  

5.2.1  Agenda for Second Stakeholder Meeting  
1. Public draft SWRP 
2. Update on project investigations 

6 STAKEHOLDER IDENTIFICATION AND INCLUSION 
The SWRP will address the areas within the County IRWM area, including: the County of Santa Barbara 
unincorporated communities (21 distinct areas), the Cities of Goleta, Guadalupe, Solvang, Buellton, and 
Carpinteria, the Carpinteria Valley and Montecito Water Districts, and the University of California at 
Santa Barbara. This SWRP boundary includes a wide variety of potential Stakeholders. A list of engaged 
SWRP Stakeholders, identified during the planning grant application is provided below. 

6.1 Key Stakeholders 
Several key Stakeholders have presented an interest in participating in the SWRP process that represent 
a variety of interests including local ratepayers, developers, locally regulated commercial and industrial 
businesses, nongovernmental organizations, nonprofit organizations and the general public. The below 
list of participating Stakeholders serves as an initial list that will be updated with any other groups or 
individuals that present an interest in participating in the SWRP process.  
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6.1.1  Cities 
City of Santa Barbara 
City of Santa Maria 

6.1.2  Sanitary and Water Conservation Districts 
Carpinteria Sanitary District 
Goleta Sanitary District 
Goleta West Sanitary District 
Goleta Water District 
Santa Maria Valley Water Conservation District 
Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District 
Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, ID 1 

6.1.3  Community Service Districts 
Casmalia Community Services District 
Cuyama Community Services District 
Vandenberg Village Community Services District 

6.1.4  Joint Powers Agencies 
Cachuma Operations and Maintenance Board  
Cachuma Conservation Release Board 
Central Coast Water Authority 

6.1.5  Special Districts 
Cachuma Resource Conservation District 

6.1.6  Native Americans 
Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians 

6.1.7  Non-Governmental Organizations 
* nonprofit organizations working on stormwater and dry weather resource planning or management 
in the watershed 

Heal the Ocean* 
Santa Barbara Channelkeepers* 
Santa Barbara County Action Network 
Santa Rita Hills Wine Growers Alliance 
La Purisima Audubon Society 
Guadalupe-Nipomo Dunes Center 
University of California Santa Barbara Sedgwick Reserve 
Arguello Group, Los Padres Sierra Club 
American Institute of Architects (AIA), Santa Barbara 

6.1.8  General Public 
Marell Brooks 
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Monte Cole 

6.1.9  Other Stakeholders 
United States Forrest Service, Los Padres National Forest 

7 DISADVANTAGED AND CLIMATE VULNERABLE COMMUNITIES 
Santa Barbara County includes nine disadvantaged communities (DAC) - the communities of New 
Cuyama, Cuyama, Casmalia, Sisquoc, Isla Vista and Garey, and the cities of Guadalupe, Lompoc and 
portions of Santa Maria, all of which are located in north County, except the City of Lompoc which is 
located in mid-County and the community of Isla Vista which is located in south County. DACs were 
identified by reviewing median household income (MHI) data from the US Census ACS 2011-2015 data 
for all zip codes within Santa Barbara County and identifying those that were 80 percent or less of the 
statewide MHI of $61,818 (80 percent of which equals $49,454). Severely Disadvantaged Communities 
(SDACs) are defined as those with a MHI of less than 60 percent of the statewide MHI or $37,091. 
Additionally, local knowledge was used to identify underserved communities that are not captured in 
Census data. The community of Garey is a Census Designated Place (CDP), however, the Census reports 
MHI data as not available, perhaps due to the very small number of households in this CDP, instead local 
knowledge and visual survey indicates that this is DAC. MHIs for all DACs within unincorporated Santa 
Barbara County and the boundaries of Cooperating entities  are as follows: Guadalupe, $43,710; 
Casmalia, $46,394; New Cuyama, $40,125, Cuyama, $27,159; Isla Vista, $20,550; Sisquoc, $44,500; and 
Garey, (no Census median household income data available). In comparison, the MHI for all Santa 
Barbara County zip codes is $63,985. Currently available information1 indicates that there are no climate 
vulnerable communities within Santa Barbara County. However, if Stakeholders demonstrate that they 
live in a climate vulnerable community, then special attention will be made regarding the inclusion of 
their area in the SWRP. 

7.1 Runoff-Related Environmental Injustice Issues 
The first step in effective outreach is to identify DACs that have an interest and stake in the planning 
outcome. This is accomplished by developing and maintaining a comprehensive listing of disadvantaged 
community representatives, and as applicable, community organizations, environmental stewardships 
organizations, and advocacy groups as part of the overall project stakeholder list. The Santa Barbara 
County Water Agency will build on the existing list of environmental and community stakeholders and 
identify additional stakeholders for inclusion on the list. With participation from DAC community 
representatives at the public workshops, there will be opportunities to identify and address specific 
runoff-related environmental injustice issues. 

8 SCHEDULE FOR INITIAL PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT AND EDUCATION 
Ongoing communication with the public will be conducted through emails and publicly posted meeting 
announcements and draft deliverables on the County website. Below is a summary of key milestones for 
public engagement and education in the initial SWRP development phase of the project. 

                                                            
1 Based on sea-level rise predictions from Climate Central (https://riskfinder.climatecentral.org/)  

https://riskfinder.climatecentral.org/
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9 HOW TO GET INVOLVED 
Outreach and stakeholder identification will be conducted through focused phone calls, emails, and 
public notices. Public notice will be provided via fliers, posters, newspapers and newsletters, social 
media, and/or websites. All outreach will be documented with sign-in sheets, meeting photographs, 
website and flyer examples, and meeting notes.  

Individuals interested in participating in the SWRP process should contact John Karamitsos.  Mr. 
Karamitsos can be reached via:  

email: johnk@cosbpw.net 

address: 620 W. Foster Road, Santa Maria, CA  93455 

telephone: (805) 739-8761

All comments shall be submitted�to John Karamitsos according to the schedule above. 

SCHEDULE FOR INITIAL PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT AND EDUCATION

NORTH COUNTY 
STAKEHOLDER 

MEETING

SOUTH COUNTY 
STAKEHOLDER 

MEETING

DRAFT SRP FOR 
PUBLIC COMMENT

PUBLIC OUTREACH 
MEETING

PUBLIC COMMENT 
PERIOD ENDS

FINAL SRP

Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul

2017 2018 

mailto:johnk@cosbpw.net
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SECTION 1. ANNOTATED LIST OF EXISTING REPORTS 

Table D-1 contains a description of each report and identifies specific relevant information and 
data sets. 
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Table D-1. Existing Reports 

Name of Report or Dataset Description 
 

Surface Water/Hydrology Groundwater/Geology Agency Details Other 

Pr
ec

ip
ita

tio
n 

an
d 

 
Ev

ap
ot

ra
ns

pi
ra

tio
n 

W
at

er
sh

ed
/D

ra
in

ag
e 

Sy
st

em
s 

St
or

m
w

at
er

 C
ap

tu
re

 F
ac

ili
tie

s 
Fl

ow
 R

ec
or

ds
 

Su
rf

ac
e 

W
at

er
 Q

ua
lit

y 
W

at
er

 Q
ua

lit
y 

Li
m

its
/D

es
ig

na
tio

ns
 

O
th

er
 S

ur
fa

ce
 H

yd
ro

lo
gy

 
G

ro
un

dw
at

er
 L

ev
el

 
G

ro
un

dw
at

er
 Q

ua
lit

y 
G

ro
un

dw
at

er
 B

as
in

s 
W

el
ls

 
W

at
er

 Q
ua

lit
y 

Li
m

its
/D

es
ig

na
tio

ns
 

O
th

er
 G

ro
un

dw
at

er
/A

qu
ife

r 
C

ha
ra

ct
er

is
tic

s 
H

yd
ra

ul
ic

 C
on

du
ct

iv
ity

,  
 

Sp
ec

ifi
c 

 Y
ie

ld
, I

nf
ilt

ra
tio

n,
 e

tc
. 

Su
rf

ac
e 

Sl
op

e 
Su

rf
ac

e 
El

ev
at

io
n 

So
il 

Ty
pe

s/
G

eo
lo

gy
 

Im
pe

rv
io

us
ne

ss
 

O
th

er
 L

an
d/

So
il 

C
ha

ra
ct

er
is

tic
s 

Po
pu

la
tio

n 
Ju

ris
di

ct
io

ns
 

Pa
rc

el
 D

at
a 

La
nd

 U
se

 
W

at
er

 In
fr

as
tru

ct
ur

e 
O

rd
in

an
ce

/R
eg

ul
at

io
n 

Pr
op

os
ed

 B
M

Ps
 

W
at

er
 S

up
pl

y 
Fl

oo
d 

M
an

ag
em

en
t 

En
vi

ro
nm

en
ta

l 
C

om
m

un
ity

 

Santa Barbara County 
Groundwater Report, 2011 & 
2014 Water Districts in Santa Barbara County have prepared Groundwater Management Plans and Annual Reports 

to address groundwater management and basin management objectives. The plans recommend various future 
strategies such as monitoring of groundwater elevations and quality (and additional monitoring locations), 
determining groundwater levels for a drought buffer, establishing temporary surplus, creating a groundwater 
pumping plan (including a plan for droughts), confirming established hydrogeology, shifting pumping 
locations, utilizing recycled water, modeling groundwater, properly abandoning wells, monitoring recharge 
areas, controlling saline water intrusion, implementing a sanitary seal retrofit program, and tracking 
contamination threats. These plans do not involve stormwater management directly. The Annual Reports 
summarize the findings and recommendations from the implementation of the plans. Reports include a 
general discussion of basin characteristics and current statuses, updated water level data and hydrographs for 
selected wells, and developments in supplemental supplies and basin management plans.  

              X   X X   X                           X       

Carpinteria Groundwater Basin 
Hydrogeologic Update, 2011 X             X     X   X X                                 

Goleta Groundwater Management 
Plan, 2010               X X X             X               X           

Santa Ynez Buellton 
Groundwater Management Plan, 
2005 

                  X                             X           

Montecito Groundwater 
Management Plan, 1998                   X             X               X           

Carpinteria Groundwater 
Management Plan, 1996                   X                             X           

City of Buellton Stormwater 
Management Plan, 2010 These MS4 Stormwater Plans were developed in response to the requirements of the NPDES General Permit. 

They outline Best Management Practices (BMPs) for public education and outreach, public participation and 
involvement, illicit discharge detection and elimination, construction site and post-construction runoff 
control, good housekeeping, and stormwater monitoring and reporting requirements. Watersheds, surface 
water, and stormwater control features are mapped and discussed. Some include geological or land use 
information as well. 

  X                               X         X X             

City of Goleta Stormwater 
Management Plan, 2009   X                                         X               

City of Solvang Stormwater 
Management Plan, 2009                                             X X             

City of Carpinteria Stormwater 
Management Plan, 2008   X X                           X             X             

Central Coast Basin Plan, 2016 The Basin Plan identifies beneficial uses for surface waters and groundwater basins, identifies associated 
water quality objectives for these users and waterbodies, and includes amendments such as TMDLs.            X       X   X                         X           

DRAFT Gaviota Watershed Plan 
Update 2.3, 2016 

This report provides a comprehensive plan for restoring the watershed. It includes an overview of the current 
land use, physical and biological conditions within the watershed, proposed restoration activities, steelhead 
recovery goals, and other next steps.  

X     X                                                     

Goleta Slough Area Sea Level 
Rise and Management Plan, 2015 

The 2015 Plan updates the first Goleta Slough Ecosystem Management Plan. The purpose of the original plan 
was to provide a comprehensive framework for ecosystem management and impact mitigation within the 
Goleta Slough Ecosystem. The updated plan re-evaluates the study area based on projected sea level rise, 
assesses vulnerability and risk to both environmental and human resources, and recommends policies and 
potential adaptation strategies. The recommended adaptation strategies integrate the interests of multiple 
stakeholders and provide long-term planning guidance to the City, County, and others to inform decisions 
and recommendations, e.g., those that might come out of the Santa Barbara Airport Master Plan that may be 
incorporated into the City’s Local Coastal Program. 

        X                                           X X X X 
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Montecito Groundwater Basin 
Recharge Feasibility Study, 2015 

This report summarizes aquifer characteristics relevant for recharge, such as specific yield, pumping tests, 
conductivity, and locations. Regulations for groundwater recharge and potential travel distances based on 
retention times are discussed. 

              X   X       X     X                           

Santa Barbara County Long Term 
Supplemental Water Supply 
Alternatives Report, 2015 

Discusses various options to increase water supply for Santa Barbara county. Provides estimated volumes,  
unit costs and general locations.   X         X     X     X                   X X     X       

Orcutt Creek TMDL Wasteload 
Allocation Attainment Plan, 2015 

The TMDL Wasteload Allocation Attainment Plan (WAAP) for the Orcutt Creek watershed was developed 
to identify strategies to comply with TMDL waste load allocations (WLAs). The Plan identified best 
management practices (BMPs) such as advanced bacteria source identification, enhanced pet waste pickup, 
and residential fertilizer management to aid in complying with bacteria, nutrient, and pesticide TMDL 
requirements. A water conservation BMP is also proposed to reduce dry weather nuisance flows. The WAAP 
focuses on strategies to improve water quality of stormwater runoff to receiving waters.  

  X     X                                   X     X X     X 

Goleta Valley Watersheds Stream 
Team Data Reports, 2014 

This report is based on a comparison of data collected during the 2014 Water Year (October 1, 2013—
September 30, 2014) to applicable water quality standards. Stream Team engages volunteers in conducting 
monthly water quality sampling at 23 sites throughout the Goleta Valley. 

        X                                                   

Integrated Regional Water 
Management Plan (IRWMP), 
2013 

The Santa Barbara County IRWM plan identifies projects that meet objectives of various agencies while 
addressing regional water supply related challenges. The resource management strategy (RMS) identified 
actions to aid in water supply issues, including: reducing water demand, improving operation and efficiency 
of water supply storage/distribution systems, increasing water supply (through groundwater storage, 
desalination, precipitation enhancement, recycled municipal water, matching water quality needs to use, and 
surface storage), improving water quality (in drinking water treatment/distribution, groundwater aquifer 
treatment, pollution prevention, salt management, and urban runoff management), practicing resources 
stewardship (through economic incentives, land use planning, protection of recharge areas, and promoting 
water-dependent recreation), improving flood management, etc. The RMS identified pollution prevention 
and urban runoff management as regional strategies, which includes coordination with the State and Central 
Coast Water Quality Control Boards (SWRCB and CCRWQCB) to comply with TMDLs, NPDES and WDR 
Permits, monitoring programs, and non-point source management programs.  

    X   X         X                   X X   X X   X X X X X 

Water Sources and Distribution in 
Santa Barbara County, 2012 

Map of water sources and distribution system within Santa Barbara County. Includes water district service 
areas and groundwater basins.                   X                     X     X             

Groundwater-Quality Data in the 
Santa Barbara Study Unit: Results 
from the California GAMA 
Program, 2011 

This report summarizes groundwater resources in the Santa Barbara area. Sampling results and construction 
details are provided for a set of wells included in the GAMA Program.   X             X X X           X                           
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Rincon Watershed Plan, 2007 

A total of 24 projects were developed to address many of the key issues identified by the Rincon Creek 
Watershed Council. The key issue areas addressed by the projects are ones for which pre-existing data are 
available or field data were collected in the formation of this watershed plan. The projects were prioritized 
based on the estimated level of technical impact and feasibility factors, including cost, time to complete, and 
landowner interest. Six projects were given the highest priority after feasibility was taken into account: 1) 
Implementation of best management practices on agricultural lands, 2) Giant reed eradication, 3) Biotechnical 
stabilization of medium eroded or unstable banks, 4) Restoration of riparian habitat, 5) Toe stabilization of 
large erosional features, and 6) Creation of floodplain inset benches. The watershed plan describes the next 
steps in implementing these six projects and identifies potential landowner incentives and funding sources 
for project implementation. 

        X                                               X   

South Coast Watershed Task 
Force Inventory, 2007 

A regional approach to watershed planning was developed by bringing together south coast agencies to assess 
what is taking place within the watersheds, including compiling an inventory of watershed planning efforts 
along the south coast. 

        X                                         X         

Carpinteria Creek Watershed 
Plan, 2005 

The plan covers the area within the Carpinteria Creek watershed as well as the creek corridor. The watershed 
assessment and management plan is comprehensive, and includes water quality, in-stream flows, fish and 
other wildlife habitat. Existing data, studies and plans were utilized in the plan to the extent possible, 
depending on availability, reliability and completeness. While groundwater quality and usage have an impact 
on the water supply in the basin, the focus of this plan is surface water quality, supply and flow as it relates 
to steelhead and wildlife habitat as well as impacts to human health.  

X X   X X X X               X   X   X       X X   X X   X X 

San Jose Creek Watershed Plan, 
2003 

The plan covers water quality, in-stream flows, fish and other wildlife habitat. Land use, geology, flood 
control are also discussed.   X   X X     X               X X                 X   X     

Santa Barbara County Sanitary 
Survey, 2003 

Includes the locations of septic systems throughout Santa Barbara County. Types of treatment (advanced, 
drywell, leachline, etc) are provided where possible.                    X             X         X X   X           

Santa Barbara County Urban 
Runoff Treatment Control 
Project, 2001 

Based on stakeholder knowledge, expertise, and community input, a list of initial candidate project sites was 
developed. Local monitoring data was used to identify where stormwater discharges may exceed water 
quality standards in these basins and select constituents of concern. A database was developed to store notes, 
photographs, and other information from the site investigations. Some evaluation tools were also developed 
to assist in comparing the design constraints of various treatment options against site conditions and water 
quality objectives during later phases of the project. To optimize the effectiveness of the potential Project, it 
was important to prioritize the sites being considered as well as the types of facilities recommended relative 
to resource and design constraints and the water quality objectives. In addition to optimizing benefits to water 
quality, other objectives included demonstrating and assessing a variety of retrofit approaches as well as 
providing natural resource enhancements. 

        X                                               X   
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Ground-water Hydrology and 
Quality in the Lompoc Area, 
Santa Barbara County, 1988 

These reports provide an in depth look at groundwater and surface water flow, quality, and availability. 
Detailed records of geology, water quality, and meteorological conditions are included.  

        X     X X X X           X           X               

Geology and Ground-Water 
Resources of the South-Coast 
Basins of Santa Barbara County, 
1951 

X X   X X     X X   X           X                           

Geology and Water Resources of 
the Santa Ynez River Basin, Santa 
Barbara County, 1951 

X X   X       X   X     X       X                           
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SECTION 1. TMDL AND 303(D) LISTED WATER BODIES 

Table F-1 shows the waterbodies within the SWRP planning area that are identified as impaired 
on the 2014/2016 California Clean Water Act Section 303(d). The TMDL effective date and year 
of expected TMDL completion is also included, as applicable. These listings can also be viewed 
in a map format at 
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/tmdl/integrated2014_2016.shtml 

Table F-1. TMDLs and 303(d) Listed Water Bodies in Santa Barbara County 

Watershed Water Body Pollutant 
Expected 
TMDL 

Completiona 

TMDL 
Effective Date 

San Antonio 

Casmalia Canyon Creek Sedimentation/Siltation 2027 not completed 

San Antonio Creek (San 
Antonio Watershed, 
Rancho del las Flores 
Bridge at Hwy 135 to 
downstream at Railroad 
Bridge) 

Boron 2027 not completed 
Chloride 2027 not completed 
Chlorpyrifos - 6/4/2012 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Low Dissolved Oxygen 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Nitrate - 11/19/15c  

Shuman Canyon Creek Sedimentation/Siltation 2027 not completed 

Santa 
Barbara 
Coastal 

Arroyo Burro Creek  
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Oxygen, Dissolved 2027 not completed 

Arroyo Paredon    

Boron 2027 not completed 
Chloride 2027 not completed 
Diazinon - 6/13/2013 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Nitrate - 2/13/2014 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Unknown Toxicity - 6/13/2013 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 

Atascadero Creek (Santa 
Barbara county)     

Chloride 2027 not completed 
Enterococcus 2027 not completed 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Low Dissolved Oxygen 2027 not completed 
pH 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Temperature, water 2023 not completed 
Nitrate 2023 not completed 
Toxicity 2023 not completed 
Benthic Community Effects 2027 not completed 

Bell Creek (Santa Barbara 
Co)  

Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Nitrate - 8/20/2013 

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/tmdl/integrated2014_2016.shtml
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Watershed Water Body Pollutant 
Expected 
TMDL 

Completiona 

TMDL 
Effective Date 

Unknown Toxicity 2023 not completed 

Canada De La Gaviota   

Boron 2027 not completed 
Chloride 2027 not completed 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 

Canada Del Refugio  
Chloride 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 

Canada Del Capitan Toxicity 2027 not completed 

Carpinteria Creek (below 
Gobernador Creek) 

Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Low Dissolved Oxygen 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Toxicity 2027 not completed 
Chloride 2027 not completed 
Nitrate 2023 not completed 

Carpinteria Marsh (El 
Estero Marsh)   

Nutrients 2018 not completed 
Organic Enrichment/ Low Dissolved 
Oxygen 2018 not completed 

Priority Organics 2027 not completed 

Cieneguitas Creek   

Enterococcus 2027 not completed 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Low Dissolved Oxygen 2027 not completed 
Temperature, water 2023 not completed 

Devereux Creek  
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Low Dissolved Oxygen 2027 not completed 

Dos Pueblos Canyon 
Creek Sodium 2027 not completed 

Franklin Creek (Santa 
Barbara County)   

Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Nitrate 2018 not completedb 

pH 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Toxicity 2023 not completed 

Glenn Annie Canyon 

Enterococcus 2027 not completed 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Nitrate - 7/31/2014 
Unknown Toxicity 2023 not completed 

Goleta Slough/Estuary 
Priority Organics 2027 not completed 
Indicator Bacteria 2027 not completed 

Jalama Creek  
Chloride - 9/4/2013 
Sodium - 9/4/2013 

Carneros Creek (Santa 
Barbara County) 

Specific Conductivity 2021 not completed 
Enterococcus 2027 not completed 
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Watershed Water Body Pollutant 
Expected 
TMDL 

Completiona 

TMDL 
Effective Date 

Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Nitrate - 7/31/2014 
pH 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 

Maria Ygnacio Creek   

Enterococcus 2027 not completed 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
pH 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 

Mission Creek (Santa 
Barbara County)  

Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Low Dissolved Oxygen 2027 not completed 
Unknown Toxicity 2023 not completed 

Pacific Ocean at Arroyo 
Burro Beach (Santa 
Barbara County) 

Enterococcus 2027 not completed 

Total Coliform 2027 not completed 
Pacific Ocean at 
Carpinteria State Beach 
(Carpinteria Creek mouth, 
Santa Barbara County) 

Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 

Pacific Ocean at East 
Beach (mouth of Mission 
Creek, Santa Barbara 
County) 

Enterococcus 2027 not completed 

Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Total Coliform 2027 not completed 

Pacific Ocean at Goleta 
Beach (Santa Barbara 
County) 

Total Coliform 2027 not completed 

Pacific Ocean at 
Hammonds Beach (Santa 
Barbara County) 

Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 

Total Coliform 2027 not completed 
Pacific Ocean at Hope 
Ranch Beach (Santa 
Barbara County)  

Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 

Total Coliform 2027 not completed 
Pacific Ocean at Jalama 
Beach (Santa Barbara 
County) 

   
Fecal Coliform 2017 not completed 
Total Coliform 2027 not completed 

Pacific Ocean at 
Leadbetter Beach (Santa 
Barbara County) 

Enterococcus 2027 not completed 

Total Coliform 2027 not completed 

Total Coliform 2027 not completed 

Rincon Creek    

Boron 2027 not completed 
Chloride 2027 not completed 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
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Watershed Water Body Pollutant 
Expected 
TMDL 

Completiona 

TMDL 
Effective Date 

Sodium 2027 not completed 
Unknown Toxicity 2023 not completed 
Oxygen, Dissolved 2027 not completed 
Nitrate 2023 not completed 

Romero Creek pH 2027 not completed 

San Jose Creek (Santa 
Barbara County)   

Chloride 2027 not completed 
Electrical Conductivity 2027 not completed 
Enterococcus 2027 not completed 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
pH 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Temperature, water 2023 not completed 

San Miguelito Creek   

Chloride 2027 not completed 
pH 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Temperature, water 2023 not completed 
Oxygen, Dissolved 2023 not completed 
Nitrate 2023 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Toxicity 2023 not completed 

San Pedro Creek (Santa 
Barbara County)   

Enterococcus 2027 not completed 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
pH 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Temperature, water 2023 not completed 

Santa Monica Creek  
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
pH 2027 not completed 

Sycamore Creek   

Chloride 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
pH 2027 not completed 
Oxygen, Dissolved 2027 not completed 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 

Tecolote Creek (Santa 
Barbara County) 

Chloride 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 

Tecolotito Creek 

Chloride 2027 not completed 
Enterococcus 2027 not completed 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Nitrate - 7/31/2014 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
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Watershed Water Body Pollutant 
Expected 
TMDL 

Completiona 

TMDL 
Effective Date 

Toro Canyon Creek Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 

Santa Maria 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Alamo Creek 
Fecal Coliform - 2/21/2013 
Toxicity 2023 not completed 

Cuyama River (above 
Twitchell Reservior)   

Boron 2027 not completed 
Chloride 2027 not completed 
Electrical Conductivity 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform - 2/21/2014 
pH 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 

Bradley Canyon Creek   

Ammonia (Unionized) - 5/22/2014 
Chlorpyrifos - 10/29/2014 
Fecal Coliform - 2/21/2013 
Low Dissolved Oxygen - 5/22/2014 
Nitrate - 5/22/2014 
pH 2027 not completed 
Temperature, water 2023 not completed 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 
Unknown Toxicity - 10/29/2014 

Greene Valley Creek 
(Santa Barbara County)   

Ammonia (Unionized) - 5/22/2014 
Chlorpyrifos - 10/29/2014 
Low Dissolved Oxygen - 5/22/2014 
Malathion - 10/29/2014 
Nitrate - 5/22/2014 
Temperature, water 2023 not completed 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 
Unknown Toxicity - 10/29/2014 

La Brea Creek Fecal Coliform - 2/21/2013 

Little Oso Flaco Creek  

Fecal Coliform - 2/21/2013 
Nitrate - 5/22/2014 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 
Unknown Toxicity - 10/29/2014 

Los Berros Creek   
Chloride 2027 not completed 
Nitrate - 5/22/2014 
Sodium 2027 not completed 

Main Street Canal  

Ammonia (Unionized) - 5/22/2014 
Chlorpyrifos - 10/29/2014 
Diazinon - 10/29/2014 
Fecal Coliform - 2/21/2013 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) - 2/21/2013 
Malathion - 10/29/2014 
Nitrate - 5/22/2014 
Oxygen, dissolved - 5/22/2014 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 
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Watershed Water Body Pollutant 
Expected 
TMDL 

Completiona 

TMDL 
Effective Date 

Temperature, water 2023 not completed 
Unknown Toxicity 2013 10/29/2014 

North Main Street 
Channel Nitrate - 5/22/2014 

Orcutt Creek  

Ammonia (Unionized) - 5/22/2014 
Boron 2027 not completed 
Carbaryl Unknown 10/29/2014 
Chloride 2027 not completed 
Chlorpyrifos - 10/29/2014 
Cyfluthrin - 10/29/2014 
Cyhalothrin, Lambda - 10/29/2014 
DDD 
(Dichlorodiphenyldichloroethane) - 10/29/2014 

DDE 
(Dichlorodiphenyldichloroethylene) - 10/29/2014 

DDT 
(Dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane) - 10/29/2014 

Diazinon - 10/29/2014 
Dieldrin - 10/29/2014 
Electrical Conductivity 2027 not completed 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) - 2/21/2013 
Fecal Coliform - 2/21/2013 
Malathion - 10/29/2014 
Nitrate - 5/22/2014 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Temperature, water 2023 not completed 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 
Unknown Toxicity - 10/29/2014 

Oso Flaco Creek   

Ammonia (Unionized) - 5/22/2014 
Chloride 2027 not completed 
Chlorpyrifos - 10/29/2014 
Fecal Coliform - 2/21/2013 
Malathion - 10/29/2014 
Nitrate - 5/22/2014 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 
Unknown Toxicity - 10/29/2014 

Oso Flaco Lake 

Chlorophyll-a 2023 not completed 
DDT 
(Dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane) - 10/29/2014 

Dieldrin - 10/29/2014 
Endrin - 10/29/2014 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) - 2/21/2013 
Mercury 2027 not completed 
Nitrate - 5/22/2014 
Fecal Coliform - 2/21/2013 
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Watershed Water Body Pollutant 
Expected 
TMDL 

Completiona 

TMDL 
Effective Date 

Oxygen, Dissolved 2027 not completed 
Toxicity - 10/29/2014 

Santa Maria River   

Chloride 2027 not completedb 

Chlorpyrifos - 10/29/2014 
Cypermethrin - 10/29/2014 
DDD 
(Dichlorodiphenyldichloroethane) - 10/29/2014 

DDE 
(Dichlorodiphenyldichloroethylene) - 10/29/2014 

DDT 
(Dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane) - 10/29/2014 

Diazinon - 10/29/2014 
Dieldrin - 10/29/2014 
Endrin - 10/29/2014 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) - 2/21/2013 
Fecal Coliform - 2/21/2013 
Malathion - 10/29/2014 
Nitrate - 5/22/2014 
Sodium 2027 not completedb 

Toxaphene - 10/29/2014 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 
Unknown Toxicity - 10/29/2014 

Santa Maria River 
Estuary  

Chlorpyrifos - 10/29/2014 
Diazinon - 10/29/2014 
DDD 
(Dichlorodiphenyldichloroethane) - 10/29/2014 

DDE 
(Dichlorodiphenyldichloroethylene) - 10/29/2014 

Escherichia coli (E. coli) - 2/21/2013 
Fecal Coliform - 2/21/2013 
Malathion - 10/29/2014 
Oxygen, Dissolved - 5/22/2014 
pH 2027 not completed 
Total Coliform - 2/21/2013 
Toxicity - 10/29/2014 

Unnamed tributary to 
Orcutt Creek 

Ammonia - 5/22/2014 
Chlorpyrifos - 10/29/2014 
Diazinon - 10/29/2014 
Nitrate - 5/22/2014 
Toxicity - 10/29/2014 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 

Sisquoc River pH 2027 not completed 

Santa Ynez 

Cachuma, Lake Mercury 2018 not completed 
Pacific Ocean at Ocean 
Beach (Santa Barbara 
County) 

Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 

Total Coliform 2027 not completed 
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Watershed Water Body Pollutant 
Expected 
TMDL 

Completiona 

TMDL 
Effective Date 

Santa Ynez River (above 
Lake Cachuma)  

Temperature, water 2023 not completed 
Toxicity 2023 not completed 

Santa Ynez River (below 
city of Lompoc to Ocean) 

Chloride 2027 not completed 
Escherichia coli (E. coli) 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Low Dissolved Oxygen 2018 not completed 
Nitrate 2018 not completedb 

pH 2027 not completed 
Sedimentation/Siltation 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Temperature, water 2023 not completed 
Total Dissolved Solids 2027 not completed 
Toxicity 2023 not completed 

Santa Ynez River 
(Cachuma Lake to below 
city of Lompoc) 

Sedimentation/Siltation 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Temperature, water 2023 not completed 
Total Dissolved Solids 2027 not completed 
Toxicity 2023 not completed 

Salsipuedes Creek (Santa 
Barbara County) 

Chloride 2027 not completed 
Sodium 2027 not completed 
Fecal Coliform 2027 not completed 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 

Sloans Canyon Creek 
Ammonia 2023 not completed 
pH 2027 not completed 
Turbidity 2023 not completed 

aPollutants and expected TMDL completion dates from 2012 Integrated Report 
b TMDLs currently in development (2017-2018) 
c Date approved by the Central Coast Water Board (still pending USEPA approval). 
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SECTION 1. INTRODUCTION 

As part of the Santa Barbara Countywide Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan (SWRP), parcels 
within the SWRP Planning Area1 are evaluated for structural stormwater BMP implementation 
opportunities. Structural BMPs considered for SWRP project implementation include infiltration-
based BMPs, dry wells, direct use storage tanks, and treatment BMPs. This document describes 
the methods used to identify and rank those parcels within the County most suitable for SWRP 
project implementation.   

Identification of parcels most suitable for project implementation is a two-step process involving: 
1) project identification, and 2) project ranking. For the first step, parcels within the SWRP 
Planning Area are screened in Geographic Information Systems (GIS) to identify parcels, or 
portions thereof, which meet land use requirements and are free of geographic constraints limiting 
implementation (outlined in Figure G-1). After these potential project implementation areas (called 
SWRP projects) are identified, they are compared to one another and ranked to highlight those 
projects that are most feasibly implemented and have the greatest potential benefits. Details related 
to the project identification and project ranking processes are discussed in Sections 2 and 3 
respectively.  

                                                 

1 Figure 1 of the SWRP identifies the SWRP Planning area 
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Figure G-1. Example Project Identification for Infiltration-based BMPs 
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SECTION 2. PROJECT IDENTIFICATION 

For the first step, parcels throughout the entire SWRP Planning Area were evaluated in the GIS 
environment to identify potential project implementation areas.  To do this, the County parcels 
shapefile was overlain first by a land use shapefile, to screen out those parcels with land uses not 
conducive to large-scale structural BMP implementation (e.g., residential, commercial). Then, 
remaining parcels were overlain by various shapefiles representative of 
geophysical/environmental constraints, such as slope and environmentally sensitive areas, to 
screen out parcels or portions thereof where BMP implementation is not feasible (e.g. areas of high 
slope).  Those portions of parcels which did not meet land use requirements or were overlain by 
geographic constraints precluding implementation were then removed from consideration, leaving 
only “useable areas” for further consideration. A SWRP project is defined as any parcel containing 
“usable area” of at least 0.25 acres in size. 

Implementation feasibility evaluations are BMP-specific (Geosyntec Consultants and LWA, 
2011). Projects were therefore subject to four BMP-specific identification processes to evaluate 
the feasibility of implementing each of the four SWRP Project types identified for Santa Barbara 
County (infiltration-based BMPs, dry wells, direct use storage tanks, and treatment BMPs).  The 
criteria metrics are generally the same, but the subset of criteria applied is BMP-specific. The 
general criteria and metrics used to define various constraints are described in Section 2.1 and the 
BMP-specific identification processes (the subset of metrics applied to each SWRP project type) 
are discussed in Section 2.2. 

2.1 Project Identification Criteria 

2.1.1 Land Use 

Potential implementation and use (parcels which might be able to utilize water stored in direct use 
BMPs) parcels were identified based on designated land use.   

Parcels with the following land uses were maintained as potential project implementation areas: 

x Agricultural parcels2 
x Churches3 

                                                 

2 Agricultural parcels were determined using the following land use designations in the 2016 parcel file for the County 
of Santa Barbara, provided by the County of Santa Barbara: dry farms (misc), feed lots, field crops (dry), field crops-
irrigated, flowers, irrigated farms (misc), nurseries/greenhouses, orchards, orchards (irrigated), pasture of grazing 
(dry), pasture-irrigated, tree farms, truck crops-irrigated, vines and bush fruit-irrigated, and vineyards.  
3 Based on the following land use designation(s) in the 2016 parcel file: churches, rectory 
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x Cemeteries4 
x Golf courses 
x Institutional5 
x Public buildings6 
x Recreation7 
x Rights of way8 
x Schools9 
x Utility10 
x Vacant 

Parcels with the following land uses were maintained as potential use areas. Proximity to direct 
use BMP implementation sites is considered later in the identification process (see Section 2.1.2).  

x Camps, cabins 
x Churches 
x Cemeteries 
x Flowers, nurseries, or greenhouses11 
x Golf courses 
x Parks 
x Schools 

2.1.2 Geophysical and Environmental Constraints 

Following the land use analysis, remaining parcels were overlain by the shapefiles representative 
of various geophysical and environmental constraints. As noted above, the metrics used to 
evaluate BMP implementation feasibility are generally the same across SWRP project types, but 
the subset of constraints applied is BMP-specific. Table G-1 shows the entire list of geophysical 
and environmental constraints considered, the metrics used to measure them, and the BMP-
specific SWRP project type to which each constraint applies. The sources for the files used in the 
project identification are shown in Table G-2. 

                                                 

4 Based on the following land use designation(s) in the 2016 parcel file: mortuaries, cemeteries, mausoleums 
5 Based on the following land use designation(s) in the 2016 parcel file: institutional (misc) 
6 Based on the following land use designation(s) in the 2016 parcel file: public buildings, firehouses, museums, post 
offices, etc.  
7 Based on the following land use designation(s) in the 2016 parcel file: parks, recreation, and recreational open (misc) 
8 Based on the following land use designation(s) in the 2016 parcel file: rights of way, sewer, landfills, etc.  
9 Based on the following land use designation(s) in the 2016 parcel file: colleges and schools 
10 Based on the following land use designation(s) in the 2016 parcel file: utility, water company 
11 Based on the following land use designation(s) in the 2016 parcel file: flowers, and nurseries/greenhouses 
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Table G-1. Geophysical and Environmental Constraints Use to Identify Projects 

Geophysical and 
Environmental Constraints Eliminate Areas Infiltration Dry 

Well 
Direct 

Use Treatment 

Steep slopes >10% X X X X 
Environmentally sensitive 
areas 

Areas designated as 
critical habitats X X X X 

Impacts to lakes Within 300 ft X X X X 

Potential flooding Within 100-year 
floodplain boundary X X X X 

Impacts to production wells Within 100 ft X X X  

Mobilization of soil or 
groundwater contamination 

Within 100 ft of a 
contaminated site X X   

Insufficient separation from 
groundwater 

<8 ft to seasonally high 
groundwater X X   

Limited groundwater use Not in a beneficial basin X X   

Soil liquefaction Classified as high severity X    

Limited groundwater recharge 
potential Confined aquifer X    

Parcel already receiving 
recycled water receiving recycled water   X  

Limited usable areas < 0.25 acre X X X X 
Already identified as an 
Infiltration Project All parcels  X X X 

Proximity to storm 
drains/channels or receiving 
waters 

Farther than 500 ft X X X X 

Proximity to a potential use 
parcel  Farther than 500 ft   X  
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Table G-2. GIS File Data Sources 

File Source Date Received 
or Downloaded 

Lakes/reservoirs  USGS National Hydrography Dataset Plus (NHDPlus) 8/14/17 

Water wells  City of Buellton, City of Solvang, and Montecito Water 
District 

August & 
September 2017 

Contaminated soil and 
groundwater (all active 
cleanup sites) 

 GeoTracker Cleanup Sites 
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/ 9/18/17 

Environmentally sensitive 
areas 

Goleta Water District (GWD) and County of Santa 
Barbara County Planning and Development (GIS data 
website)1 

5/11/17 (GWD) 
and 9/14/17 
(County GIS 

website) 

Floodplain (100 year) County of Santa Barbara County Planning and 
Development (GIS data website)1 9/14/2017 

Slope 
Created from a 10m Digital Elevation Model (DEM) from 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) National 
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) 

9/18/2017 

Shallow groundwater County of Santa Barbara County Planning and 
Development (GIS data website)1 9/14/2017 

Groundwater liquefaction County of Santa Barbara County Planning and 
Development (GIS data website)1 9/14/2017 

Groundwater basins Received from the County of Santa Barbara 8/28/2017 

Recharge areas 

Developed based on groundwater basin file and recharge 
area information (provided by the Carpinteria Valley 
Water District [CVWD] and developed based on 
information in the Goleta Groundwater Management 
Plan2) 

8/22/17 
(CVWD) 

Storm drain County of Santa Barbara, City of Buellton, City of Goleta, 
City of Guadalupe, City of Solvang, and UC Santa Barbara 

August & 
September 2017 

Stream USGS National Hydrography Dataset Plus (NHDPlus) 8/14/17 
1. http://sbcountyplanning.org/forms/maps/index.cfm?id=GIS  
2. GSI Water Solutions, Inc., 2016. Groundwater Management Plan. Goleta Groundwater Basin 2016 Update. 
November 2016.  
 

  

https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/
http://sbcountyplanning.org/forms/maps/index.cfm?id=GIS
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2.2 Project Identification Summary 

After the project identification process was executed for all four BMP types, the remaining 
potential implementation parcels were grouped by Cooperating Entity jurisdiction. Some parcels 
were included as potential implementation parcels for multiple Cooperating Entities because there 
is some jurisdictional overlap between the water agency and some City/County areas.  
Additionally, some parcels were identified for multiple BMP types. The number of potential 
SWRP projects remaining after the identification process for each SWRP project type within each 
Cooperating Entity are shown in Table G-3.  

Table G-3. Summary of Project Identification Results 

Cooperating Entity 
Number of Potential Projects Identified 

Infiltration Dry 
Well 

Direct 
Use Treatment Total 

Parcels 
County of Santa Barbara 633 207 145 308 1,293 
City of Buellton 15 0 6 28 49 
City of Carpinteria 17 42 48 90 197 
City of Goleta 53 102 49 158 362 
City of Guadalupe 0 11 10 50 71 
City of Solvang 61 0 23 29 113 
Carpinteria Valley Water District 90 165 114 170 539 
Montecito Water District 114 5 16 23 158 
UC Santa Barbara 0 7 7 18 32 
Total1 927 476 329 699 2,431 
1 Some projects were included as potential projects for multiple Cooperating Entities because there is some 
jurisdictional overlap between the water agency and some City/County areas. 
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SECTION 3. PROJECT RANKING 

Potential projects remaining after the identification process (i.e., SWRP projects) were then ranked 
based on scores resulting from two additional phases of analysis. The first phase involved a GIS 
analysis where projects were assigned scores based on the degree to which various conditions (e.g., 
imperviousness, slope, etc.) make implementation feasible or infeasible. The second phase 
involved an individualized desktop analysis of the project and its drainage area, where projects 
were assigned scores based on both the relative size and impairment of their drainage areas (LPR 
Model CPI, trash priorities) and a general assessment of BMP implementability.  Scores resulting 
from these two phases of analysis were then combined for each potential project and ranked to 
identify those projects most suitable for SWRP implementation. Details related to the two phases 
of project ranking and the process by which scores are combined are discussed in the following 
sections.  

3.1 Phase I: Project Condition Evaluation 

For the Phase I evaluation, the SWRP projects were assigned scores based on the degree to which 
they met certain conditions to facilitate BMP implementation (e.g., imperviousness, slope, 
ownership, soil infiltration rates, flow source, presence of onsite septic system, distance to flow 
source and size of storm drain). For comparison purposes, the range of results for each condition 
were adjusted to numeric scores ranging from 0 to 3. For all conditions, low implementation 
favorability was represented by a score of 0 and high implementation favorability was represented 
by a score of 3. The condition used to evaluate the potential SWRP projects are summarized in 
Table G-4. The conditions evaluated are specific to each SWRP project type, so each SWRP 
project was not evaluated for all conditions shown in Table G-6. The sources for all GIS data files 
used in the Phase I ranking process are shown in Table G-5. 
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Table G-4. Phase I Project Condition Scoring 

Condition of Usable Area 
Classification Definition 

Condition 
Score Classification or Low 

Range (if applicable) 
High Range (if 

applicable) 

Imperviousness (%) 

0% 25% 3 
25% 50% 2 
50% 75% 1 
75% 100% 0 

Slope (%) 

0% 2% 3 
2% 4% 2 
4% 8% 1 
8% 10% 0 

Ownership Public   3 
Private   1 

Onsite Septic System No Septic   3 
Septic   0 

Soil Infiltration (hydrologic soil 
group) 

A   3 
B   2 
C   1 
D   0 

Flow Source MS4   3 
Non-MS4   0 

Distance from Source (ft) 

0 100 3 
100 200 2 
200 350 1 
350 500 0 

Size of Storm Drain (inch) 

42 200 3 
32 42 2 
18 32 1 
0 18 0 
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Table G-5. Data Sources for Phase I Project Condition GIS Files 

File Source Date Received or 
Downloaded 

Imperviousness National Land Cover Database Imperviousness (2011), 
Multi-Resolution Land Characteristics (MRLC) Consortium 9/14/2017 

Slope 
Created from a 10m Digital Elevation Model (DEM) from 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) National 
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) 

9/18/2017 

Project Parcel 
Ownership 

Determined based on the owner listed in the 2016 parcel 
file provided by the County of Santa Barbara 8/28/2017 

Onsite Septic System County of Santa Barbara 8/28/2017 

Soils (hydrologic 
soil groups) 

U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) National 
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey 8/16/2017 

Flow Source, 
distance from source, 
size of storm drain  

Combination of the USGS National Hydrography Dataset 
Plus (NHDPlus) flowline data with the storm drain files 
received from each Cooperating Entity 

NHD: 8/14/2017 
Storm Drains: varies 

 

Scores for each project condition were then weighted based on the importance of each condition 
to implementation of the various SWRP project types. The weights used to adjust scores for each 
parcel for each SWRP project type are shown in Table G-6.  

Table G-6. Phase I Ranking Project Condition Weighting 

Condition of Usable Area 
Project Condition Weighta 

Infiltration Dry Well Direct Use Treatment 

Imperviousness 10% 10% 20% 25% 
Slope 10% 5% 5% 15% 
Parcel Ownership 10% 15% 15% 20% 
Onsite Septic System 10% 10% - - 
Soil Infiltration (hydrologic soil group) 20% - - - 
Flow Source 20% 25% 25% - 
Distance from Source 10% 20% 20% 25% 
Size of Storm Drain 10% 15% 15% 15% 
a. Condition weights left blank were not evaluated for the project type 

 

Weighted scores for each applicable condition were then summed for each potential 
implementation area for each SWRP Project type resulting in the Phase I scores ranging from 0 to 
3, for each SWRP project type, that allow for SWRP projects to be ranked. The Phase I scores for 
every identified SWRP project are included in Attachment G-1 by project type. 
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3.2 Phase II: Drainage Area and General Feasibility Evaluation 

The main objectives of the Phase II evaluation were to assess the relative potential benefits from 
capturing and using (i.e., infiltrating, using as non-potable water supply, or treating and 
discharging) the runoff from the project drainage areas, and to identify any major barriers to BMP 
implementation not already addressed (e.g., major trees, utilities) for the top rank projects (331 
total projects evaluated) from the Phase I evaluation12. 

Relative benefits for stormwater capture and use was assessed by looking at the results of previous 
studies including catchment prioritization scores which provides information regarding the relative 
magnitude of stormwater pollutant loads in the drainage area from the Santa Barbara County-wide 
LPR Model (Geosyntec 2017) as well as the percentage of trash priority land uses within each 
drainage area developed by the Cooperating Entities to comply with the California Trash 
Amendments (SWRCB 2017). General feasibility was assessed through an aerial imagery analysis 
to identify barriers to implementation such as trees, large amounts of impervious surfaces, utilities, 
access and general configuration.  

Similar to the project conditions evaluation, the range of values for each condition were scaled to 
numeric scores ranging from 0 to 3, where scores of 0 reflect lesser implementation 
feasibility/benefit and scores of 3 reflect greater implementation feasibility/benefit. The attributes 
evaluated and associated value scores for the drainage area and general feasibility evaluation are 
shown in Table G-7. Potential projects identified as having a “fatal flaw” (i.e. drainage area less 
than 10 acres; trees covering more than 90% of usable area; structures, utilities, or other permanent 
features covering usable area) were removed from consideration. As with the project conditions 
scores, the drainage area and general feasibility scores were weighted based on importance. 
However, the importance of each attribute did not vary by SWRP project type, therefore a single 
weight is used for each attribute regardless of SWRP project type (Table G-7). Weighted scores 
for each attribute were then summed for each SWRP Project resulting in the Phase II ranking 
scores ranging from 0 to 3 (for each SWRP project type) that allowed SWRP projects to be ranked. 
The scores for all the SWRP projects evaluated in Phase II are included in Attachment G-2 by 
project type. 

                                                 

12 The top 5 to 15 ranked projects of each type and jurisdiction were evaluated in Phase II. The exact number evaluated 
in Phase II depended on how many were deemed infeasible and such that each jurisdiction received several viable 
projects for each SWRP project type. 
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Table G-7. Phase II Project Metric Scoring and Weights 

Metric for Usable Area Category Definition Metric 
Point 

Metric 
Weight 

Approximate Size of Drainage Area and 
% Urban Land Use 

Extra-large (>5,000 acres) 3 

35% 

Large 
(1,000 – 
5,000 acres) 

>50% Urban 3 
10-50% Urban 2 
<10% Urban 1 

Medium 
(50 – 
1,000 acres)  

>75% Urban 3 
25-75% Urban 2 
<25% Urban 1 

Small 
(<50 acres) 
 

>75% Urban 2 
25-75% Urban 1 
<25% Urban 0 

Extra-small (< 10 acres of Urban) Fatal Flaw 

LPR Model Catchment Prioritization 
Score 

5 3 

20% 

4 2 
3 2 
2 1 
1 0 
0 0 

Trash Priority Land Use in Drainage 
Area 

>50% 3 

15% 
25-50% 2 
0-25% 1 

0% 0 

BMP Implementability1 

No issues 3 

30% 
Minor issues 2 
Major issues 1 

Fatal flaw Fatal flaw 
1. Issues examined for BMP implementability include large trees/vegetation in usable area, high amount of 
impervious surface (i.e., parking lots or large structures), presence of powerlines/utilities, difficult or nonexistent 
path for transporting water from the source to the parcel, and configuration of usable area.  

 

3.3 Final SWRP Project Ranks 

To combine scores resulting from the project conditions (Phase I) and drainage area and general 
feasibility (Phase II) evaluations, the scores from the two phases were averaged to determine an 
overall ranking score for each project ranging from 0 to 3. The overall scores for all the SWRP 
projects evaluated in Phase II are included in Attachment G-2 by project type. Additionally, KMZ 
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files were created for spatial viewing in Google Earth for each Phase I and Phase II project 
(example shown in Figure G-2). 

 

Figure G-2. Carpinteria KMZ file
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SECTION 4. CONCLUSION 

The SWRP project identification and ranking process was conducted in conjunction with the 
SWRP Cooperating Entities. Cooperating Entities were consulted for input with respect to 
weighting regimes and were provided results for each phase of the analysis. At completion, 
Cooperating Entities were provided and asked to review detailed results for all potential SWRP 
projects, which included comments relating to BMP implementability (for those subject to the 
drainage area and general feasibility evaluation). 
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ATTACHMENT G-1. 

LISTS OF IDENTIFIED AND PHASE I RANKED PROJECTS BY SWRP PROJECT 
TYPE AND COOPERATING ENTITY 



Imperv-
iousness Slope Ownership

Storm Drain 
Size (if 

applicable)

Distance 
from 

Source
Source Septic 

System Soils
Weighted 
Overall 
Score

Buellton 099-480-075 3 1 3 0 3 3 3 2 2.3
Buellton 137-090-007 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
Buellton 099-300-002 2 2 3 1 2 3 3 1 2.1
Buellton 099-910-021 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 1 2.1
Buellton 137-090-006 3 3 1 3 2 3 3 0 2.1
Buellton 137-500-019 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
Buellton 099-300-004 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 0 1.9
Buellton 099-400-069 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 1 1.9
Buellton 137-090-005 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 0 1.9
Buellton 099-300-029 3 1 1 1 0 3 3 1 1.7
Buellton 099-800-026 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.7
Buellton 137-560-008 1 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.7
Buellton 099-300-030 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.4
Buellton 137-090-024 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 0 1.4
Buellton 137-090-048 3 2 1 0 1 3 0 0 1.3
Carpinteria 001-190-098 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 1 2.5
Carpinteria 001-470-001 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 1 2.3
Carpinteria 001-470-040 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 1 2.3
Carpinteria 001-480-038 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 001-010-022 3 1 1 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 001-080-038 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.2
Carpinteria 001-180-026 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.2
Carpinteria 001-200-025 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 1 2.1
Carpinteria 001-010-020 3 1 1 1 3 3 3 1 2.0
Carpinteria 001-080-008 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 0 1.9
Carpinteria 001-080-039 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1 1.9
Carpinteria 001-010-003 3 1 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.8
Carpinteria 001-080-033 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
Carpinteria 001-080-051 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 2 1.7
Carpinteria 001-200-005 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 2 1.7
Carpinteria 001-460-001 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.6
Carpinteria 001-190-006 3 2 1 0 1 3 0 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 067-060-001 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 2.8
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-004 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2.8
County of Santa Barbara 097-730-021 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
County of Santa Barbara 067-120-017 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 098-001-030 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-067 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 097-770-032 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 007-220-001 3 2 3 0 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 059-140-006 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 067-440-066 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-009 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 097-442-021 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 023-280-007 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 067-130-016 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 2 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 077-480-062 3 1 3 2 3 3 3 2 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 023-271-003 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 007-530-035 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 067-030-032 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 067-312-001 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 1 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 067-480-001 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 103-530-069 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 103-670-008 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 103-670-009 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 059-130-011 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 097-093-001 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 2 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-028 1 3 3 1 3 3 3 2 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-029 1 3 3 1 3 3 3 2 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-041 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 067-450-055 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 1 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 097-710-019 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 1 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-020-050 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 007-350-008 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 2 2.3

Cooperating Entity APN

Ranking Score

Table G-8. Infiltration Identified Projects (Phase I)



Imperv-
iousness Slope Ownership

Storm Drain 
Size (if 

applicable)

Distance 
from 

Source
Source Septic 

System Soils
Weighted 
Overall 
Score

Cooperating Entity APN

Ranking Score

Table G-8. Infiltration Identified Projects (Phase I)

County of Santa Barbara 007-350-038 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 009-360-047 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 009-480-016 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 059-140-029 2 1 3 1 3 3 3 2 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 067-470-001 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-002 2 3 3 2 0 3 3 2 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-016 1 3 1 2 3 3 3 2 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-069 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 097-930-017 3 3 3 1 0 3 3 2 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 098-016-026 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 098-017-001 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 107-040-002 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 111-100-013 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 0 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-060-014 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 009-010-003 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 067-100-027 3 1 3 1 3 3 3 1 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 067-460-048 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 1 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 098-016-025 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 2 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 098-017-002 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 2 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 103-412-003 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 103-500-052 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 107-250-008 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 107-510-021 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 107-800-014 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 107-800-015 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 111-420-021 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-029 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-068 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 097-212-008 3 3 3 1 0 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 009-060-052 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 009-600-020 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 011-140-033 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 059-140-004 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 067-090-022 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 067-090-039 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 067-450-066 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 067-460-047 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 103-375-002 3 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 105-020-053 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 105-330-009 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 105-330-010 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 107-200-012 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 107-650-026 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 107-710-022 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 107-830-043 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 109-210-063 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 111-220-022 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 111-490-040 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 111-570-001 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 129-120-042 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 143-010-010 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-059 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 005-020-051 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 007-010-003 2 2 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 007-170-029 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 007-210-007 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 007-240-027 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 1 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 007-530-009 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 2 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 007-530-036 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 007-540-001 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 1 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 009-010-004 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 1 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 009-332-008 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 2 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 009-332-009 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 2 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-023 3 1 3 0 3 3 3 1 2.1



Imperv-
iousness Slope Ownership

Storm Drain 
Size (if 

applicable)

Distance 
from 

Source
Source Septic 

System Soils
Weighted 
Overall 
Score

Cooperating Entity APN

Ranking Score

Table G-8. Infiltration Identified Projects (Phase I)

County of Santa Barbara 098-016-012 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 2 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 098-016-014 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 2 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 005-240-011 2 1 3 0 3 3 3 1 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 007-120-050 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 007-120-071 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 007-530-007 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 009-203-011 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 023-161-021 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 097-193-029 3 2 3 3 0 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 097-244-001 2 3 3 1 0 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 097-380-014 3 2 3 3 0 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 101-010-004 3 2 1 3 0 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 005-060-028 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 007-090-038 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 007-250-014 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 1 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 009-060-050 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 009-333-011 2 3 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 055-010-018 3 1 1 2 2 3 3 1 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 059-040-011 3 2 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 059-040-013 3 2 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 059-120-003 3 2 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 059-130-015 3 2 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-058 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-062 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 067-090-025 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 067-460-049 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 067-470-002 1 3 1 0 0 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 067-510-040 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 098-016-011 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 098-016-013 3 2 1 1 0 3 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 098-016-015 3 2 1 1 0 3 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 098-016-024 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 098-017-003 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 101-380-001 3 2 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 103-080-005 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 103-080-047 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 103-680-018 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 103-680-026 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 103-740-017 3 2 1 3 2 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 105-071-011 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 105-240-010 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 105-290-032 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-070-019 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-140-011 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-140-013 2 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-240-015 2 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-250-019 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-400-041 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-400-042 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-470-002 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-490-050 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-750-071 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-760-005 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-770-027 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-770-028 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-820-056 2 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-850-040 1 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 107-860-076 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 109-110-003 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 109-182-015 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 109-200-020 2 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 109-220-056 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 111-470-029 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 111-470-062 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
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County of Santa Barbara 111-480-035 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 111-680-014 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 129-010-001 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 129-120-037 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 129-230-021 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 141-201-010 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-075 3 2 1 3 2 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 005-060-026 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 2 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 009-060-051 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 057-020-021 2 2 3 2 1 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 059-040-021 3 1 3 2 1 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-060 3 3 1 2 1 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-061 3 3 1 2 1 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 097-091-001 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 2 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 097-091-002 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 2 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 098-016-023 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 2 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 098-016-031 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 2 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 098-017-016 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 2 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 103-374-006 3 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 105-020-063 3 3 1 2 1 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 105-020-064 3 3 1 2 1 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 105-060-016 3 3 1 2 1 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 143-010-006 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-010-030 2 2 1 0 3 3 3 1 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-030-003 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 1 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-184-002 2 1 3 0 2 3 3 1 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 007-510-008 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 009-080-010 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 009-101-011 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 009-221-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 009-282-029 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 011-100-048 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 011-110-012 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 011-200-033 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 023-121-027 2 1 1 1 3 3 3 1 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 055-211-014 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 055-221-003 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 057-090-029 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 057-340-016 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 059-020-062 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 059-030-043 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 059-030-044 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 059-130-014 3 1 1 2 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 059-140-023 3 1 3 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-057 3 2 1 2 2 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 059-460-024 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 059-460-025 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 061-400-008 3 3 1 3 0 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 067-030-037 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 1 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 067-230-010 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 067-490-014 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-420-004 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-780-010 3 2 1 3 1 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 098-003-022 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 101-400-001 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 103-181-009 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 103-200-067 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 103-341-018 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 103-341-019 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 103-374-014 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 103-660-034 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 103-790-046 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 105-020-043 2 3 1 2 2 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 105-020-059 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
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County of Santa Barbara 105-020-062 3 2 1 2 2 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 105-020-065 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 105-270-038 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 105-320-029 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-200-013 1 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-250-014 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-250-015 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-250-017 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-250-022 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-400-043 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-470-003 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-550-045 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-660-015 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-750-072 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-770-026 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-780-065 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 107-850-039 2 2 1 2 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 111-220-002 2 3 3 1 1 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 111-240-020 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 129-230-020 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 143-350-032 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-050-063 3 3 1 3 0 3 2 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 007-090-039 3 3 1 3 0 3 2 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 007-120-091 3 3 1 3 0 3 2 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 007-120-092 3 3 1 3 0 3 2 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 049-040-024 3 3 3 1 0 3 2 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 097-242-014 2 3 3 0 0 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 097-380-038 3 2 3 0 0 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 101-020-045 3 1 1 3 0 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-185-004 2 2 3 0 0 3 3 1 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-204-037 2 2 3 0 0 3 3 1 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-690-023 2 2 3 0 0 3 3 1 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 009-060-055 3 3 3 0 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 009-320-017 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 009-600-019 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 057-041-063 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-053 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-054 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-055 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-056 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-059 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-063 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-333-001 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-460-023 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-460-026 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 067-230-026 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 103-080-006 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 103-080-048 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 105-134-005 3 3 3 0 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-210-043 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-240-040 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-470-007 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 111-231-011 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 111-251-046 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 143-010-008 3 3 3 0 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-020-025 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 1 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-210-070 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 1 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 009-021-007 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 009-151-006 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 009-710-016 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 009-710-017 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 011-110-008 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 011-110-055 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 023-052-004 3 1 1 1 1 3 3 1 1.8
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County of Santa Barbara 023-060-023 3 1 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 057-030-045 2 2 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 057-041-039 3 2 1 1 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-010-047 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-150-023 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-370-015 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-380-022 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 069-010-018 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 069-780-008 3 2 1 3 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 069-780-009 3 1 1 3 1 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 101-400-002 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 101-400-003 3 2 3 0 1 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 101-400-008 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 103-070-016 2 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 103-200-071 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 103-690-026 3 3 1 1 1 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 103-790-045 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 105-020-060 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 105-020-069 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 105-140-087 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-101-006 2 3 3 0 1 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-110-043 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-180-018 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-200-022 3 3 1 1 1 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-540-031 3 3 1 1 1 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-750-027 2 3 1 1 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-750-100 2 3 1 1 2 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-760-063 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-780-066 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 107-840-007 2 2 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 111-680-033 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 143-204-001 3 2 3 0 1 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 143-350-033 3 2 3 0 1 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 155-070-008 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-040-042 3 2 1 3 0 3 2 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 007-340-040 3 3 1 2 0 3 2 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 009-140-032 3 3 1 2 0 3 2 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 023-240-001 3 3 3 0 0 3 2 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 023-250-066 3 2 1 1 0 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 049-040-033 2 3 3 1 0 3 2 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-007 3 3 1 2 0 3 2 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 101-020-010 3 2 1 3 0 3 2 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-002 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 2 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 005-210-074 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 005-320-024 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 2 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 005-680-021 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 007-510-002 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 007-510-003 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 007-510-011 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 007-510-012 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 007-510-013 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 009-060-038 2 3 3 0 0 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 009-091-014 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 011-100-041 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 011-100-056 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 023-060-018 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 023-340-013 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 057-041-061 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 057-090-028 2 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 059-120-004 3 2 3 0 0 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 059-150-033 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 059-460-022 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 067-161-006 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 067-340-001 2 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.7
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County of Santa Barbara 067-430-033 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 098-003-021 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 098-007-002 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 098-007-005 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 098-015-028 2 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 103-041-002 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 103-050-011 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 103-080-049 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 103-110-016 2 3 1 2 0 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 103-650-028 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 105-113-031 2 3 1 2 0 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 105-310-002 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 107-200-020 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 107-250-020 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 107-321-013 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 107-560-033 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 111-240-029 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 143-205-013 3 2 3 0 0 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 143-360-020 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-060 3 1 1 3 0 3 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 051-230-005 3 3 3 3 0 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 101-270-018 3 3 3 3 0 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 111-100-005 3 3 3 3 0 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 111-100-015 3 3 3 3 0 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 007-060-056 3 2 1 2 0 3 2 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 007-340-060 3 2 1 2 0 3 2 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 007-340-061 3 3 1 1 0 3 2 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 013-090-004 3 3 1 1 0 3 2 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 023-250-039 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 049-040-030 3 2 1 2 0 3 2 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 049-040-032 3 3 1 3 0 3 1 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 059-440-005 3 1 3 3 0 3 1 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 101-020-007 3 1 1 3 0 3 2 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 101-020-044 3 1 1 3 0 3 2 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 101-020-076 3 1 1 3 0 3 2 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 007-510-005 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 007-510-014 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 007-510-015 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 007-540-086 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 009-320-018 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 009-320-021 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 009-352-029 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 009-600-008 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 059-460-006 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 059-460-014 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 067-270-016 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 105-134-002 1 3 3 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 105-190-040 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 105-380-023 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 107-250-021 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 107-270-054 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 107-270-056 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 107-810-080 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 129-290-026 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-020-056 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-172-011 1 1 1 0 2 3 3 1 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-690-022 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 023-052-002 3 1 1 1 2 3 0 1 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 023-340-015 3 1 1 0 1 3 0 2 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 055-070-032 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 057-030-050 3 1 1 1 1 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 057-061-021 3 1 1 1 1 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 059-010-090 2 2 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 059-320-012 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1 1.6
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County of Santa Barbara 059-440-031 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 059-460-004 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 067-090-014 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-620-045 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 103-070-017 2 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 103-080-004 2 3 1 2 2 3 0 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 103-110-019 2 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 103-200-072 1 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 103-750-037 2 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 105-020-061 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 105-116-003 2 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 107-161-031 2 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 107-210-027 2 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 129-151-031 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-040-020 3 2 1 3 0 3 1 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 007-530-033 3 2 1 3 0 3 1 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 009-040-016 3 3 1 2 0 3 1 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 013-060-007 3 2 1 3 0 3 1 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 013-060-032 3 1 1 3 0 0 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 013-090-041 3 3 1 2 0 3 1 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 143-203-001 3 2 3 3 0 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-050-069 2 1 1 3 0 3 2 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-060-020 3 2 1 1 0 3 2 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 007-010-001 2 3 1 1 0 3 2 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 007-290-002 3 3 1 0 0 3 2 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 007-340-057 3 3 1 0 0 3 2 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 007-340-058 3 3 1 0 0 3 2 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 007-480-017 3 3 1 0 0 3 2 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-060-027 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 007-500-018 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 007-530-011 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 009-010-001 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 009-091-033 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 009-284-007 2 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 009-352-030 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 009-710-018 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 011-100-040 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 011-100-053 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 011-100-062 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 011-260-005 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 055-160-051 3 1 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 057-030-057 3 1 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 057-061-018 3 1 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 057-143-001 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 059-130-016 2 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 059-440-023 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 059-440-028 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 059-440-029 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 059-440-030 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 061-010-003 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 069-030-006 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 069-620-048 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 077-060-041 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 098-014-035 2 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 101-370-080 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 103-200-044 1 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 103-740-004 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 103-760-001 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 103-760-006 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 107-270-037 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 023-052-003 3 2 1 1 0 3 0 1 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 067-030-017 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 111-140-007 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 005-320-013 3 2 1 0 0 3 2 1.4
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County of Santa Barbara 005-670-015 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-670-016 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 007-530-002 3 2 1 0 0 3 2 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 013-060-006 3 2 1 2 0 3 1 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 023-180-080 3 2 1 0 0 3 2 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 023-250-047 3 2 1 0 0 3 2 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 055-160-004 3 1 3 3 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 055-160-012 3 1 3 3 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-052 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 059-440-003 3 2 3 2 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 059-440-035 3 2 1 2 0 3 1 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 097-350-019 3 2 1 0 0 3 2 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 098-007-010 3 2 1 0 0 3 2 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 105-330-013 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 129-151-029 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 141-450-009 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 141-460-001 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 141-460-004 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 143-241-002 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-020-054 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 057-072-018 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 059-440-004 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 067-030-005 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 067-130-014 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-050-008 3 2 1 0 2 3 0 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 103-760-005 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 105-020-038 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 105-113-034 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 129-300-039 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 059-090-005 3 2 1 1 1 3 0 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-060-022 3 1 1 0 0 3 2 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-210-017 3 1 1 3 0 0 2 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 007-530-020 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 009-030-014 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 009-640-007 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 013-070-084 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 013-070-085 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 013-080-002 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 013-080-007 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 049-010-007 2 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 055-172-034 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-012 3 1 3 2 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-051 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 103-200-045 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 111-220-021 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 135-220-028 3 2 3 1 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 143-141-007 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 149-290-004 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 149-290-005 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 155-120-061 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 155-120-070 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 155-140-068 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 155-250-009 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-670-003 3 3 1 0 0 3 1 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 098-007-004 3 2 1 1 0 3 1 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 009-351-036 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 098-007-003 1 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 007-390-004 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 011-040-042 3 2 1 3 0 0 1 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 011-120-075 3 3 1 0 0 0 2 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 013-050-030 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 013-060-003 3 2 1 0 0 3 1 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 013-060-005 3 2 1 0 0 3 1 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 023-070-017 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
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County of Santa Barbara 023-350-006 3 1 1 1 0 3 1 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 055-172-033 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 059-030-042 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-040 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-050 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 099-050-013 3 1 1 1 0 3 1 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 103-361-012 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 103-361-013 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 105-330-016 1 3 3 1 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 129-151-028 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 137-690-014 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 141-450-006 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 143-220-002 1 2 3 2 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 143-301-015 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 143-341-011 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 155-070-014 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 155-250-007 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 155-250-026 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 155-250-029 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 067-090-016 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 069-050-005 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 139-063-002 2 3 1 0 0 3 0 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 005-670-002 3 1 1 0 0 3 1 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 007-090-023 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 007-390-005 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 007-390-006 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 007-520-011 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 007-540-009 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 011-120-076 3 2 1 1 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 013-060-004 3 1 1 0 0 3 1 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 013-070-012 3 3 1 3 0 0 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 023-200-031 3 0 1 3 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 049-072-031 3 3 1 3 0 0 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-018 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-048 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 059-290-049 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 059-440-007 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 059-460-007 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 059-460-011 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 059-460-012 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 129-151-033 3 2 1 1 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 149-290-019 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 155-070-009 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 155-120-055 3 1 1 2 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 155-120-072 3 2 1 1 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-011 3 1 1 2 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-030 3 0 1 3 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 023-060-022 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 149-290-007 3 3 1 2 0 0 0 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 005-100-013 3 1 1 2 0 0 1 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 005-100-024 3 1 1 0 0 0 2 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-007 3 1 1 1 0 3 0 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 011-120-046 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 013-060-045 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 013-090-001 2 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 013-090-031 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 023-052-001 3 1 1 2 0 0 1 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 105-113-001 2 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 105-330-012 2 3 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 141-211-063 2 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 143-230-011 3 1 1 1 0 3 0 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 155-030-027 3 2 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 155-030-045 3 2 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 155-212-001 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
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County of Santa Barbara 005-670-001 3 2 1 0 0 0 1 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 013-050-059 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 013-060-021 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 059-440-024 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 101-370-064 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 129-300-040 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 143-213-017 1 3 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 155-030-028 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 155-120-065 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 155-130-015 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 155-130-023 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 155-140-075 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-024 3 3 1 1 0 0 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-025 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-670-010 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0.8
County of Santa Barbara 011-260-011 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0.8
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-022 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0.8
County of Santa Barbara 007-080-037 3 1 1 0 0 0 1 0.8
County of Santa Barbara 013-050-007 3 2 1 1 0 0 0 0.8
County of Santa Barbara 155-030-056 3 1 1 2 0 0 0 0.8
County of Santa Barbara 155-080-035 3 1 1 2 0 0 0 0.8
County of Santa Barbara 049-140-026 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0.7
County of Santa Barbara 155-050-054 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0.7
County of Santa Barbara 155-140-047 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0.7
County of Santa Barbara 155-250-022 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0.7
CVWD 001-020-029 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
CVWD 001-020-011 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 3 2.5
CVWD 001-190-098 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 1 2.5
CVWD 001-020-030 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 3 2.4
CVWD 001-020-039 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 3 2.4
CVWD 001-470-001 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 1 2.3
CVWD 001-470-040 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 1 2.3
CVWD 001-020-038 3 3 1 3 0 3 3 2 2.3
CVWD 001-480-038 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 001-010-022 3 1 1 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 001-020-010 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 3 2.2
CVWD 001-080-038 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 001-180-026 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 155-170-029 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 155-170-068 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 155-170-059 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.1
CVWD 001-200-025 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 1 2.1
CVWD 001-010-020 3 1 1 1 3 3 3 1 2.0
CVWD 155-170-067 3 2 1 3 2 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 155-170-075 3 2 1 3 2 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 001-080-008 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 0 1.9
CVWD 001-080-039 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1 1.9
CVWD 155-180-075 3 2 1 3 3 3 0 0 1.8
CVWD 001-010-003 3 1 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.8
CVWD 001-080-007 3 3 1 3 2 3 0 0 1.8
CVWD 001-080-033 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
CVWD 155-260-020 3 2 1 3 0 3 3 0 1.8
CVWD 155-260-021 3 2 1 3 0 3 3 0 1.8
CVWD 001-080-046 3 3 3 1 1 3 0 0 1.7
CVWD 001-080-051 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 2 1.7
CVWD 001-200-005 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 2 1.7
CVWD 001-220-092 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
CVWD 004-002-002 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 2 1.7
CVWD 005-320-024 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 2 1.7
CVWD 155-170-060 3 1 1 3 0 3 3 0 1.7
CVWD 155-180-073 3 3 1 3 1 3 0 0 1.7
CVWD 155-180-076 3 2 1 3 2 3 0 0 1.7
CVWD 001-460-001 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.6
CVWD 001-010-021 3 0 1 1 1 3 3 0 1.5
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CVWD 001-010-032 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
CVWD 004-004-039 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
CVWD 005-320-013 3 2 1 0 0 3 2 1.4
CVWD 004-004-032 3 3 1 0 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 155-180-077 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 001-040-008 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
CVWD 004-004-016 2 3 1 2 0 0 2 1.3
CVWD 001-030-021 3 1 1 2 0 3 0 0 1.3
CVWD 001-190-006 3 2 1 0 1 3 0 0 1.3
CVWD 004-004-040 3 2 1 0 1 3 0 0 1.3
CVWD 001-030-037 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 001-040-005 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 001-040-011 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 001-050-050 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 001-050-051 3 2 3 0 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 001-050-055 3 1 1 1 0 3 1 1.2
CVWD 001-160-022 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 001-160-029 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 001-160-030 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 001-160-032 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 001-160-034 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 004-004-013 3 3 1 2 0 0 1 1.2
CVWD 155-170-066 3 2 1 2 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 155-200-090 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 155-200-094 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 155-200-096 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 155-260-027 3 2 1 2 0 3 0 1.2
CVWD 004-004-008 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 0 1.2
CVWD 001-040-009 3 1 1 2 0 3 0 1.1
CVWD 001-040-034 3 1 1 2 0 3 0 1.1
CVWD 001-050-049 3 1 1 0 0 3 1 1.1
CVWD 001-130-026 3 1 1 2 0 3 0 1.1
CVWD 005-670-002 3 1 1 0 0 3 1 1.1
CVWD 155-170-011 3 1 1 2 0 3 0 1.1
CVWD 155-170-030 3 0 1 3 0 3 0 1.1
CVWD 155-260-033 3 0 1 3 0 3 0 1.1
CVWD 004-004-012 3 3 1 0 0 0 1 1.0
CVWD 001-040-004 3 2 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
CVWD 001-040-012 3 2 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
CVWD 001-040-013 3 2 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
CVWD 001-040-017 3 2 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
CVWD 001-040-040 3 2 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
CVWD 001-050-027 3 2 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
CVWD 001-050-028 3 2 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
CVWD 001-050-041 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
CVWD 001-050-052 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
CVWD 001-050-053 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
CVWD 001-050-054 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
CVWD 001-130-014 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
CVWD 001-160-008 3 1 1 1 0 3 0 1.0
CVWD 001-200-024 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
CVWD 005-310-007 3 1 1 1 0 3 0 1.0
CVWD 155-170-065 3 1 1 1 0 3 0 1.0
CVWD 155-200-080 3 2 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
CVWD 155-260-030 3 1 1 1 0 3 0 1.0
CVWD 001-030-027 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 001-040-002 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 001-040-026 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 001-040-035 3 2 1 2 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 001-040-043 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 001-040-044 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 001-050-034 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 001-050-036 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 001-130-011 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
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CVWD 001-160-007 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 001-160-015 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 001-200-028 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
CVWD 001-200-029 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
CVWD 001-220-090 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
CVWD 155-140-075 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
CVWD 155-170-024 3 3 1 1 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 155-170-025 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 155-180-078 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 155-200-032 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 155-200-057 3 2 1 2 0 0 0 0.9
CVWD 155-260-026 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
CVWD 001-050-011 3 0 1 3 0 0 0 0.8
CVWD 001-130-010 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0.8
CVWD 001-220-093 2 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.8
CVWD 155-170-022 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0.8
CVWD 001-040-028 3 1 1 2 0 0 0 0.8
CVWD 001-040-038 3 1 1 2 0 0 0 0.8
CVWD 001-040-039 3 1 1 2 0 0 0 0.8
CVWD 001-050-032 2 3 1 1 0 0 0 0.8
CVWD 001-160-031 3 1 1 2 0 0 0 0.8
CVWD 001-040-025 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0.7
CVWD 001-050-004 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0.7
CVWD 155-140-047 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0.7
CVWD 001-220-017 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0.6
CVWD 001-450-007 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0.6
CVWD 155-200-084 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0.6
Goleta 069-392-008 3 2 3 1 3 3 3 2 2.5
Goleta 077-480-062 3 1 3 2 3 3 3 2 2.5
Goleta 077-130-006 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 1 2.4
Goleta 077-351-001 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 2.4
Goleta 077-470-051 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 1 2.4
Goleta 079-121-013 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 2.4
Goleta 069-380-011 3 1 3 1 3 3 3 2 2.4
Goleta 077-530-019 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 1 2.3
Goleta 077-530-021 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 1 2.3
Goleta 079-121-004 2 3 3 3 1 3 3 1 2.3
Goleta 079-560-008 3 1 3 2 3 3 3 1 2.3
Goleta 077-080-037 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.3
Goleta 079-121-011 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.3
Goleta 079-383-013 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.3
Goleta 069-090-049 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 1 2.2
Goleta 077-130-019 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.2
Goleta 077-391-011 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.2
Goleta 079-110-045 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.2
Goleta 079-121-012 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.2
Goleta 079-344-014 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.2
Goleta 079-475-001 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.2
Goleta 079-600-060 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.2
Goleta 079-382-005 3 1 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
Goleta 077-490-046 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 1 2.1
Goleta 079-090-038 3 2 1 2 2 3 3 1 2.1
Goleta 079-110-043 3 2 1 2 2 3 3 1 2.1
Goleta 069-620-050 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1 2.0
Goleta 079-110-040 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1 2.0
Goleta 077-490-045 2 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.0
Goleta 077-540-044 2 2 1 2 2 3 3 1 2.0
Goleta 077-540-045 1 3 1 2 2 3 3 1 2.0
Goleta 079-090-008 3 1 1 2 2 3 3 1 2.0
Goleta 079-100-008 3 2 1 2 1 3 3 1 2.0
Goleta 079-570-046 3 1 3 2 2 3 3 0 2.0
Goleta 079-740-033 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
Goleta 079-371-005 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 0 1.9
Goleta 077-020-045 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 0 1.9
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Goleta 077-141-075 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
Goleta 079-121-005 3 1 1 2 3 3 3 0 1.9
Goleta 079-750-030 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 0 1.9
Goleta 077-530-030 3 1 1 2 1 3 3 1 1.9
Goleta 069-620-047 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
Goleta 069-620-051 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 1 1.8
Goleta 077-530-029 3 1 1 2 0 3 3 1 1.8
Goleta 079-110-026 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
Goleta 079-740-034 2 3 1 1 2 3 3 0 1.8
Goleta 069-070-040 3 1 1 3 1 3 0 1 1.7
Goleta 069-070-038 3 1 1 1 2 3 0 1 1.6
Goleta 069-620-045 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.6
Goleta 069-620-049 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.6
Goleta 079-121-014 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.6
Goleta 069-620-048 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.5
Goleta 079-710-054 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 007-220-001 3 2 3 0 3 3 3 3 2.6
MWD 007-530-035 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 3 2.4
MWD 005-020-050 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.3
MWD 007-350-008 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 2 2.3
MWD 007-350-038 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.3
MWD 009-360-047 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.3
MWD 009-480-016 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.3
MWD 005-060-014 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 3 2.2
MWD 009-010-003 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.2
MWD 009-060-052 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.1
MWD 009-600-020 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.1
MWD 011-140-033 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 0 2.1
MWD 005-020-051 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.1
MWD 007-010-003 2 2 1 0 3 3 3 2 2.1
MWD 007-170-029 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.1
MWD 007-210-007 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.1
MWD 007-240-027 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 1 2.1
MWD 007-530-009 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 2 2.1
MWD 007-530-036 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.1
MWD 007-540-001 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 1 2.1
MWD 009-010-004 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 1 2.1
MWD 009-332-008 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 2 2.1
MWD 009-332-009 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 2 2.1
MWD 005-240-011 2 1 3 0 3 3 3 1 2.0
MWD 007-120-050 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 2 2.0
MWD 007-120-071 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 2 2.0
MWD 007-530-007 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 2 2.0
MWD 009-203-011 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 2 2.0
MWD 005-060-028 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 2 2.0
MWD 007-090-038 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.0
MWD 007-250-014 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 1 2.0
MWD 009-060-050 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 0 2.0
MWD 009-333-011 2 3 1 0 1 3 3 2 2.0
MWD 005-060-026 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 2 1.9
MWD 009-060-051 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 0 1.9
MWD 005-010-030 2 2 1 0 3 3 3 1 1.9
MWD 005-030-003 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 1 1.9
MWD 005-184-002 2 1 3 0 2 3 3 1 1.9
MWD 007-510-008 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
MWD 009-080-010 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 0 1.9
MWD 009-101-011 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1 1.9
MWD 009-151-007 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
MWD 009-221-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
MWD 009-282-029 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
MWD 011-100-048 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
MWD 011-110-012 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
MWD 011-200-033 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 0 1.9
MWD 005-050-063 3 3 1 3 0 3 2 1.9
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MWD 007-090-039 3 3 1 3 0 3 2 1.9
MWD 007-120-091 3 3 1 3 0 3 2 1.9
MWD 007-120-092 3 3 1 3 0 3 2 1.9
MWD 005-185-004 2 2 3 0 0 3 3 1 1.8
MWD 005-204-037 2 2 3 0 0 3 3 1 1.8
MWD 005-690-023 2 2 3 0 0 3 3 1 1.8
MWD 009-060-055 3 3 3 0 0 3 3 0 1.8
MWD 009-320-017 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
MWD 009-600-019 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
MWD 005-020-025 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 1 1.8
MWD 005-210-070 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 1 1.8
MWD 009-021-007 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
MWD 009-151-006 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
MWD 009-710-016 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
MWD 009-710-017 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
MWD 011-110-008 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
MWD 011-110-055 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
MWD 155-070-008 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
MWD 005-040-042 3 2 1 3 0 3 2 1.8
MWD 007-050-031 3 2 1 3 0 3 2 1.8
MWD 007-340-040 3 3 1 2 0 3 2 1.8
MWD 009-140-032 3 3 1 2 0 3 2 1.8
MWD 005-210-074 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1 1.7
MWD 005-680-021 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.7
MWD 007-510-002 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
MWD 007-510-003 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
MWD 007-510-011 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
MWD 007-510-012 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
MWD 007-510-013 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
MWD 009-060-038 2 3 3 0 0 3 3 0 1.7
MWD 009-091-014 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.7
MWD 011-100-041 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
MWD 011-100-056 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.7
MWD 007-060-056 3 2 1 2 0 3 2 1.7
MWD 007-340-060 3 2 1 2 0 3 2 1.7
MWD 007-340-061 3 3 1 1 0 3 2 1.7
MWD 013-090-004 3 3 1 1 0 3 2 1.7
MWD 007-510-005 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
MWD 007-510-014 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
MWD 007-510-015 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
MWD 007-540-086 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
MWD 009-320-018 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
MWD 009-320-021 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
MWD 009-352-029 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
MWD 009-600-008 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
MWD 005-020-056 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1 1.6
MWD 005-172-011 1 1 1 0 2 3 3 1 1.6
MWD 005-690-022 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1 1.6
MWD 005-040-020 3 2 1 3 0 3 1 1.6
MWD 007-530-033 3 2 1 3 0 3 1 1.6
MWD 009-040-016 3 3 1 2 0 3 1 1.6
MWD 013-060-007 3 2 1 3 0 3 1 1.6
MWD 013-060-032 3 1 1 3 0 0 3 1.6
MWD 013-090-041 3 3 1 2 0 3 1 1.6
MWD 155-240-007 3 2 3 3 0 3 0 1.6
MWD 005-050-069 2 1 1 3 0 3 2 1.6
MWD 005-060-020 3 2 1 1 0 3 2 1.6
MWD 007-290-002 3 3 1 0 0 3 2 1.6
MWD 007-340-057 3 3 1 0 0 3 2 1.6
MWD 007-340-058 3 3 1 0 0 3 2 1.6
MWD 007-480-017 3 3 1 0 0 3 2 1.6
MWD 005-060-027 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 007-500-018 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 007-530-011 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
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MWD 009-010-001 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 009-091-033 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 009-284-007 2 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 009-352-030 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 009-710-018 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 011-100-040 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 011-100-053 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 011-100-062 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 011-260-005 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 015-300-003 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.5
MWD 005-670-015 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.4
MWD 005-670-016 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.4
MWD 007-530-002 3 2 1 0 0 3 2 1.4
MWD 013-060-006 3 2 1 2 0 3 1 1.4
MWD 005-020-054 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.4
MWD 005-060-022 3 1 1 0 0 3 2 1.3
MWD 005-210-017 3 1 1 3 0 0 2 1.3
MWD 007-530-020 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 009-030-014 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 009-640-007 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 013-070-084 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 013-070-085 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 013-080-002 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 013-080-007 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 155-100-025 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 155-120-061 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 155-120-070 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 155-140-068 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 155-250-009 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 005-670-003 3 3 1 0 0 3 1 1.3
MWD 009-351-036 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 0 1.3
MWD 007-390-004 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.2
MWD 011-040-042 3 2 1 3 0 0 1 1.2
MWD 011-120-075 3 3 1 0 0 0 2 1.2
MWD 011-250-011 3 2 1 0 0 3 1 1.2
MWD 013-050-030 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
MWD 013-060-003 3 2 1 0 0 3 1 1.2
MWD 013-060-005 3 2 1 0 0 3 1 1.2
MWD 155-070-014 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
MWD 155-100-028 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
MWD 155-230-002 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
MWD 155-250-007 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
MWD 155-250-026 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
MWD 155-250-029 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
MWD 005-670-002 3 1 1 0 0 3 1 1.1
MWD 007-090-023 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 007-390-005 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 007-390-006 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 007-520-011 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 007-540-009 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 011-120-076 3 2 1 1 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 013-060-004 3 1 1 0 0 3 1 1.1
MWD 013-070-012 3 3 1 3 0 0 0 1.1
MWD 155-070-009 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 155-100-024 3 1 1 2 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 155-120-055 3 1 1 2 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 155-120-072 3 2 1 1 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 155-230-004 3 1 1 2 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 155-230-007 3 2 1 1 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 155-240-003 3 1 1 2 0 3 0 1.1
MWD 005-100-013 3 1 1 2 0 0 1 1.0
MWD 005-100-024 3 1 1 0 0 0 2 1.0
MWD 007-080-005 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
MWD 011-120-046 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
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MWD 013-060-045 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
MWD 013-090-001 2 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
MWD 013-090-031 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
MWD 015-300-001 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
MWD 155-030-027 3 2 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
MWD 155-030-045 3 2 1 3 0 0 0 1.0
MWD 155-212-001 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.0
MWD 155-230-009 3 1 1 1 0 3 0 1.0
MWD 005-670-001 3 2 1 0 0 0 1 0.9
MWD 013-050-059 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
MWD 013-060-021 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
MWD 155-010-059 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
MWD 155-030-028 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
MWD 155-100-021 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
MWD 155-120-065 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
MWD 155-130-015 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0.9
MWD 155-130-023 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
MWD 155-230-016 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
MWD 155-230-017 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
MWD 155-230-018 3 1 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
MWD 005-670-010 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0.8
MWD 011-260-011 3 3 1 0 0 0 0 0.8
MWD 007-080-037 3 1 1 0 0 0 1 0.8
MWD 013-050-007 3 2 1 1 0 0 0 0.8
MWD 155-030-056 3 1 1 2 0 0 0 0.8
MWD 155-080-035 3 1 1 2 0 0 0 0.8
MWD 155-150-009 3 1 1 2 0 0 0 0.8
MWD 155-050-054 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0.7
MWD 155-140-047 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0.7
MWD 155-250-022 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0.7
MWD 155-150-017 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0.6
Solvang 137-160-062 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.3
Solvang 137-360-056 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.3
Solvang 137-132-009 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.2
Solvang 137-470-026 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.2
Solvang 137-670-001 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 0 2.2
Solvang 137-670-002 3 2 3 3 2 3 3 0 2.2
Solvang 139-181-014 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.2
Solvang 139-213-016 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 0 2.2
Solvang 139-540-011 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.2
Solvang 137-570-013 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.1
Solvang 137-640-028 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.1
Solvang 137-770-013 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.1
Solvang 137-770-020 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
Solvang 137-800-017 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
Solvang 137-800-018 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
Solvang 137-800-019 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
Solvang 137-800-034 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
Solvang 137-800-044 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.1
Solvang 139-113-005 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.1
Solvang 139-490-074 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.1
Solvang 137-660-038 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 137-670-005 3 1 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 137-770-009 3 1 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 137-800-032 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 137-800-033 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 137-800-035 3 2 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 137-800-036 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 137-800-037 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 137-800-043 3 2 1 3 2 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 139-072-006 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 139-072-017 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 139-213-001 2 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 139-221-001 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
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Solvang 139-240-085 1 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 139-490-073 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 139-540-013 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 139-540-014 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.0
Solvang 139-240-067 3 3 1 2 1 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-600-027 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-660-046 3 1 1 2 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-009 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-013 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-015 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-016 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-020 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-028 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-029 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-030 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-031 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-038 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-039 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-040 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-041 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-042 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 139-530-002 3 2 1 2 2 3 3 0 1.9
Solvang 137-800-027 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
Solvang 137-800-045 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.8
Solvang 139-240-066 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 0 1.8
Solvang 139-072-016 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 0 1.8
Solvang 137-580-049 3 2 1 2 0 3 3 0 1.7
Solvang 137-660-036 3 1 1 1 2 3 3 0 1.7
Solvang 137-800-046 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
Solvang 139-150-025 2 3 3 0 0 3 3 0 1.7
Solvang 139-232-002 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.7
Solvang 139-240-091 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 1.7
Solvang 139-490-070 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.7
Solvang 139-540-040 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.7
Solvang 139-540-057 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.7
Solvang 139-080-014 2 3 1 1 1 3 3 0 1.7
Solvang 139-490-069 3 2 1 1 1 3 3 0 1.7
Solvang 137-760-007 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.6
Solvang 139-370-025 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 0 1.6
Solvang 137-660-045 3 1 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.5
Solvang 137-480-026 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 1.4
Solvang 139-490-071 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.2
Solvang 139-250-005 3 3 1 3 0 0 0 1.1
Solvang 139-490-024 3 2 1 1 0 3 0 1.1
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Buellton 099-670-004 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Buellton 099-690-034 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Buellton 099-550-077 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
Buellton 099-251-021 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
Buellton 099-380-056 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.0
Buellton 099-450-012 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 1.8
Carpinteria 003-230-018 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Carpinteria 004-004-031 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Carpinteria 003-323-001 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
Carpinteria 004-008-067 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
Carpinteria 001-170-020 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 004-004-037 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 004-009-053 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 004-011-043 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 004-004-020 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.6
Carpinteria 001-060-029 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.6
Carpinteria 001-060-040 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
Carpinteria 004-003-003 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
Carpinteria 004-003-011 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
Carpinteria 004-004-012 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
Carpinteria 004-004-021 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.5
Carpinteria 004-004-038 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
Carpinteria 003-010-007 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
Carpinteria 004-112-030 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
Carpinteria 003-280-001 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.4
Carpinteria 004-005-007 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
Carpinteria 004-005-008 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
Carpinteria 004-005-010 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
Carpinteria 004-007-056 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
Carpinteria 004-047-041 1 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 004-004-045 1 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 001-080-030 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 001-080-035 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 001-010-001 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 003-142-032 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 003-230-006 2 3 3 3 0 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 003-280-014 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 004-004-030 1 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 004-005-011 1 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 004-047-040 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 003-530-007 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 004-003-008 1 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.0
Carpinteria 004-013-011 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 2.0
Carpinteria 003-520-003 2 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.0
Carpinteria 001-080-033 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.9
Carpinteria 004-005-002 1 3 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
Carpinteria 004-004-035 3 1 1 0 1 3 0 1.8
Carpinteria 001-080-002 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
Carpinteria 001-080-040 2 3 1 3 0 3 1.5
Carpinteria 001-080-041 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.5
Carpinteria 001-080-042 2 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.5
Carpinteria 004-004-028 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.5
Carpinteria 004-013-003 1 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.5
Carpinteria 004-004-043 1 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-540-039 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 069-580-037 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 065-040-017 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
County of Santa Barbara 065-180-044 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
County of Santa Barbara 069-060-020 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8

APN

Ranking Score

Cooperating Entity

Table G-9. Direct Use Identified Projects (Phase I)
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County of Santa Barbara 004-009-053 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-220-009 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 065-441-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 067-291-003 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 069-431-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 071-140-064 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 073-090-056 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 073-090-074 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 075-010-037 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-010-009 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 069-020-008 3 2 1 3 3 3 0 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 073-120-013 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 059-040-021 3 2 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 067-291-001 3 1 3 1 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 049-030-035 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 071-140-072 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 073-090-029 3 3 3 0 3 3 0 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-003 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-010 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-011 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-037 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 065-590-077 3 2 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 067-120-017 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 075-010-022 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 075-163-018 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-024 2 2 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 061-220-012 2 2 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 067-100-027 3 2 3 1 2 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-026 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-032 3 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 065-110-004 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 071-140-048 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 061-061-025 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 065-040-026 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 065-180-069 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 067-130-015 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 071-140-071 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 071-200-017 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 055-010-019 3 1 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 004-005-001 1 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 055-010-018 3 1 1 2 2 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 067-412-025 3 3 3 2 0 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-003 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-031 2 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-025 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 005-320-042 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 049-030-043 3 2 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 065-590-080 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 065-590-081 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-030 1 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 055-010-023 2 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 065-590-082 2 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 075-163-017 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 065-030-013 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 067-230-010 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 047-010-009 3 3 3 3 0 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 063-092-014 3 3 3 3 0 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-032 2 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.1
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County of Santa Barbara 005-320-041 3 3 1 0 2 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-021-046 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-002 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 065-010-002 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 065-610-035 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-008 3 2 1 3 0 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 047-010-064 3 1 3 3 0 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 055-020-034 3 1 3 3 0 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 153-270-009 3 1 3 3 0 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-007 1 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-008 1 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 004-013-011 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 061-010-008 2 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 061-170-001 2 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 065-610-034 2 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 004-005-002 1 3 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 061-160-028 1 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 065-010-001 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 065-090-031 1 3 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 065-230-012 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-024 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-004 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-001 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 065-590-078 2 2 1 0 2 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 067-130-010 3 2 1 0 1 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 075-163-012 2 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-082-022 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-082-024 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-240-086 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-240-088 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-240-089 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 149-290-007 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 065-010-003 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-007 3 2 1 3 0 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 155-250-009 3 2 1 3 0 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-140-029 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-054 1 3 1 0 2 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-012 2 1 3 0 0 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 021-010-028 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 153-270-028 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-011 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 063-092-013 3 3 3 1 0 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 101-270-018 3 3 3 1 0 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-046 1 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 049-270-004 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-020-050 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-280-025 2 3 1 3 0 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 005-280-041 2 3 1 3 0 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-057 2 3 1 3 0 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 149-010-023 3 3 1 2 0 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 155-250-029 3 3 1 2 0 3 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 047-010-034 3 1 3 1 0 3 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-027 2 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-009 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 004-013-003 1 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 047-010-049 3 1 1 2 0 3 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-006 1 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-011 1 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-019 1 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.4
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County of Santa Barbara 005-600-018 2 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-280-040 2 3 1 2 0 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 023-040-001 3 1 3 0 0 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 055-160-008 3 1 3 0 0 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 071-190-036 1 3 1 3 0 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 149-290-001 3 3 1 1 0 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-030 1 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-053 1 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 021-010-012 3 1 1 1 0 3 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-048 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 065-250-028 2 3 1 1 0 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 065-250-044 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 013-060-003 3 1 1 0 0 3 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 023-350-006 3 1 1 0 0 3 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 023-350-025 3 1 1 0 0 3 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 049-030-047 3 1 1 0 0 3 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 049-030-053 3 0 1 0 0 3 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 065-250-025 2 3 1 0 0 0 0.8
County of Santa Barbara 065-250-045 2 3 1 0 0 3 0.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-280-015 1 3 1 0 0 0 0.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-060 1 3 1 0 0 0 0.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-061 1 3 1 0 0 3 0.6
CVWD 003-230-018 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
CVWD 004-004-031 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
CVWD 001-020-021 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
CVWD 003-323-001 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
CVWD 004-008-067 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
CVWD 001-020-006 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.7
CVWD 001-020-015 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.7
CVWD 001-060-057 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.7
CVWD 001-170-020 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 004-004-037 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 004-009-053 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 004-011-043 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 004-004-020 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.6
CVWD 001-030-035 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-060-029 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-020-022 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 001-020-031 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 001-020-033 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 001-030-028 3 2 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 001-060-040 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 001-060-043 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 004-003-003 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 004-003-010 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 004-003-011 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 004-004-012 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 004-004-021 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.5
CVWD 004-004-038 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 003-010-007 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 004-112-030 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 005-310-026 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 005-430-032 3 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-020-032 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.4
CVWD 001-030-023 2 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 003-280-001 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 004-005-007 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 004-005-008 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 004-005-010 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
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CVWD 004-007-056 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 004-047-041 1 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 001-020-030 1 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-020-041 1 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-030-022 1 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-060-042 1 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-060-044 1 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-080-007 3 3 1 3 1 3 0 2.3
CVWD 004-004-045 1 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 004-005-001 1 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-080-030 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 001-080-035 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 004-002-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 004-004-026 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-010-001 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 003-142-032 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 003-230-006 2 3 3 3 0 3 3 2.2
CVWD 004-002-003 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 2.2
CVWD 004-002-031 2 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 005-310-025 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.2
CVWD 005-320-042 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 2.2
CVWD 001-030-027 3 3 1 2 1 3 0 2.2
CVWD 003-280-014 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 004-004-018 1 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 004-004-030 1 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 004-004-032 1 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 004-005-011 1 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 004-047-040 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 005-430-030 1 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 003-530-007 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.2
CVWD 001-020-008 0 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.1
CVWD 001-080-031 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 2.1
CVWD 004-002-032 2 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.1
CVWD 005-320-041 3 3 1 0 2 3 0 2.1
CVWD 155-150-013 3 1 3 3 0 3 2.0
CVWD 155-150-023 3 1 3 3 0 3 2.0
CVWD 004-003-007 1 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-003-008 1 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-013-011 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 2.0
CVWD 003-520-003 2 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.0
CVWD 001-030-033 3 2 1 2 0 3 0 1.9
CVWD 001-030-036 3 2 1 2 0 3 0 1.9
CVWD 001-020-039 2 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.9
CVWD 001-080-033 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.9
CVWD 004-005-002 1 3 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
CVWD 001-080-019 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.8
CVWD 005-310-024 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.8
CVWD 005-430-004 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.8
CVWD 004-004-016 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.8
CVWD 004-004-035 3 1 1 0 1 3 0 1.8
CVWD 005-310-007 3 2 1 3 0 3 1.7
CVWD 001-080-002 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
CVWD 005-430-054 1 3 1 0 2 3 0 1.7
CVWD 001-040-011 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
CVWD 155-170-011 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
CVWD 005-430-046 1 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.6
CVWD 001-080-040 2 3 1 3 0 3 1.5
CVWD 005-280-025 2 3 1 3 0 0 1.5
CVWD 005-280-041 2 3 1 3 0 0 1.5
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CVWD 005-430-057 2 3 1 3 0 0 1.5
CVWD 001-080-041 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.5
CVWD 001-080-042 2 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.5
CVWD 004-004-028 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.5
CVWD 005-430-027 2 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.5
CVWD 004-013-003 1 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.5
CVWD 004-003-006 1 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.4
CVWD 005-430-011 1 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.4
CVWD 005-430-019 1 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.4
CVWD 005-600-018 2 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.4
CVWD 005-280-040 2 3 1 2 0 0 1.3
CVWD 004-002-030 1 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.3
CVWD 004-004-043 1 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.3
CVWD 005-430-053 1 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.3
CVWD 005-430-048 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
CVWD 005-280-015 1 3 1 0 0 0 0.6
CVWD 005-430-060 1 3 1 0 0 0 0.6
CVWD 005-430-061 1 3 1 0 0 3 0.6
Goleta 069-153-001 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 069-322-011 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Goleta 069-413-010 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 2.8
Goleta 077-060-014 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
Goleta 077-470-052 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
Goleta 071-140-064 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.7
Goleta 073-090-074 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-440-020 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 077-160-061 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 077-331-017 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 069-560-032 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-120-013 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 079-560-008 3 1 3 1 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 073-330-041 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 069-090-049 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 069-730-046 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 073-010-006 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 073-440-021 3 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.5
Goleta 077-160-020 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 077-170-015 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 077-510-040 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 071-330-003 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 071-330-011 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 073-330-042 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.4
Goleta 069-513-016 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 069-560-030 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 071-330-013 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 073-030-005 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 071-130-009 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 077-160-009 3 3 3 3 0 3 2.1
Goleta 073-440-027 3 3 1 3 0 3 3 2.1
Goleta 073-010-002 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.1
Goleta 073-120-059 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.1
Goleta 071-102-001 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.0
Goleta 071-270-001 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.0
Goleta 071-330-004 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.0
Goleta 077-500-056 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.0
Goleta 079-560-009 3 1 3 1 0 3 3 2.0
Goleta 065-010-001 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
Goleta 065-090-031 1 3 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
Goleta 077-170-033 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
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Goleta 069-560-031 1 3 1 1 2 3 3 1.8
Goleta 077-530-021 3 2 1 1 0 3 3 1.8
Goleta 077-530-019 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
Goleta 077-530-028 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
Goleta 077-530-030 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
Goleta 069-670-012 1 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.6
Goleta 079-100-028 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1.6
Goleta 077-530-012 3 1 1 2 0 3 1.4
Guadalupe 113-070-024 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Guadalupe 115-020-007 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Guadalupe 113-070-020 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Guadalupe 113-070-023 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Guadalupe 115-202-013 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Guadalupe 113-070-025 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.1
Guadalupe 115-020-036 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.1
Guadalupe 115-140-014 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.1
Guadalupe 115-202-014 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.1
Guadalupe 113-070-005 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
MWD 009-151-006 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
MWD 011-010-002 3 1 3 3 0 3 2.0
MWD 155-150-013 3 1 3 3 0 3 2.0
MWD 155-150-023 3 1 3 3 0 3 2.0
MWD 009-151-007 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 2.0
MWD 155-010-036 3 1 3 2 0 3 1.8
MWD 155-250-009 3 2 1 3 0 3 1.7
MWD 015-300-001 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
MWD 007-020-011 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
MWD 155-040-033 3 1 1 3 0 0 1.6
MWD 005-020-050 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1.6
MWD 155-250-029 3 3 1 2 0 3 1.5
MWD 155-010-037 3 1 3 0 0 3 1.3
MWD 155-150-018 3 1 1 1 0 0 1.2
MWD 013-060-003 3 1 1 0 0 3 0.9
MWD 155-010-047 3 1 1 0 0 3 0.9
Solvang 139-300-001 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Solvang 137-260-021 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
Solvang 137-110-062 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.6
Solvang 139-250-005 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.6
Solvang 139-490-074 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
Solvang 137-490-021 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
Solvang 137-490-022 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
Solvang 137-290-001 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.4
Solvang 137-510-035 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
Solvang 137-160-062 3 3 3 1 1 3 3 2.3
Solvang 137-310-001 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Solvang 137-290-013 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Solvang 137-290-024 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Solvang 139-490-069 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.8
Solvang 137-290-029 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
Solvang 137-290-012 3 2 1 3 0 3 1.7
Solvang 137-410-030 3 2 1 3 0 3 1.7
Solvang 137-420-049 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
Solvang 137-290-022 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.6
Solvang 137-410-010 3 3 1 2 0 3 1.5
Solvang 137-410-024 3 3 1 1 0 3 1.3
Solvang 137-410-012 3 2 1 1 0 3 1.2
Solvang 137-420-035 3 1 1 1 0 3 1.2
UCSB 073-120-014 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
UCSB 073-090-056 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
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UCSB 073-090-074 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
UCSB 073-120-013 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.7
UCSB 073-090-029 3 3 3 0 3 3 0 2.6
UCSB 071-200-017 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.4
UCSB 073-450-001 2 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.0
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Carpinteria 004-008-067 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Carpinteria 001-261-004 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Carpinteria 004-004-031 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Carpinteria 004-005-005 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Carpinteria 004-007-057 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Carpinteria 001-070-036 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 001-170-020 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 001-291-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 004-005-003 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 004-005-004 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 001-170-018 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Carpinteria 001-010-001 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
Carpinteria 001-060-001 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
Carpinteria 001-060-040 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
Carpinteria 003-010-007 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
Carpinteria 004-003-003 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
Carpinteria 004-003-011 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
Carpinteria 004-004-038 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
Carpinteria 004-007-056 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
Carpinteria 003-530-007 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.4
Carpinteria 001-070-025 3 3 3 1 1 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 001-060-028 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
Carpinteria 001-060-029 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
Carpinteria 001-080-030 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 001-080-035 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 003-370-010 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 003-520-003 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 001-060-059 3 3 1 2 2 3 0 2.1
Carpinteria 004-003-008 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 1.9
Carpinteria 001-080-033 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.9
Carpinteria 001-080-040 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
Carpinteria 004-013-011 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 1.7
Carpinteria 001-060-060 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.7
Carpinteria 001-080-002 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
Carpinteria 001-080-041 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
Carpinteria 004-004-028 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
Carpinteria 003-340-008 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.6
Carpinteria 001-070-015 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.5
Carpinteria 004-004-035 3 1 1 0 1 3 0 1.5
Carpinteria 004-013-003 2 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.5
Carpinteria 001-080-042 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
Carpinteria 004-004-043 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 059-140-029 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 065-040-017 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 065-180-044 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 069-060-020 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 069-350-032 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 073-090-065 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-029 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 155-180-079 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 069-540-039 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 069-580-037 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 069-291-001 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-550-052 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 2.9
County of Santa Barbara 061-051-032 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
County of Santa Barbara 065-371-006 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
County of Santa Barbara 077-480-062 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 2.8
County of Santa Barbara 059-140-023 3 1 3 2 3 3 3 2.8
County of Santa Barbara 065-560-037 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.8

Cooperating Entity APN

Ranking Score
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County of Santa Barbara 004-003-001 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-037 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-220-009 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 065-373-007 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 065-441-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 067-120-017 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 067-291-003 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 069-350-031 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 069-431-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 069-640-049 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 069-680-050 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-008 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-011 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 073-090-074 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-059 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-010-009 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-024 3 2 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 073-630-038 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 059-040-021 3 1 3 1 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-030 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 067-291-001 3 1 3 1 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 067-440-065 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 061-051-031 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 061-220-008 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-680-053 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-009 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-010 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 061-061-025 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 065-180-069 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 067-450-055 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-401-001 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-790-002 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 071-140-071 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 071-140-072 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 073-620-023 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 059-140-006 3 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 069-680-049 3 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-023 3 2 3 1 2 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 065-620-041 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 067-100-027 3 2 3 1 2 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 067-440-066 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 069-790-001 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 069-790-016 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-001 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-002 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-003 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-010 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-011 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-026 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 061-220-007 2 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 065-040-041 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 065-110-004 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 065-690-049 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-020-008 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-525-047 2 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-590-057 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-013 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-016 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-017 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
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County of Santa Barbara 069-800-018 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 071-140-048 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 071-140-064 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 155-180-073 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 155-180-074 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 067-130-015 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-100-004 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 067-030-037 3 2 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 061-051-033 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 061-062-016 1 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 065-030-013 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 065-040-026 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-027 3 3 3 1 1 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 061-131-014 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 061-420-014 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-040-040 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-710-012 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 067-490-014 3 1 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-590-053 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-003 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-014 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-027 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-039 3 2 1 3 1 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 061-061-019 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-010-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 067-230-010 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 067-412-025 3 3 3 2 0 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-010-021 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-790-015 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-006 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-025 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 061-170-001 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 067-030-054 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 067-230-026 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 067-480-001 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-005 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 061-010-008 2 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-038 3 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-400-008 3 3 1 3 0 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-021-046 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-002 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-008 3 2 1 3 0 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-160-028 1 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 069-810-015 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-031 2 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-015 2 3 3 1 0 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-014 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-025 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-026 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 005-320-024 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 065-010-001 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-003 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-007 1 3 1 1 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-008 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-320-042 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-050-008 3 2 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-032 2 3 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-012 3 1 3 0 0 3 3 1.9
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County of Santa Barbara 069-391-001 3 1 3 0 0 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-810-012 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-031 1 2 3 1 0 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-024 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-001 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-210-009 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-260-018 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 061-081-015 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-110-023 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-110-024 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-110-025 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-140-044 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-180-009 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-180-010 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-200-006 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-200-007 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-240-086 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-240-088 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 135-240-089 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 149-290-004 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 149-290-025 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 149-300-010 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 149-310-003 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-320-041 3 3 1 0 2 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 065-010-003 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 065-030-012 3 3 1 0 2 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-007 3 2 1 3 0 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 135-082-022 3 2 1 3 0 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 004-013-011 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 005-320-038 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-140-029 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 135-082-020 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-011 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-024 3 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-009 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 065-080-010 3 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 149-051-004 3 3 1 2 0 3 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 149-290-005 3 3 1 2 0 3 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 149-310-005 3 3 1 2 0 3 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 069-525-022 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 135-064-018 3 2 1 2 0 3 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 004-013-003 2 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 067-130-010 3 1 1 0 1 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 005-210-026 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-280-025 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-280-041 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-012 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-004 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-057 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 135-082-024 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 149-010-070 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 149-290-007 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-030 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-027 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-006 1 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-380-034 3 3 1 1 0 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 135-161-016 3 3 1 1 0 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 149-052-007 3 3 1 1 0 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 149-290-001 3 3 1 1 0 3 1.3
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County of Santa Barbara 005-280-040 3 3 1 2 0 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 149-010-023 3 3 1 2 0 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 149-052-008 2 3 1 1 0 3 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 065-090-031 1 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 005-270-019 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 005-380-035 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 005-390-019 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 005-390-021 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-048 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 135-071-006 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 135-071-014 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 149-140-066 3 3 1 0 0 0 0.7
County of Santa Barbara 005-280-015 2 3 1 0 0 0 0.6
CVWD 001-020-021 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
CVWD 004-008-067 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
CVWD 155-170-029 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
CVWD 155-180-079 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
CVWD 001-261-004 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
CVWD 004-004-031 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
CVWD 004-005-005 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
CVWD 004-007-057 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
CVWD 001-070-036 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 001-170-020 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 001-291-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 004-003-001 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 004-005-003 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 004-005-004 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 155-170-059 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 001-170-018 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
CVWD 001-010-001 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 001-020-006 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-020-008 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-020-011 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-020-015 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-020-022 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-020-031 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-020-033 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-020-041 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-030-022 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-030-030 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-060-001 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-060-040 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-060-043 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-060-044 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-060-053 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-060-057 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 003-010-007 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 004-003-003 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 004-003-010 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 004-003-011 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 004-004-037 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 004-004-038 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 004-007-056 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 005-310-026 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 155-180-073 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 155-180-074 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-020-032 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.4
CVWD 003-530-007 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.4
CVWD 001-020-030 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.3
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CVWD 001-060-042 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-070-025 3 3 3 1 1 3 3 2.3
CVWD 001-030-023 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-030-031 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-030-035 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-060-028 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-060-029 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-080-030 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 001-080-035 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 003-370-010 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 004-002-027 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 004-002-039 3 2 1 3 1 3 3 2.3
CVWD 004-004-018 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 004-004-032 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 001-030-028 3 2 1 2 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 005-310-025 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.2
CVWD 003-520-003 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.2
CVWD 001-220-100 3 2 3 3 0 3 2.1
CVWD 001-060-059 3 3 1 2 2 3 0 2.1
CVWD 001-020-010 3 3 1 3 1 3 0 2.0
CVWD 001-080-007 3 3 1 3 1 3 0 2.0
CVWD 001-080-008 3 3 1 3 1 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-002-031 2 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-002-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-002-014 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-002-025 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-002-026 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-004-012 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-004-013 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-004-026 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-004-027 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 005-320-024 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-002-003 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 1.9
CVWD 004-003-007 1 3 1 1 3 3 0 1.9
CVWD 004-003-008 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 1.9
CVWD 005-320-042 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 1.9
CVWD 001-010-021 3 0 1 1 1 3 3 1.9
CVWD 001-030-027 3 3 1 2 1 3 0 1.9
CVWD 001-080-033 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.9
CVWD 004-002-032 2 3 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
CVWD 001-080-031 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.8
CVWD 001-080-046 3 3 3 1 0 3 0 1.8
CVWD 005-310-024 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.8
CVWD 001-080-040 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
CVWD 001-090-047 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
CVWD 004-004-014 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
CVWD 005-320-041 3 3 1 0 2 3 0 1.8
CVWD 005-310-007 3 2 1 3 0 3 1.7
CVWD 155-260-027 3 2 1 3 0 3 1.7
CVWD 004-013-011 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 1.7
CVWD 005-320-038 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 1.7
CVWD 001-020-039 2 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.7
CVWD 001-060-027 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.7
CVWD 001-060-060 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.7
CVWD 001-080-002 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
CVWD 001-080-041 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
CVWD 001-080-044 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.7
CVWD 004-004-028 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
CVWD 001-040-011 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
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CVWD 155-170-011 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
CVWD 155-200-095 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
CVWD 155-260-033 3 1 1 3 0 3 1.6
CVWD 001-030-021 3 2 1 2 0 3 0 1.6
CVWD 001-030-033 3 2 1 2 0 3 0 1.6
CVWD 001-030-036 3 2 1 2 0 3 0 1.6
CVWD 001-080-039 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.6
CVWD 003-340-008 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.6
CVWD 004-002-024 3 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.6
CVWD 001-080-032 3 3 1 2 0 3 1.5
CVWD 001-070-015 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.5
CVWD 001-080-019 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.5
CVWD 001-220-099 3 2 1 2 0 3 1.5
CVWD 001-230-059 3 2 1 2 0 3 1.5
CVWD 004-004-035 3 1 1 0 1 3 0 1.5
CVWD 004-013-003 2 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.5
CVWD 001-040-012 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 001-080-011 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 001-090-028 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 001-090-030 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 001-090-032 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 004-004-015 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 004-004-016 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 005-280-025 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 005-280-041 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 005-310-012 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 005-430-004 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 005-430-057 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 155-200-096 3 1 1 2 0 3 1.4
CVWD 001-160-015 3 2 1 3 0 0 1.4
CVWD 001-080-042 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
CVWD 004-002-030 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
CVWD 004-004-043 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
CVWD 005-430-027 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
CVWD 004-003-006 1 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.3
CVWD 001-220-101 3 1 3 0 0 3 1.3
CVWD 001-160-031 3 0 1 3 0 0 1.2
CVWD 001-200-029 3 1 1 1 0 3 1.2
CVWD 001-220-093 3 1 1 1 0 3 1.2
CVWD 005-280-040 3 3 1 2 0 0 1.2
CVWD 001-101-030 3 2 1 2 0 0 1.1
CVWD 005-270-019 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
CVWD 005-390-019 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
CVWD 005-390-021 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
CVWD 005-430-048 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
CVWD 001-200-023 3 1 1 2 0 0 1.1
CVWD 001-220-017 3 1 1 2 0 0 1.1
CVWD 001-440-005 3 1 1 2 0 0 1.1
CVWD 001-030-037 3 2 1 0 0 3 1.0
CVWD 001-220-083 3 2 1 0 0 3 1.0
CVWD 001-200-024 3 1 1 0 0 3 0.9
CVWD 001-440-003 3 1 1 1 0 0 0.8
CVWD 001-450-007 3 1 1 1 0 0 0.8
CVWD 001-090-037 3 3 1 0 0 0 0.7
CVWD 004-004-001 3 3 1 0 0 0 0.7
CVWD 004-004-042 3 3 1 0 0 0 0.7
CVWD 001-040-039 3 2 1 0 0 0 0.7
CVWD 001-101-049 3 2 1 0 0 0 0.7
CVWD 001-040-038 3 1 1 0 0 0 0.6
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CVWD 005-280-015 2 3 1 0 0 0 0.6
Goleta 069-153-001 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 073-090-065 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 077-060-014 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 077-361-011 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 077-470-051 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 077-470-052 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 079-322-001 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 079-332-014 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 069-322-011 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Goleta 069-560-032 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Goleta 073-195-023 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Goleta 073-230-049 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Goleta 069-463-003 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 2.8
Goleta 077-480-062 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 2.8
Goleta 073-260-021 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.8
Goleta 079-445-001 3 2 3 3 2 3 3 2.8
Goleta 065-050-029 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 069-362-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-010-006 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-090-026 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-090-069 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-090-074 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-120-013 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-440-020 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 077-160-020 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 077-160-061 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 077-331-017 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 079-210-045 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 069-413-010 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-630-038 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 2.7
Goleta 069-142-039 3 1 3 1 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 069-090-049 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 069-650-049 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 073-221-022 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 069-401-001 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 071-130-009 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 071-330-003 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 073-070-035 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 073-610-007 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 079-010-006 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 079-210-022 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 079-210-069 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 079-395-015 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 065-050-027 1 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 071-090-084 3 3 3 1 2 3 3 2.5
Goleta 073-440-021 3 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.5
Goleta 079-395-016 3 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.5
Goleta 071-330-011 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 069-070-051 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 069-525-047 2 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.4
Goleta 069-560-030 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 071-140-064 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
Goleta 071-330-013 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 073-030-005 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 077-060-045 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
Goleta 069-100-004 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.4
Goleta 073-330-055 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Goleta 073-010-010 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
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Goleta 077-060-016 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
Goleta 077-060-038 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
Goleta 079-010-008 2 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.3
Goleta 071-102-001 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 071-220-016 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 071-270-001 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 071-330-004 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 079-553-023 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 079-554-023 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 073-010-007 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 073-120-059 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 073-140-012 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 073-440-006 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.2
Goleta 079-210-075 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.2
Goleta 077-160-009 3 3 3 3 0 3 2.1
Goleta 069-560-031 2 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.1
Goleta 073-440-027 3 3 1 3 0 3 3 2.1
Goleta 073-480-014 2 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.1
Goleta 077-160-053 3 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.1
Goleta 071-010-011 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.1
Goleta 073-010-002 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.1
Goleta 079-010-005 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.1
Goleta 079-553-024 2 1 1 0 3 3 3 2.1
Goleta 069-463-017 2 3 1 3 0 3 3 2.0
Goleta 073-010-003 3 3 1 1 1 3 3 2.0
Goleta 073-480-065 1 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.0
Goleta 065-010-001 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.0
Goleta 073-470-027 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.0
Goleta 073-470-031 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 2.0
Goleta 077-160-054 1 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.0
Goleta 079-553-025 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 2.0
Goleta 069-050-008 3 2 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
Goleta 069-670-012 2 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.9
Goleta 073-480-067 2 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.9
Goleta 069-070-038 3 2 1 1 2 3 0 1.9
Goleta 069-391-001 3 1 3 0 0 3 3 1.9
Goleta 071-140-062 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.9
Goleta 071-220-031 2 3 1 2 0 3 3 1.9
Goleta 073-330-033 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.8
Goleta 073-330-034 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.8
Goleta 073-330-035 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.8
Goleta 073-470-030 2 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.8
Goleta 073-020-024 1 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
Goleta 073-330-057 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.7
Goleta 073-480-066 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.6
Goleta 079-551-014 1 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.5
Goleta 079-210-070 3 3 3 0 0 3 1.4
Goleta 077-020-045 3 1 1 1 0 3 0 1.4
Goleta 079-210-071 3 2 3 0 0 3 1.4
Goleta 079-210-059 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
Goleta 065-090-031 1 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.2
Goleta 079-210-074 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
Guadalupe 113-450-004 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
Guadalupe 113-450-005 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
Guadalupe 113-450-006 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.7
Guadalupe 113-450-007 3 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.5
Guadalupe 113-040-001 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Guadalupe 113-040-004 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Guadalupe 113-040-023 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
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Guadalupe 115-140-014 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Guadalupe 115-202-013 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.3
Guadalupe 113-450-009 3 3 1 3 0 3 3 2.1
Guadalupe 113-450-008 3 3 1 2 0 3 1.5
MWD 005-210-009 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
MWD 005-260-018 3 3 1 3 0 3 1.8
MWD 005-210-026 3 3 1 3 0 0 1.4
MWD 005-380-034 3 3 1 1 0 3 1.3
MWD 005-380-035 3 3 1 0 0 3 1.1
UCSB 073-090-065 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
UCSB 073-090-026 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
UCSB 073-090-069 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
UCSB 073-090-074 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
UCSB 073-120-013 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
UCSB 073-630-038 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 2.7
UCSB 073-620-023 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.6
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Buellton 099-670-004 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Buellton 099-251-075 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Buellton 099-251-076 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Buellton 099-251-077 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Buellton 099-690-003 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Buellton 099-251-021 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Buellton 099-690-034 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Buellton 099-284-001 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.6
Buellton 099-285-001 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.6
Buellton 099-480-075 3 2 3 1 3 3 3 2.6
Buellton 099-261-027 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.5
Buellton 099-293-001 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
Buellton 099-300-026 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
Buellton 099-550-077 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Buellton 137-200-094 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Buellton 099-480-055 3 2 3 0 3 3 3 2.4
Buellton 137-700-001 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Buellton 099-263-001 1 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.2
Buellton 099-660-032 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Buellton 099-860-007 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Buellton 099-910-021 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Buellton 099-273-001 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.1
Buellton 099-380-056 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
Buellton 099-850-013 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
Buellton 099-830-038 3 3 1 2 1 3 3 2.0
Buellton 099-550-025 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
Buellton 137-790-009 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 1.7
Buellton 099-450-012 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 1.5
Carpinteria 003-230-018 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Carpinteria 003-323-001 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Carpinteria 003-332-015 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Carpinteria 004-008-067 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Carpinteria 001-261-004 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Carpinteria 004-004-031 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Carpinteria 004-005-005 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Carpinteria 004-005-012 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Carpinteria 004-007-057 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Carpinteria 003-101-026 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
Carpinteria 004-004-020 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
Carpinteria 001-070-036 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 001-170-020 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 001-291-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 003-450-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 004-005-004 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 004-009-053 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 004-011-043 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 004-047-041 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 004-105-024 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Carpinteria 003-510-003 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 2.6
Carpinteria 003-590-039 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 2.6
Carpinteria 001-060-001 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
Carpinteria 001-060-040 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
Carpinteria 004-003-003 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
Carpinteria 004-003-011 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
Carpinteria 004-004-012 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
Carpinteria 004-004-021 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Carpinteria 004-004-037 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Carpinteria 004-004-038 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
Carpinteria 004-005-003 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Carpinteria 001-070-012 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6

Cooperating Entity APN

Ranking Score

Table G-11. Treatment Identified Projects (Phase I)
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Carpinteria 001-170-018 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Carpinteria 003-280-001 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Carpinteria 003-501-001 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Carpinteria 001-060-028 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
Carpinteria 001-060-029 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
Carpinteria 003-510-001 3 3 3 1 2 3 3 2.5
Carpinteria 004-005-007 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Carpinteria 004-005-008 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Carpinteria 004-005-011 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Carpinteria 004-007-056 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Carpinteria 004-105-016 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
Carpinteria 004-004-045 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
Carpinteria 001-010-001 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 003-010-007 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 003-530-007 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 004-003-008 3 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.3
Carpinteria 004-105-022 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 004-105-026 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 004-112-030 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 003-230-006 3 3 3 3 0 3 3 2.3
Carpinteria 001-060-059 3 3 1 2 2 3 0 2.2
Carpinteria 001-070-025 3 3 3 1 1 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 004-005-010 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 004-105-019 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 004-112-028 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 001-080-030 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 001-080-035 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 003-370-010 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Carpinteria 004-005-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
Carpinteria 003-010-003 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
Carpinteria 003-142-032 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
Carpinteria 003-280-014 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.1
Carpinteria 003-520-003 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.1
Carpinteria 004-006-072 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
Carpinteria 004-047-040 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.1
Carpinteria 004-105-011 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.1
Carpinteria 004-105-018 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
Carpinteria 004-004-030 1 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.0
Carpinteria 004-014-031 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
Carpinteria 004-105-027 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
Carpinteria 003-370-014 1 3 3 0 2 3 3 1.8
Carpinteria 004-013-011 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 1.8
Carpinteria 001-060-060 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.7
Carpinteria 001-080-033 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
Carpinteria 004-047-017 2 3 3 0 0 3 3 1.6
Carpinteria 001-070-015 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.6
Carpinteria 001-080-002 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.4
Carpinteria 001-080-041 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.4
Carpinteria 001-080-042 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
Carpinteria 004-004-028 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.4
Carpinteria 004-004-043 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
Carpinteria 004-013-003 2 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.4
Carpinteria 004-004-035 3 1 1 0 1 3 0 1.4
Carpinteria 004-047-016 1 3 3 0 0 3 3 1.3
Carpinteria 004-041-019 2 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.3
Carpinteria 003-191-006 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.2
Carpinteria 003-340-008 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.2
Carpinteria 004-047-010 1 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 059-140-029 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 065-040-017 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
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County of Santa Barbara 065-180-044 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 069-060-020 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 069-350-032 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 073-090-065 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 155-180-079 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
County of Santa Barbara 065-461-005 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-291-001 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-540-039 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-580-037 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2.9
County of Santa Barbara 073-120-013 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
County of Santa Barbara 004-009-053 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-037 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 065-373-007 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 065-441-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 067-120-017 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 067-291-003 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 069-350-031 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 069-431-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 073-090-056 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 073-090-074 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 075-010-003 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 075-010-013 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 075-010-022 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 075-010-028 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 075-010-037 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 075-010-040 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 075-091-041 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 075-163-018 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 077-480-062 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 079-261-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-029 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 2.7
County of Santa Barbara 065-560-037 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-550-052 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 073-630-038 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-001 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-003 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-010 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-011 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 061-220-009 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 065-040-041 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-640-049 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-680-050 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-008 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-011 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 071-140-064 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 155-170-059 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 155-180-073 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 155-180-074 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 049-030-035 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 059-040-021 3 2 3 1 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 059-140-023 3 1 3 2 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-024 3 2 3 1 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 061-220-012 3 2 3 1 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 065-540-045 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 071-200-017 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 073-090-029 3 3 3 0 3 3 0 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 073-090-071 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 075-181-035 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 061-051-032 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 065-371-006 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.5
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County of Santa Barbara 004-002-027 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-030 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 061-010-009 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-030 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 061-061-025 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 065-180-069 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 065-320-008 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 067-440-065 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 067-450-055 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 069-020-008 3 2 1 3 3 3 0 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 069-790-002 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 071-140-071 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 071-140-072 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 073-620-023 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 075-020-035 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 075-092-030 3 3 3 1 2 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 075-223-003 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 069-401-001 3 2 3 0 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 067-291-001 3 1 3 1 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 004-005-001 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 061-051-031 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 061-220-008 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 065-600-087 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-680-049 3 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-680-053 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-009 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-010 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-008 3 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-026 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-032 3 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-023 3 2 3 1 2 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-038 3 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 061-210-017 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 061-220-010 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 061-380-029 3 2 1 2 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-030-013 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-040-026 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-110-004 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-590-077 3 2 1 2 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-600-086 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-680-038 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-680-049 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-690-049 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-700-016 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 067-030-037 3 1 1 3 3 3 0 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 067-100-027 3 2 3 1 2 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 067-440-066 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-590-057 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-013 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-016 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-017 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-018 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 071-140-048 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 075-010-039 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 075-163-017 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 059-140-006 3 2 1 3 2 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-027 3 3 3 1 1 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 065-620-041 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 069-100-004 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 069-790-001 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
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County of Santa Barbara 069-790-016 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-001 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-002 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 075-192-005 2 3 3 1 2 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 075-192-006 3 3 3 1 1 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 075-202-041 1 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 079-284-007 3 1 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-014 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-025 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-026 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 004-005-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 005-020-025 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 005-020-055 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 005-320-024 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 055-010-023 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 059-020-062 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 061-061-019 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 061-261-001 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 063-051-004 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 063-160-004 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 065-010-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 065-090-031 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 065-590-080 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 065-590-082 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 065-630-026 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 067-130-015 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 069-010-021 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 069-790-015 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-006 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 069-810-021 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 073-090-072 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 067-412-025 3 3 3 2 0 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-220-007 2 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 069-525-047 2 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-003 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-031 2 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-025 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 005-320-042 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-051-033 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-131-014 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-152-001 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-170-001 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 061-420-014 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 065-040-040 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 065-240-073 3 2 1 2 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 065-590-081 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 065-710-012 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 067-230-010 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 069-590-053 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-003 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-014 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 075-051-022 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 005-020-053 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 005-680-021 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 023-300-007 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 049-030-043 3 2 1 0 3 3 0 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 055-010-019 3 1 1 1 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 063-160-002 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 065-240-072 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
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County of Santa Barbara 065-610-034 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 067-030-054 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 067-230-026 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 067-480-001 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 067-490-014 3 1 1 1 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 069-191-011 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 079-090-006 3 1 1 1 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-039 3 2 1 3 1 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 061-062-016 1 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 063-150-015 3 3 1 2 1 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 075-010-014 2 3 3 1 1 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 075-091-042 3 3 3 1 0 3 3 2.0
County of Santa Barbara 055-010-018 3 1 1 2 2 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 055-010-026 3 1 1 2 2 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-032 2 3 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 004-014-031 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-320-041 3 3 1 0 2 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 061-021-046 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-002 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 065-030-012 3 3 1 0 2 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 065-230-012 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 065-610-035 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-800-005 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-810-015 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-030-003 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-080-017 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 005-132-026 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 063-160-015 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-050-008 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-050-017 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 069-182-020 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 077-060-041 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 153-400-008 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 061-400-008 3 3 1 3 0 3 3 1.9
County of Santa Barbara 061-363-001 3 3 3 0 0 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 063-131-001 3 1 1 3 1 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 069-050-002 3 1 1 3 1 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 004-003-007 1 3 1 1 3 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 004-013-011 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-320-038 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-046 3 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 075-101-026 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 005-090-052 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 055-010-027 3 1 3 0 1 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 063-122-008 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 065-590-079 2 2 1 0 3 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 079-090-007 3 1 1 1 2 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 079-090-038 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 079-282-009 3 1 1 1 2 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 079-293-006 3 1 1 1 2 3 3 1.8
County of Santa Barbara 023-300-022 3 0 1 0 3 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-008 3 2 1 3 0 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-015 2 3 3 1 0 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 065-280-001 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 075-020-007 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 075-091-020 2 3 3 1 0 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 075-101-009 2 3 3 1 0 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 079-282-008 3 1 1 2 1 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-024 3 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 005-020-056 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
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County of Santa Barbara 005-110-008 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-160-028 1 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 061-210-018 3 2 1 1 1 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 063-160-028 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 065-010-001 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 065-080-010 3 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 069-810-012 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 137-690-014 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
County of Santa Barbara 005-133-041 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-210-074 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 023-300-023 3 1 1 0 2 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 061-010-008 2 1 1 0 3 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 065-590-078 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 011-200-033 2 3 3 0 0 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 063-122-007 3 1 1 3 0 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-310-024 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-004 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-001 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 061-240-013 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 065-240-069 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 065-680-052 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-525-022 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 075-072-003 2 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 075-163-012 2 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.6
County of Santa Barbara 005-020-054 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 005-580-006 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-012 3 1 3 0 0 3 3 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 067-130-010 3 2 1 0 1 3 0 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 069-391-001 3 1 3 0 0 3 3 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 137-380-032 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 1.5
County of Santa Barbara 004-002-030 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 004-013-003 2 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-027 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-054 1 3 1 0 2 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 061-140-029 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 063-160-032 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 013-210-043 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 023-051-021 3 1 1 0 1 3 0 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 055-010-020 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 063-160-001 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 065-010-003 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 1.4
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-031 1 2 3 1 0 3 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 075-071-004 1 3 3 0 0 3 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-011 2 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-080-011 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-080-021 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 005-600-018 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 009-021-001 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 049-270-004 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 059-440-004 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 061-010-003 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-050-005 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.3
County of Santa Barbara 061-010-004 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 061-040-009 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.2
County of Santa Barbara 005-020-050 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 023-040-007 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 023-051-025 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 023-101-006 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 023-290-007 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 055-070-032 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1.1
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County of Santa Barbara 004-003-006 1 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-019 1 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 075-033-003 1 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.1
County of Santa Barbara 059-380-022 3 0 1 0 0 3 3 1.0
County of Santa Barbara 005-430-053 1 3 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
County of Santa Barbara 075-033-002 1 3 1 0 0 3 3 0.9
CVWD 001-020-021 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
CVWD 003-230-018 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
CVWD 003-323-001 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
CVWD 003-332-015 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
CVWD 004-008-067 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
CVWD 155-180-079 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
CVWD 001-261-004 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
CVWD 004-004-031 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
CVWD 004-005-005 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
CVWD 004-005-012 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
CVWD 004-007-057 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
CVWD 003-101-026 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
CVWD 004-004-020 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2.8
CVWD 001-070-036 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 001-170-020 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 001-291-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 003-450-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 004-005-004 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 004-009-053 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 004-011-043 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 004-047-041 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 004-105-024 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 155-170-029 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 2.7
CVWD 003-510-003 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 2.6
CVWD 003-590-039 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 2.6
CVWD 001-020-006 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-020-008 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-020-011 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-020-015 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-020-022 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-020-031 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-020-033 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-020-041 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-030-022 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-030-030 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-060-001 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-060-040 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-060-043 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-060-044 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-060-053 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-060-057 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 004-003-001 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
CVWD 004-003-003 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 004-003-010 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 004-003-011 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 004-004-012 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 004-004-021 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
CVWD 004-004-037 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
CVWD 004-004-038 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 004-005-003 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
CVWD 155-170-059 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
CVWD 155-180-073 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 155-180-074 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
CVWD 001-070-012 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
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CVWD 001-170-018 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
CVWD 003-280-001 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
CVWD 003-501-001 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
CVWD 001-030-023 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 001-030-031 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 001-030-035 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 001-060-028 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 001-060-029 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 003-510-001 3 3 3 1 2 3 3 2.5
CVWD 004-002-027 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 004-004-018 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 004-004-032 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 004-005-007 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
CVWD 004-005-008 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
CVWD 004-005-011 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
CVWD 004-007-056 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
CVWD 004-105-016 2 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.5
CVWD 005-430-030 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
CVWD 001-020-030 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-060-042 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 004-004-045 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
CVWD 004-005-001 2 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.4
CVWD 001-010-001 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 001-030-028 3 2 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 003-010-007 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 003-530-007 3 3 3 0 2 3 3 2.3
CVWD 004-003-008 3 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 004-105-022 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 004-105-026 2 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 004-112-030 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 005-310-026 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
CVWD 005-430-032 3 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.3
CVWD 003-230-006 3 3 3 3 0 3 3 2.3
CVWD 001-020-032 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.2
CVWD 001-060-059 3 3 1 2 2 3 0 2.2
CVWD 001-070-025 3 3 3 1 1 3 3 2.2
CVWD 004-005-010 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 004-105-019 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 004-112-028 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 001-080-030 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 001-080-035 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 003-370-010 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
CVWD 004-002-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 004-002-014 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 004-002-025 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 004-002-026 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 004-004-013 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 004-004-026 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 004-004-027 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 004-005-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 005-320-024 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
CVWD 001-020-010 3 3 1 3 1 3 0 2.1
CVWD 001-080-007 3 3 1 3 1 3 0 2.1
CVWD 001-080-008 3 3 1 3 1 3 0 2.1
CVWD 003-010-003 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
CVWD 003-142-032 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
CVWD 003-280-014 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.1
CVWD 003-520-003 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.1
CVWD 004-002-003 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 2.1
CVWD 004-002-031 2 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.1
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CVWD 004-006-072 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
CVWD 004-047-040 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.1
CVWD 004-105-011 1 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.1
CVWD 004-105-018 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
CVWD 005-310-025 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.1
CVWD 005-320-042 3 3 1 1 2 3 0 2.1
CVWD 001-030-027 3 3 1 2 1 3 0 2.0
CVWD 001-080-046 3 3 3 1 0 3 0 2.0
CVWD 004-002-039 3 2 1 3 1 3 3 2.0
CVWD 004-004-030 1 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.0
CVWD 004-002-032 2 3 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
CVWD 004-014-031 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
CVWD 004-105-027 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
CVWD 005-320-041 3 3 1 0 2 3 0 1.9
CVWD 001-080-031 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.9
CVWD 003-370-014 1 3 3 0 2 3 3 1.8
CVWD 004-003-007 1 3 1 1 3 3 0 1.8
CVWD 004-013-011 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 1.8
CVWD 005-320-038 3 3 1 1 1 3 0 1.8
CVWD 005-430-046 3 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.8
CVWD 001-060-027 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.7
CVWD 001-060-060 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.7
CVWD 001-080-044 3 3 1 2 0 3 0 1.7
CVWD 001-080-033 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
CVWD 004-002-024 3 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.7
CVWD 001-020-039 2 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.6
CVWD 001-030-021 3 2 1 2 0 3 0 1.6
CVWD 001-030-033 3 2 1 2 0 3 0 1.6
CVWD 001-030-036 3 2 1 2 0 3 0 1.6
CVWD 004-047-017 2 3 3 0 0 3 3 1.6
CVWD 001-070-015 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.6
CVWD 001-080-019 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.6
CVWD 005-310-024 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.6
CVWD 005-430-004 3 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.6
CVWD 001-010-021 3 1 1 1 1 3 3 1.5
CVWD 001-080-002 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.4
CVWD 001-080-041 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.4
CVWD 001-080-042 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
CVWD 004-002-030 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
CVWD 004-004-028 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.4
CVWD 004-004-043 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
CVWD 004-013-003 2 3 1 0 1 3 0 1.4
CVWD 005-430-027 3 3 1 0 0 3 0 1.4
CVWD 005-430-054 1 3 1 0 2 3 0 1.4
CVWD 004-004-035 3 1 1 0 1 3 0 1.4
CVWD 004-047-016 1 3 3 0 0 3 3 1.3
CVWD 004-041-019 2 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.3
CVWD 005-430-011 2 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.3
CVWD 001-080-039 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.3
CVWD 005-600-018 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.3
CVWD 003-191-006 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.2
CVWD 003-340-008 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.2
CVWD 004-003-006 1 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.1
CVWD 004-047-010 1 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.1
CVWD 005-430-019 1 3 1 1 0 3 0 1.1
CVWD 005-430-053 1 3 1 0 0 3 0 0.9
Goleta 069-153-001 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 073-090-065 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 077-060-014 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 077-361-011 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
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Goleta 077-470-051 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 077-470-052 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 079-322-001 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 079-332-014 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 079-442-023 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
Goleta 069-322-011 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Goleta 069-560-032 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Goleta 073-120-013 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Goleta 073-195-023 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Goleta 073-230-049 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Goleta 079-210-051 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2.9
Goleta 069-413-010 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 2.8
Goleta 069-463-003 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 2.8
Goleta 065-050-029 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 069-090-056 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 069-362-001 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-090-026 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-090-069 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-090-074 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 077-160-020 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 077-160-061 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 077-170-015 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 077-331-017 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 077-480-062 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 2.7
Goleta 073-260-021 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 073-630-038 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 2.6
Goleta 079-445-001 3 2 3 3 2 3 3 2.6
Goleta 069-070-051 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 069-090-052 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
Goleta 069-730-046 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 069-760-043 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 071-140-064 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
Goleta 073-010-006 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 073-010-011 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 073-440-020 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 077-060-045 3 3 1 3 3 3 0 2.6
Goleta 079-210-045 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 071-130-009 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 073-090-071 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 073-610-007 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 079-210-022 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 079-210-024 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 079-210-069 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 079-395-015 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Goleta 069-070-037 3 2 1 3 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 071-090-084 3 3 3 1 2 3 3 2.5
Goleta 071-330-003 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 073-070-035 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 073-330-040 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 073-330-041 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 079-010-006 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Goleta 069-401-001 3 2 3 0 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 069-142-039 3 1 3 1 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 079-560-008 3 1 3 1 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 069-070-027 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 069-070-028 3 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.4
Goleta 069-090-049 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 069-650-049 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 073-221-022 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 073-440-021 3 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.4
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Goleta 077-510-040 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.4
Goleta 077-520-018 3 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.4
Goleta 069-513-016 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Goleta 069-560-030 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Goleta 071-330-013 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Goleta 073-030-005 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Goleta 077-060-016 3 2 1 2 3 3 0 2.3
Goleta 077-160-053 3 3 1 1 3 3 0 2.3
Goleta 069-070-038 3 2 1 3 2 3 0 2.2
Goleta 069-100-004 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.2
Goleta 071-330-011 2 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 073-330-042 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.2
Goleta 079-395-016 3 2 1 3 2 3 3 2.2
Goleta 077-060-038 3 1 1 2 3 3 0 2.2
Goleta 079-491-016 3 2 3 0 2 3 3 2.2
Goleta 065-090-031 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
Goleta 071-170-079 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 071-170-080 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 073-010-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 073-010-010 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 073-120-020 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 073-120-029 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 073-120-059 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 079-010-005 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 079-551-024 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 079-553-023 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Goleta 065-050-027 1 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.1
Goleta 069-525-047 2 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.1
Goleta 069-511-011 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
Goleta 069-710-058 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
Goleta 073-010-005 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.1
Goleta 073-010-014 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.1
Goleta 073-330-055 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
Goleta 073-440-006 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.1
Goleta 077-500-056 2 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.1
Goleta 079-210-075 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.1
Goleta 079-554-023 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
Goleta 079-010-008 2 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.0
Goleta 069-160-050 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
Goleta 069-700-052 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
Goleta 069-750-043 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
Goleta 071-010-011 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
Goleta 073-010-007 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
Goleta 073-140-012 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
Goleta 077-020-045 3 3 1 0 2 3 0 1.9
Goleta 077-170-033 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
Goleta 079-210-059 3 3 1 0 2 3 0 1.9
Goleta 069-050-008 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
Goleta 077-060-041 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
Goleta 069-740-031 3 3 1 3 0 3 3 1.9
Goleta 073-440-027 3 3 1 3 0 3 3 1.9
Goleta 077-080-022 3 3 1 3 0 3 0 1.9
Goleta 069-560-031 2 3 1 1 2 3 3 1.8
Goleta 071-102-001 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 1.8
Goleta 071-190-037 2 3 1 1 2 3 3 1.8
Goleta 071-220-016 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 1.8
Goleta 071-270-001 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 1.8
Goleta 071-330-004 1 3 1 1 3 3 3 1.8
Goleta 073-010-003 3 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.8
Goleta 073-480-014 2 3 1 1 2 3 3 1.8
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Goleta 079-553-024 2 2 1 0 3 3 3 1.8
Goleta 079-553-025 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 1.8
Goleta 073-330-038 3 3 1 2 0 3 3 1.7
Goleta 065-010-001 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.7
Goleta 071-043-001 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
Goleta 071-140-062 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
Goleta 073-330-057 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
Goleta 073-470-027 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.7
Goleta 073-470-031 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.7
Goleta 079-110-040 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
Goleta 079-554-031 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
Goleta 079-560-009 3 1 3 1 0 3 3 1.7
Goleta 069-463-017 2 3 1 3 0 3 3 1.6
Goleta 069-070-040 3 1 1 3 0 3 0 1.6
Goleta 077-160-054 1 3 3 0 1 3 3 1.6
Goleta 069-670-012 2 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.6
Goleta 073-330-033 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.6
Goleta 073-330-034 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.6
Goleta 073-330-035 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.6
Goleta 073-480-065 1 3 1 1 2 3 3 1.6
Goleta 073-480-067 2 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.6
Goleta 069-391-001 3 1 3 0 0 3 3 1.5
Goleta 071-220-031 2 3 1 2 0 3 3 1.5
Goleta 071-010-009 2 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.4
Goleta 071-010-010 2 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.4
Goleta 073-470-030 2 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.4
Goleta 069-050-005 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.3
Goleta 077-530-021 3 1 1 1 0 3 3 1.3
Goleta 079-554-039 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.3
Goleta 073-020-024 1 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.2
Goleta 073-120-024 1 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.2
Goleta 073-480-066 2 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.2
Goleta 079-100-028 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1.1
Goleta 079-551-014 1 3 1 0 0 3 3 0.9
Guadalupe 113-450-004 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Guadalupe 113-450-005 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Guadalupe 113-450-006 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Guadalupe 113-070-024 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Guadalupe 115-020-007 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Guadalupe 115-230-003 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Guadalupe 115-230-023 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
Guadalupe 115-103-012 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Guadalupe 113-450-007 3 3 1 3 2 3 3 2.4
Guadalupe 113-030-012 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Guadalupe 113-030-027 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
Guadalupe 113-040-001 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 113-040-004 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 113-040-023 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 113-070-020 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 113-070-023 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 113-070-025 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 113-070-030 3 3 1 0 3 3 0 2.2
Guadalupe 115-020-005 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 115-020-015 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 115-020-018 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 115-043-002 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 115-082-021 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 115-140-014 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 115-202-013 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 115-202-014 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2



Imperv-
iousness Slope Ownership

Storm Drain 
Size (if 

applicable)

Distance 
from 

Source
Source Septic 

System

Weighted 
Overall 
Score

Cooperating Entity APN

Ranking Score

Table G-11. Treatment Identified Projects (Phase I)

Guadalupe 115-230-028 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 115-230-030 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 115-230-031 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Guadalupe 115-081-012 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.1
Guadalupe 115-121-007 3 3 1 1 2 3 3 2.1
Guadalupe 113-040-002 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
Guadalupe 115-020-035 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
Guadalupe 115-020-036 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
Guadalupe 115-042-006 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
Guadalupe 115-051-009 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
Guadalupe 115-071-016 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
Guadalupe 115-103-010 2 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
Guadalupe 113-450-009 3 3 1 3 0 3 3 1.9
Guadalupe 115-033-002 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
Guadalupe 115-034-016 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.7
Guadalupe 115-042-007 1 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.7
Guadalupe 115-101-013 1 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.7
Guadalupe 115-102-002 1 3 1 0 3 3 3 1.7
Guadalupe 115-230-010 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
Guadalupe 115-035-001 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.4
Guadalupe 115-102-022 1 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.4
Guadalupe 115-061-016 1 3 3 0 0 3 3 1.3
Guadalupe 115-083-002 1 3 3 0 0 3 3 1.3
Guadalupe 115-083-003 1 3 3 0 0 3 3 1.3
MWD 005-020-025 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
MWD 005-020-055 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
MWD 009-151-006 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
MWD 005-020-053 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
MWD 005-680-021 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
MWD 005-030-003 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
MWD 005-080-017 3 1 1 0 3 3 0 1.9
MWD 005-132-026 3 1 1 0 3 3 3 1.9
MWD 005-090-052 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 1.8
MWD 009-151-007 3 2 1 0 2 3 3 1.8
MWD 005-020-056 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
MWD 005-110-008 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 1.7
MWD 005-133-041 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 1.6
MWD 005-210-074 3 1 1 0 2 3 3 1.6
MWD 011-200-033 2 3 3 0 0 3 3 1.6
MWD 005-020-054 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 1.5
MWD 005-580-006 3 2 1 0 1 3 3 1.5
MWD 015-300-001 3 3 1 0 0 3 3 1.4
MWD 013-210-043 3 1 1 0 1 3 3 1.4
MWD 005-080-011 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 1.3
MWD 005-080-021 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.3
MWD 009-021-001 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.3
MWD 005-020-050 3 1 1 0 0 3 3 1.1
Solvang 137-670-002 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2.9
Solvang 139-300-001 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
Solvang 137-670-001 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 2.7
Solvang 137-260-021 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Solvang 139-310-049 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 2.6
Solvang 137-110-062 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
Solvang 139-250-005 3 3 1 2 3 3 0 2.5
Solvang 139-490-074 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
Solvang 137-490-021 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Solvang 137-490-022 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Solvang 139-031-063 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Solvang 139-031-064 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Solvang 139-530-001 3 2 1 2 3 3 3 2.3
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Solvang 139-540-014 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 2.3
Solvang 137-290-001 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.2
Solvang 139-520-019 3 3 1 2 2 3 3 2.2
Solvang 137-310-001 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
Solvang 137-510-035 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Solvang 139-031-020 3 2 1 1 3 3 3 2.2
Solvang 137-160-062 3 2 3 1 1 3 3 2.1
Solvang 139-530-002 3 2 1 2 2 3 3 2.1
Solvang 137-290-013 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
Solvang 137-290-024 3 2 1 0 3 3 3 2.0
Solvang 139-100-048 3 1 1 2 2 3 3 1.9
Solvang 137-120-014 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
Solvang 137-250-021 3 3 1 0 2 3 3 1.9
Solvang 139-100-047 3 1 1 2 1 3 3 1.7
Solvang 139-490-069 3 3 1 1 0 3 3 1.6
Solvang 137-290-022 3 2 1 0 0 3 3 1.3
UCSB 073-090-065 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
UCSB 073-130-001 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.0
UCSB 073-120-013 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
UCSB 073-120-014 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 2.9
UCSB 073-090-026 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
UCSB 073-090-056 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
UCSB 073-090-069 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
UCSB 073-090-074 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
UCSB 073-450-003 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 2.7
UCSB 073-630-038 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 2.6
UCSB 071-200-017 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
UCSB 073-090-029 3 3 3 0 3 3 0 2.6
UCSB 073-090-071 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
UCSB 079-210-024 3 3 3 0 3 3 3 2.6
UCSB 073-620-023 3 3 1 2 3 3 3 2.5
UCSB 073-090-072 3 3 1 0 3 3 3 2.2
UCSB 073-450-001 3 3 3 0 1 3 3 2.1
UCSB 075-072-003 2 3 1 1 1 3 3 1.6
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Buellton 137-090-007 Extra large Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). Entire drainage area is outside City 
boundaries. Combine with 137-090-006.

3 1 2.1 2.1 2.1

Buellton 137-090-006 Extra large Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). Entire drainage area is outside City 
boundaries. Combine with 137-090-007.

3 1 2.1 2.1 2.1

Buellton 137-090-048 Extra large Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). Large portion of drainage area and 
majority of usable area is outside City boundaries.

3 1 2.1 1.3 1.7

Buellton 099-480-075 Extra small Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. 0 0 Fatal Flaw 2.3 0.0
Buellton 099-300-002 Extra small Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Vast majority of usable area is paved 0 0 Fatal Flaw 2.1 0.0
Buellton 099-910-021 Extra small Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. 0 0 Fatal Flaw 2.1 0.0
Buellton 137-500-019 Extra small Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. 0 0 Fatal Flaw 2.0 0.0
Buellton 099-300-004 Extra small Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. 0 0 Fatal Flaw 1.9 0.0

Buellton 099-400-069 Medium (<25%) Fatal Flaw
REMOVED. NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, 
not MS4 (MS4 drainage area is very small). Entire drainage area and 
majority of usable area is outside City boundaries.

1 0 Fatal Flaw 1.9 0.0

Buellton 137-090-005 Extra large Fatal Flaw
REMOVED. NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, 
not MS4 (MS4 drainage area is very small). Entire drainage area and 
majority of usable area is outside City boundaries.

3 0 Fatal Flaw 1.9 0.0

Buellton 099-300-029 Extra small Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. 0 0 Fatal Flaw 1.7 0.0
Buellton 099-800-026 Extra small Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. 0 0 Fatal Flaw 1.7 0.0
Buellton 137-560-008 Small (25-75%) Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Vast majority of usable area is paved 1 0 Fatal Flaw 1.7 0.0
Buellton 099-300-030 Extra small Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. 0 0 Fatal Flaw 1.4 0.0

Buellton 137-090-024 Extra large Fatal Flaw
REMOVED. NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, 
not MS4 (MS4 drainage area is very small). Entire drainage area and 
majority of usable area is outside City boundaries.

3 0 Fatal Flaw 1.4 0.0

Carpinteria 001-190-098 Small (>75%) 3 0% No issues Open land between residential area and 101 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.5 2.3

Carpinteria 001-180-026 Small (>75%) 3 0% No issues At outfall end of storm drain that runs through a housing development 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.2 2.1

Carpinteria 001-470-001 Small (>75%) 2 0% Major issues
Only about 2.5 acres of usable area since rest is distributed as roads 
between appartments, primarily drawing stormwater only from within 
parcel

2 1 0 1 1.2 2.3 1.8

Carpinteria 001-010-020 Medium (25-75%) 3 0% Major issues Narrow strip on bluff near railroad, receives water from several 
catchments through storm drains and topography 2 2 0 1 1.4 2.0 1.7

Carpinteria 001-010-022 Small (25-75%) 3 0% Major issues Narrow strip on bluff near railroad 1 2 0 1 1.1 2.2 1.6

Carpinteria 001-470-040 Extra small 2 0% Major issues Very small, adjacent to 001-190-098 and 001-470-001, so may be 
feasible if combined 0 1 0 1 0.5 2.3 1.4

Carpinteria 001-080-038 Small (<25%) 1 0% Major issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily relies on onsite runoff 0 0 0 1 0.3 2.2 1.3
Carpinteria 001-480-038 Extra small Fatal flaw 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.3 0.0
Carpinteria 001-200-025 Fatal flaw No storm drain source, only a small pipe section near parcel #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 2.1 0.0
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-004 Medium (>75%) 4 25-50% Minor issues Fairly heavy tree cover is visible, difficult to tell extent 3 2 2 2 2.4 2.8 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 097-442-021 Medium (>75%) 3 0-25% Minor issues Located on a school property 3 2 1 2 2.2 2.6 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 103-530-069 Medium (>75%) 2 0-25% No issues 3 1 1 3 2.3 2.4 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 097-371-067 Medium (>75%) 3 0-25% Major issues Fairly heavy tree cover 3 2 1 1 1.9 2.7 2.3

County of Santa Barbara 098-001-030 Small (>75%) 4 0-25% Minor issues Minor tree coverage. A portion of usable is long and narrow (and is 
likely not usable) 2 2 1 2 1.9 2.7 2.3

County of Santa Barbara 007-220-001 Small (>75%) 2 >50% Minor issues
Part of usable area is parking lot, but there is small amount of open 
space as well. MS4 diversion may need to cross stream, needs to be 
confirmed. 

2 1 3 2 2.0 2.6 2.3

County of Santa Barbara 059-140-006 Medium (25-75%) 2 0-25% No issues N/A 2 1 1 3 2.0 2.6 2.3

County of Santa Barbara 103-670-008 Small (>75%) 2 0-25% No issues Need to confirm drainage patterns in the area. Combine with 013-670-
009 2 1 1 3 2.0 2.4 2.2

Table G-12. Infiltration Ranked Projects (Phase II)

Cooperating Entity APN

Observations

Comments

Prioritization Score
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County of Santa Barbara 103-670-009 Small (>75%) 2 0-25% No issues Need to confirm drainage patterns in the area. Combine with 013-670-
008 2 1 1 3 2.0 2.4 2.2

County of Santa Barbara 097-371-009 Medium (25-75%) 2 0% Minor issues Golf course, may be difficult to find usable area. May also need to 
divert from multiple MS4s to maximize drainage area. 2 1 0 2 1.5 2.6 2.1

County of Santa Barbara 067-060-001 Small (25-75%) 3 0% Major issues Fairly heavy tree cover and small drainage area (diverting from 
receiving water is also an option) 1 2 0 1 1.1 2.8 1.9

County of Santa Barbara 097-730-021 Medium (<25%) 0% Major issues Drainage area predominately open space and outside County area 1 0 1 0.8 2.8 1.8

County of Santa Barbara 067-480-001 Medium (25-75%) 1 0-25% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). The majority of the drainage area 
is outside the County area. 

2 0 1 1 1.2 2.4 1.8

County of Santa Barbara 067-120-017 Large (<10%) 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). 1 0 1 0.8 2.7 1.8

County of Santa Barbara 097-770-032 Medium (<25%) 0% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). Majority of drainage area is 
outside County area. Minor trees/vegetation

1 0 1 0.8 2.7 1.8

County of Santa Barbara 059-130-011 Small (25-75%) 3 0% Major issues Usable area outside of County area. MS4 diversion may need to cross 
stream. Very small drainage area. 1 2 0 1 1.1 2.4 1.7

County of Santa Barbara 067-130-016 Large (<10%) 1 0-25% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). Located on a church property and 
minor tree coverage. Proposed in the GWD SWRP. 

1 0 1 1 0.8 2.5 1.7

County of Santa Barbara 067-030-032 Large (<10%) 0% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). The majority of the drainage area 
is outside the County area. 

1 0 1 0.8 2.4 1.6

County of Santa Barbara 067-312-001 Large (<10%) 0% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). The majority of the drainage area 
is outside the County area. 

1 0 1 0.8 2.4 1.6

County of Santa Barbara 077-480-062 Medium (<25%) 1 0% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). The majority of the drainage area 
is outside the County area. 

1 0 0 1 0.7 2.5 1.6

County of Santa Barbara 097-371-041 Medium (<25%) 0 0% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). The majority of the drainage area 
and usable area is outside the County area. 

1 0 0 1 0.7 2.4 1.5

County of Santa Barbara 067-440-066 Fatal flaw REMOVED. Usable area is configured such that there is not adequate 
usable area in the correct configuration. Drainage area is also small. #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 2.6 0.0

County of Santa Barbara 023-280-007 Fatal Flaw
REMOVED. Very heavy trees/vegetation. This project would also 
need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 (MS4 drainage area very 
small).

#N/A 0 Fatal Flaw 2.5 0.0

County of Santa Barbara 023-271-003 Fatal Flaw
REMOVED. The majority of the usable area is covered by parking 
lots and buildings. This project would also have the divert from the 
R/W, not MS4 (MS4 drainage area is very small). 

#N/A 0 Fatal Flaw 2.5 0.0

County of Santa Barbara 007-530-035 Fatal flaw REMOVED. Usable area is configured such that there is not adequate 
usable area in the correct configuration. Drainage area is also small. #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 2.4 0.0

County of Santa Barbara 097-093-001 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.4 0.0

County of Santa Barbara 097-371-028 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small and usable area covered by 
parking lot. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.4 0.0

County of Santa Barbara 097-371-029 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small and usable area covered by 
parking lot. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.4 0.0

CVWD 001-190-098 Small (>75%) 3 0 No issues Open land between residential area and 101 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.5 2.3
CVWD 001-020-029 Medium (<25%) Minor issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily receives hillside runoff 1 2 1.5 2.8 2.1

CVWD 001-180-026 Small (>75%) 3 0% No issues At outfall end of storm drain that runs through a housing development 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.2 2.1

CVWD 001-020-011 Medium (<25%) Minor issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily receives hillside runoff 1 2 1.5 2.5 2.0
CVWD 001-020-030 Medium (<25%) Minor issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily receives hillside runoff 1 2 1.5 2.4 1.9
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CVWD 001-020-039 Medium (<25%) Minor issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily receives hillside runoff 1 2 1.5 2.4 1.9
CVWD 001-020-038 Medium (<25%) Minor issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily receives hillside runoff 1 2 1.5 2.3 1.9
CVWD 001-020-010 Medium (<25%) Minor issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily receives hillside runoff 1 2 1.5 2.2 1.8

CVWD 001-470-001 Small (>75%) 2 0 Major issues
Only about 2.5 acres of usable area since rest is distributed as roads 
between appartments, primarily drawing stormwater only from within 
parcel

2 1 0 1 1.2 2.3 1.8

CVWD 001-010-022 Small (25-75%) 3 0% Major issues Narrow strip on bluff near railroad 1 2 0 1 1.1 2.2 1.6
CVWD 155-170-029 Large (<10%) 0 0% Minor issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily receives hillside runoff 1 0 0 2 1.0 2.2 1.6

CVWD 155-170-068 Large (<10%) 0 0% Major issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily receives hillside runoff, small 
remaining usable area 1 0 0 1 0.7 2.2 1.4

CVWD 001-470-040 Extra small 2 0 Major issues Very small, adjacent to 001-190-098 and 001-470-001, so may be 
feasible if combined 0 1 0 1 0.5 2.3 1.4

CVWD 001-080-038 Small (<25%) 1 0% Minor issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily relies on onsite runoff 0 0 0 2 0.6 2.2 1.4
CVWD 001-480-038 Fatal flaw Unusable area between apartments #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 2.3 0.0

Goleta 077-130-006 Medium (>75%) 3 0-25% No issues Should divert from MS4 just southwest of the parcel to maximize 
drainage area 3 2 1 3 2.5 2.4 2.5

Goleta 079-121-011 Medium (>75%) 3 0% Minor issues May need to divert from multiple MS4s to maximize drainage area. 3 2 0 2 2.1 2.3 2.2

Goleta 077-351-001 Small (25-75%) 3 0% No issues Minor tree cover. Fairly small drainage area. 1 2 0 3 1.7 2.4 2.0
Goleta 079-383-013 Small (>75%) 3 0% Minor issues Moderate tree/vegetation coverage 2 2 0 2 1.7 2.3 2.0

Goleta 079-121-013 Medium (25-75%) 3 0-25% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). Moderate trees/vegetation. 2 2 1 1 1.6 2.4 2.0

Goleta 079-121-004 Medium (25-75%) 3 0-25% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). Located on school property. 
Majority of drainage area outside City area.

2 2 1 1 1.6 2.3 1.9

Goleta 077-480-062 Small (25-75%) 2 0% Major issues

Would need to divert from two storm drains. Even with two 
diversions, drainage area is just slightly over 10 acres (urban area). 
Also an option to divert from R/W for a medium drainage area(but 
majority of R/W drainage area is outside of City area). Directly 
adjacent to agricultural fields. Could combine with some area from 
077-470-051. 

1 1 0 1 0.9 2.5 1.7

Goleta 077-470-051 Medium (<25%) 2 0% Major issues Combine with 077-480-062 (see other notes for that parcel). 1 1 0 1 0.9 2.4 1.6

Goleta 077-530-021 Large (<10%) 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). Located on a golf course. 1 0 1 0.8 2.3 1.6

Goleta 077-530-019 Medium (<25%) 0% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). Majority of drainage area outside 
City area.

1 0 1 0.8 2.3 1.6

Goleta 069-392-008 Extra small 2 0% Fatal flaw REMOVE. Very small drainage area (< 10 acres urban/impervious 
area) 0 1 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.5 0.0

Goleta 069-380-011 Extra small 2 0% Fatal flaw REMOVE. Very small drainage area and heavy trees/vegetation. 0 1 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.4 0.0
Goleta 079-560-008 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVE. Very small drainage area. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.3 0.0
MWD 007-220-001 Small (>75%) 2 >50% Minor issues Diversion from storm drain may need to cross waterbody 2 1 3 2 2.0 2.6 2.3

MWD 009-060-052 Medium (>75%) 2 0-25% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). 3 1 1 1 1.7 2.1 1.9

MWD 009-060-050 Small (>75%) 2 25-50% Minor issues Heavy vegetation 2 1 2 2 1.8 2.0 1.9
MWD 007-350-008 Small (25-75%) 2 25-50% Major issues Heavy tree/vegetation cover 1 1 2 1 1.2 2.3 1.7

MWD 011-140-033 Medium (25-75%) 2 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). 2 1 0 1 1.2 2.1 1.7

MWD 005-020-051 Medium (25-75%) 0 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). 2 0 0 1 1.0 2.1 1.6

MWD 007-240-027 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). 2 0 0 1 1.0 2.1 1.6

MWD 007-530-009 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). 2 0 0 1 1.0 2.1 1.6
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MWD 007-530-036 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). 2 0 0 1 1.0 2.1 1.6

MWD 007-210-007 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to 
further investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 1 1 1.0 2.1 1.6

MWD 005-020-050 Medium (<25%) 0 Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). Usable area on a golf course. 1 0 1 0.8 2.3 1.5

MWD 007-120-050 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). 2 0 0 1 1.0 2.0 1.5

MWD 007-530-007 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). 2 0 0 1 1.0 2.0 1.5

MWD 005-240-011 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to 
further investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 1 1 1.0 2.0 1.5

MWD 007-120-071 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to 
further investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 1 1 1.0 2.0 1.5

MWD 009-203-011 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to 
further investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 1 1 1.0 2.0 1.5

MWD 005-060-028 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). 2 0 0 1 1.0 2.0 1.5

MWD 007-250-014 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). 2 0 0 1 1.0 2.0 1.5

MWD 009-333-011 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to 
further investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 1 1 1.0 2.0 1.5

MWD 007-090-038 Large (<10%) 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). 1 0 1 0.8 2.0 1.4

MWD 007-530-035 Small (25-75%) Fatal flaw REMOVE. Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area 
and usable area not suitable configuration 1 0 Fatal flaw 2.4 0.0

MWD 007-350-038 Small (25-75%) Fatal flaw REMOVE. Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area 
and usable area covered by a home/heavy trees (not vacant) 1 0 Fatal flaw 2.3 0.0

MWD 009-360-047 Small (25-75%) Fatal flaw REMOVE. Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area 
and usable area covered by heavy trees/vegetation 1 0 Fatal flaw 2.3 0.0

MWD 009-480-016 Small (25-75%) Fatal flaw REMOVE. Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area 
and usable area covered by heavy trees/vegetation 1 0 Fatal flaw 2.3 0.0

MWD 005-060-014 Small (25-75%) Fatal flaw REMOVE. Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area 
and usable area not suitable configuration 1 0 Fatal flaw 2.2 0.0

MWD 009-010-003 Small (25-75%) Fatal flaw
REMOVE. Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area 
and usable area mostly covered by paved area and not in a suitable 
configuration

1 0 Fatal flaw 2.2 0.0

MWD 009-600-020 Small (25-75%) Fatal flaw REMOVE. Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area  
and usable area not suitable configuration 1 0 Fatal flaw 2.1 0.0

MWD 007-010-003 Fatal flaw REMOVE. Usable area not suitable configuration #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 2.1 0.0

MWD 007-170-029 Small (25-75%) Fatal flaw REMOVE. Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area 
and usable area covered by heavy trees/vegetation 1 0 Fatal flaw 2.1 0.0

MWD 007-540-001 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Fatal flaw
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). The usable area also has heavy tree 
coverage. 

2 0 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.1 0.0

MWD 009-010-004 Small (25-75%) Fatal flaw REMOVE. Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area 
and usable area not suitable configuration 1 0 Fatal flaw 2.1 0.0

MWD 009-332-008 Small (25-75%) Fatal flaw REMOVE. Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area 
and usable area covered by paved area/buildings 1 0 Fatal flaw 2.1 0.0

MWD 009-332-009 Small (25-75%) Fatal flaw REMOVE. Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area 
and usable area covered by paved area/buildings 1 0 Fatal flaw 2.1 0.0

Solvang 137-360-056 Medium (>75%) 4 >50% Minor issues Open land between residential neighborhoods, main stormwater 
source on other side of 2-lane road 3 2 3 2 2.5 2.3 2.4

Solvang 137-160-062 Medium (>75%) 4 0-25% No issues Open space, park, and baseball diamond 3 2 1 3 2.5 2.3 2.4

Solvang 137-670-001 Medium (>75%) 3 0-25% No issues Large area borders several catchments and stormdrains, 3 water wells 
within parcel (cut out) 3 2 1 3 2.5 2.2 2.4
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Solvang 139-181-014 Small (>75%) 2 >50% Minor issues Many trees, a few structures, appears to have irrigated lawn 2 1 3 2 2.0 2.2 2.1
Solvang 137-670-002 Medium (>75%) 3 0% Major issues Small space between two water wells 3 2 0 1 1.8 2.2 2.0
Solvang 139-213-016 Small (>75%) 2 >50% Major issues Building covers 50%, parking lot another 25% 2 1 3 1 1.7 2.2 1.9
Solvang 137-470-026 Small (25-75%) 3 0% No issues Open space at town fringe 1 2 0 3 1.7 2.2 1.9
Solvang 137-132-009 Small (25-75%) 3 0% No issues Open space at town fringe, size of one residential lot 1 2 0 3 1.7 2.2 1.9

Solvang 139-540-011 Small (<25%) 4 25-50% No issues Vacant land, would have very large drainage area if pulling from 
stream 0 2 2 3 1.6 2.2 1.9
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Buellton 099-690-034 Small (>75%) 5 Minor issues Usable area on golf course 2 3 2 2.2 2.7 2.5

Buellton 099-550-077 Small (>75%) 5 Minor issues Majority of usable area is paved (parking lot or tennis courts) or in 
configuration not suitable for BMP 2 3 2 2.2 2.6 2.4

Buellton 099-670-004 Small (25-75%) 2 Major issues Portion of usable area is paved parking lot, minimal area available 1 1 1 1.0 3.0 2.0

Buellton 099-380-056 Small (>75%) 3 Minor issues Majority of usable area is paved (parking lot or buildings), some open 
space area available. Located on church property. 2 2 2 2.0 2.0 2.0

Buellton 099-251-021 Extra small Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. 0 0 Fatal Flaw 2.5 0
Buellton 099-450-012 Extra small Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. 0 0 Fatal Flaw 1.8 0
Carpinteria 003-230-018 Medium (>75%) 4 0 No issues Located on a school grass area 3 2 0 3 2.4 3.0 2.7
Carpinteria 003-323-001 Medium (>75%) 4 0 No issues Located on school property 3 2 0 3 2.4 2.8 2.6
Carpinteria 004-008-067 Small (>75%) 2 0 No issues 2 1 0 3 1.8 2.8 2.3

Carpinteria 004-004-031 Small (25-75%) 5 0 Minor issues Majority of usable area is covered by Carpinteria High School tennis 
courts and track and field 1 3 0 2 1.6 2.9 2.2

Carpinteria 001-170-020 Small (>75%) 3 0 Minor issues Storm drain not within usable area 2 2 0 2 1.7 2.7 2.2
County of Santa Barbara 069-060-020 Medium (>75%) 3 0% Minor issues School property. 3 2 0 2 2.1 2.8 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 065-180-044 Small (>75%) 3 0-25% Minor issues School property. 2 2 1 2 1.9 2.8 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 065-040-017 Small (>75%) 2 0-25% Minor issues School property, only usable area on baseball fields. 2 1 1 2 1.7 2.8 2.2

County of Santa Barbara 061-220-009 Large (10-50%) 3 25-50% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W (channel), not 
MS4 (MS4 drainage area is very small). 2 2 2 1 1.7 2.7 2.2

County of Santa Barbara 065-441-001 Small (>75%) 3 0% Major issues Minimal reuse oppurtunities. Usable area fairly small 2 2 0 1 1.4 2.7 2.1

County of Santa Barbara 069-540-039 Large (<10%) 2 0% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W (channel), not 
MS4 (MS4 drainage area is very small). Only ~0.4 acres available 
(due to configuration of usable area)

1 1 0 1 0.9 3.0 1.9

County of Santa Barbara 069-580-037 Large (<10%) 0% Major issues

NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W (channel), not 
MS4 (MS4 drainage area is very small). Very small usable area 
available (due to configuration) and moderate trees/vegetation. None 
of drainage area is within County area. 

1 0 1 0.8 3.0 1.9

County of Santa Barbara 069-431-001 Large (<10%) 0% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W (channel), not 
MS4 (MS4 drainage area is very small). Majority of drainage area 
outside of County area. 

1 0 1 0.8 2.7 1.8

County of Santa Barbara 067-291-003 Large (<10%) 1 0-25% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W (channel), not 
MS4 (MS4 drainage area is very small). Potential reuse oppurtunities 
are limited (undeveloped park area)

1 0 1 1 0.8 2.7 1.8

County of Santa Barbara 004-009-053 Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 2.7 0.0
CVWD 003-230-018 Medium (>75%) 4 0 No issues Located on a school grass area 3 2 0 3 2.4 3.0 2.7
CVWD 003-323-001 Medium (>75%) 4 0 No issues Located on school property 3 2 0 3 2.4 2.8 2.6
CVWD 001-020-021 Medium (25-75%) Minor issues Small narrow area surrounded by nurseries and greenhouses 2 2 2.0 2.8 2.4
CVWD 004-008-067 Small (>75%) 2 0 No issues 2 1 0 3 1.8 2.8 2.3

CVWD 004-004-031 Small (25-75%) 5 0 Minor issues Majority of usable area is covered by Carpinteria High School tennis 
courts and track and field 1 3 0 2 1.6 2.9 2.2

Goleta 069-322-011 Medium (>75%) 3 0% No issues Reuse oppurtunity is the same park. Combine with usable area on 069-
413-010 3 2 0 3 2.4 2.9 2.6

Goleta 071-140-064 Medium (>75%) 4 >50% Minor issues Majority of usable area appears to be covered by crops. Reuse 
oppurtunity is agricultural fields. 3 2 3 2 2.5 2.7 2.6

Goleta 069-413-010 Medium (>75%) 3 0% No issues Reuse oppurtunity is the same park. Combine with usable area on 069-
322-011 3 2 0 3 2.4 2.8 2.6

Goleta 077-060-014 Small (>75%) 3 0% Minor issues Located on school property. Reuse oppurtunity is playing fields at the 
school. 2 2 0 2 1.7 2.8 2.3

Goleta 077-160-061 Medium (>75%) 3 0% Major issues Very limited reuse oppurtunity. Would need to divert from multiple 
storm drains to maximize drainage area 3 2 0 1 1.8 2.7 2.2
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Goleta 077-470-052 Medium (<25%) 0% Major issues

NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
(MS4 drainage area is very small). Majority of drainage area outside 
City area. Reuse oppurtunity is also minimal (it is just an open space 
area in a residential neighborhood)

1 0 1 0.8 2.8 1.8

Goleta 069-153-001 Small (>75%) 3 0% Fatal flaw Usable area configuration likely not feasible for implementation (long 
and narrrow with high trees/vegetation) 2 2 0 0 Fatal flaw 3.0 0.0

Goleta 073-440-020 Extra small 3 0% Fatal flaw Drainage area is very small 0 2 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.7 0.0
Guadalupe 113-070-024 Small (25-75%) Minor issues Located on school property. 1 2 1.5 2.6 2.0
Guadalupe 113-070-020 Small (25-75%) Minor issues Located on agricultural area. 1 2 1.5 2.3 1.9
Guadalupe 115-202-013 Small (25-75%) Minor issues Located on cemetery property, use APN 115-202-014 instead 1 2 1.5 2.3 1.9
Guadalupe 113-070-025 Small (25-75%) Minor issues Located on agricultural area. 1 2 1.5 2.1 1.8
Guadalupe 115-202-014 Small (25-75%) Minor issues Located on cemetery property. 1 2 1.5 2.1 1.8
Guadalupe 115-140-014 Small (<25%) No issues 0 3 1.4 2.1 1.7
Guadalupe 115-020-007 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.6 0.0
Guadalupe 113-070-023 Fatal flaw REMOVED. Inadequate configuration for BMP #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 2.3 0.0
Guadalupe 115-020-036 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.1 0.0
Guadalupe 113-070-005 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 1.8 0.0
MWD 155-150-013 Medium (<25%) Minor issues Limited oppurtunity for reuse on parcel 1 2 1.5 2.0 1.7
MWD 155-150-023 Medium (<25%) Minor issues Limited oppurtunity for reuse on parcel 1 2 1.5 2.0 1.7
MWD 009-151-006 Small (25-75%) 2 0% Minor issues Limited oppurtunity for reuse on parcel 1 1 0 2 1.2 2.3 1.7

MWD 009-151-007 Small (25-75%) 2 0% Minor issues Limited oppurtunity for reuse on parcel. Combine with 015-300-001. 1 1 0 2 1.2 2.0 1.6

MWD 155-040-033 Medium (<25%) Minor issues Reuse oppurtunity is agriculture. 1 2 1.5 1.6 1.6

MWD 015-300-001 Small (25-75%) 2 0% Minor issues Limited oppurtunity for reuse on parcel. Combine with 009-151-007. 1 1 0 2 1.2 1.7 1.4

MWD 011-010-002 Fatal flaw REMOVED. Usable area under heavy vegetation/trees #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 2.0 0.0
MWD 155-010-036 Fatal flaw REMOVED. Usable area under heavy vegetation/trees #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 1.8 0.0
MWD 155-250-009 Fatal flaw REMOVED. Usable area under heavy vegetation/trees #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 1.7 0.0
MWD 007-020-011 Fatal flaw Usable area under heavy vegetation/trees #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 1.6 0.0
MWD 005-020-050 Fatal flaw REMOVED. Usable area under heavy vegetation/trees #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 1.6 0.0

MWD 155-250-029 Fatal flaw REMOVED. Usable area under heavy vegetation/trees and a building #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 1.5 0.0

Solvang 137-260-021 Medium (>75%) 4 25-50% No issues Open space between residential areas and roads 3 2 2 3 2.7 2.7 2.7
Solvang 139-490-074 Medium (>75%) 4 25-50% No issues Open space between residential areas and roads 3 2 2 3 2.7 2.6 2.6

Solvang 139-300-001 Small (>75%) 3 0 No issues Parcel split into 3 usable areas on either side of a creek, two on same 
side as storm drains 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.9 2.4

Solvang 139-250-005 Medium (<25%) 4 25-50% No issues Golf course, usable area split into two large areas, only one with 
storm drain 1 2 2 3 2.0 2.6 2.3

Solvang 137-110-062 Extra small Major issues Drainage area equal to parcel unless stream is used as source 0 1 0.5 2.6 1.5

UCSB 073-120-014 Medium (25-75%) 0-25% No issues Drainage area could be much larger if pulling from storm drains 
across the street from Isla Vista 2 1 3 2.2 2.9 2.5

UCSB 073-120-013 Medium (25-75%) >50% Minor issues Storke Family and Santa Ynez Apartments and parking lots cover 
much of the usable area, includes housing PLU 2 3 2 2.2 2.7 2.4

UCSB 073-090-056 Medium (25-75%) 3 0% No issues Parcel split into two areas, one with storm drain and the other without 
(open space) 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.7 2.4

UCSB 073-090-029 Medium (25-75%) 3 0% No issues Shares catchment with APN 073-090-056 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.6 2.3

UCSB 073-090-074 Medium (<25%) 2 0% Minor issues May rely on overland flow on parcel rather than conduits, largly 
undeveloped bluff area 1 1 0 2 1.2 2.7 1.9

UCSB 073-450-001 Small (25-75%) 0-25% Minor issues Nearest storm drain pulls from Elings Hall area, includes bus stop 
PLU 1 1 2 1.4 2.0 1.7

UCSB 071-200-017 Fatal flaw Goleta Beach - Remove from UCSB #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 2.4 0.0
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Carpinteria 004-007-057 Medium (>75%) 3 0 No issues 3 2 0 3 2.4 2.9 2.6
Carpinteria 001-261-004 Small (>75%) 3 0 No issues 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.9 2.4
Carpinteria 004-005-005 Small (>75%) 3 0 No issues 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.9 2.4
Carpinteria 004-008-067 Small (>75%) 2 0 No issues 2 1 0 3 1.8 3.0 2.4
Carpinteria 001-070-036 Medium (25-75%) 3 0 Minor issues Storm drain not within usable area 2 2 0 2 1.7 2.7 2.2
Carpinteria 001-170-020 Small (>75%) 3 0 Minor issues Storm drain not within usable area 2 2 0 2 1.7 2.7 2.2

Carpinteria 004-004-031 Small (25-75%) 5 0 Minor issues Majority of usable area is covered by Carpinteria High School tennis 
courts and track and field

1 3 0 2 1.6 2.9 2.2

County of Santa Barbara 073-090-065 Small (>75%) 3 >50% Minor issues Usable area next to road (but open space) and very narrow 2 2 3 2 2.2 3.0 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-060-020 Medium (>75%) 3 0% Minor issues School property. 3 2 0 2 2.1 3.0 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 065-180-044 Small (>75%) 3 0-25% Minor issues School property. 2 2 1 2 1.9 3.0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-350-032 Small (>75%) 3 0-25% Minor issues Tennis courts and trees cover significant amount of usable area 2 2 1 2 1.9 3.0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 059-140-029 Medium (25-75%) 3 0-25% Major issues Vast majority of usable area is impervious/buildings 2 2 1 1 1.6 3.0 2.3
County of Santa Barbara 069-540-039 Small (>75%) 2 0% Minor issues Small usable area (due to configuration) 2 1 0 2 1.5 3.0 2.2

County of Santa Barbara 065-040-017 Small (>75%) 2 0-25% Major issues School property, only usable area is baseball fields. Proposed in GWD 
SWRP. 

2 1 1 1 1.4 3.0 2.2

County of Santa Barbara 155-180-079 Large (<10%) 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W (channel), not 
MS4 (MS4 drainage area is very small). Small usable area

1 0 1 0.8 3.0 1.9

County of Santa Barbara 069-580-037 Large (<10%) 0% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W (channel), not 
MS4 (MS4 drainage area is very small). Small usable area (due to 
configuration) and very minimal drainage area in County area

1 0 1 0.8 3.0 1.9

County of Santa Barbara 155-170-029 Large (<10%) 0 0% Fatal flaw Usable area interseccts with channel too much, in adequate usable area 1 0 0 0 Fatal flaw 3.0 0.0

CVWD 004-007-057 Medium (>75%) 3 0 No issues 3 2 0 3 2.4 2.9 2.6
CVWD 001-020-021 Medium (25-75%) Minor issues Small narrow area 2 2 2.0 3.0 2.5
CVWD 001-261-004 Small (>75%) 3 0 No issues 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.9 2.4
CVWD 004-005-005 Small (>75%) 3 0 No issues 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.9 2.4
CVWD 004-008-067 Small (>75%) 2 0 No issues 2 1 0 3 1.8 3.0 2.4

CVWD 004-004-031 Small (25-75%) 5 0 Minor issues Majority of usable area is covered by Carpinteria High School tennis 
courts and track and field

1 3 0 2 1.6 2.9 2.2

CVWD 155-170-029 Large (<10%) 0 0 Minor issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily receives hillside runoff 1 0 0 2 1.0 3.0 2.0
CVWD 155-180-079 Large (<10%) 0 0 Minor issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily receives hillside runoff 1 0 0 2 1.0 3.0 2.0

Goleta 073-090-065 Medium (>75%) 3 25-50% No issues Usable area is narrow (but likely fine for dry wells). Would need to 
divert from two storm drains to maximize drainage area

3 2 2 3 2.7 3.0 2.8

Goleta 069-322-011 Medium (>75%) 3 0% No issues Combine with 069-560-032. 3 2 0 3 2.4 2.9 2.6
Goleta 069-560-032 Medium (>75%) 3 0% No issues Combine with 069-322-011. 3 2 0 3 2.4 2.9 2.6

Goleta 069-153-001 Medium (>75%) 3 0% Major issues Heavy tree/vegetation. Very close to stream (may have issues with low 
depths to groundwater)

3 2 0 1 1.8 3.0 2.4

Goleta 077-060-014 Small (>75%) 3 0% Minor issues Located on school property 2 2 0 2 1.7 3.0 2.4

Goleta 077-361-011 Small (>75%) 3 0% Minor issues Moderate tree coverage (northern portion of parcel is more open, but 
futher from MS4 source)

2 2 0 2 1.7 3.0 2.4

Goleta 073-230-049 Small (>75%) 3 0-25% Minor issues Need to investigate ability to divert from MS4 further 2 2 1 2 1.9 2.9 2.4

Goleta 079-322-001 Medium (25-75%) 4 0-25% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 (MS4 
drainage area is very small).

2 2 1 1 1.6 3.0 2.3

Goleta 079-332-014 Medium (25-75%) 4 0-25% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 (MS4 
drainage area is very small).

2 2 1 1 1.6 3.0 2.3

Goleta 077-470-051 Medium (<25%) 0% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 (MS4 
drainage area is very small). Majority of drainage area outside City 
area.

1 0 1 0.8 3.0 1.9

Goleta 077-470-052 Medium (<25%) 0% Major issues
NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 (MS4 
drainage area is very small). Majority of drainage area outside City 
area.

1 0 1 0.8 3.0 1.9
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Goleta 073-195-023 Extra small 3 0% Fatal flaw REMOVE. Very small drainage area (< 10 acres urban/impervious 
area)

0 2 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.9 0.0

Guadalupe 115-140-014 Small (<25%) No issues 0 3 1.4 2.3 1.8

Guadalupe 113-450-004 Small (<25%) Minor issues Most of the usable area is on an agricultural field. Drainage area is all 
non-urban. Combine with 113-450-006.

0 2 0.9 2.7 1.8

Guadalupe 113-450-006 Small (<25%) Minor issues Most of the usable area is on an agricultural field. Drainage area is all 
non-urban. Combine with 113-450-004.

0 2 0.9 2.7 1.8

Guadalupe 113-450-007 Small (<25%) Major issues All of the usable area is on an agricultural field. Drainage area is all 
non-urban.

0 1 0.5 2.5 1.5

Guadalupe 113-040-001 Small (<25%) Major issues All of the usable area is on an agricultural field. Drainage area is very 
small and mostly non-urban. 

0 1 0.5 2.3 1.4

Guadalupe 113-450-009 Small (<25%) Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 (MS4 
drainage area is very small). 

0 1 0.5 2.1 1.3

Guadalupe 113-450-008 Small (<25%) Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 (MS4 
drainage area is very small). 

0 1 0.5 1.5 1.0

Guadalupe 113-450-005 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.7 0.0
Guadalupe 113-040-004 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.3 0.0
Guadalupe 113-040-023 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.3 0.0
Guadalupe 115-202-013 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.3 0.0
MWD 005-210-009 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4. 2 0 0 1 1.0 1.8 1.4

MWD 005-260-018 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4. 
Located very close to ocean. 

2 0 0 1 1.0 1.8 1.4

MWD 005-210-026 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4. 2 0 0 1 1.0 1.4 1.2

MWD 005-380-034 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4. 
Combine with 005-380-035. Very close to ocean.

2 0 0 1 1.0 1.3 1.1

MWD 005-380-035 Large (10-50%) 1 0% Major issues NOTE: this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4. 
Combine with 005-380-034. Very close to ocean.

2 0 0 1 1.0 1.1 1.0

UCSB 073-090-065 Medium (>75%) 3 0% No issues small usable area at edge of old golf course, includes two outfalls on 
parcel that pull from several parcels 

3 2 0 3 2.4 3.0 2.7

UCSB 073-120-013 Small (>75%) >50% Minor issues Storke Family Apartments and parking lots cover most of the usable 
area

2 3 2 2.2 2.7 2.4

UCSB 073-090-074 Small (>75%) 3 0-25% Minor issues Two separate usable areas 2 2 1 2 1.9 2.7 2.3
UCSB 073-090-026 Small (>75%) 3 0% Minor issues May rely on overland flow rather than conduits 2 2 0 2 1.7 2.7 2.2
UCSB 073-620-023 Small (>75%) 3 0% Major issues Apartments and parking lots cover >75% of the usable area 2 2 0 1 1.4 2.6 2.0
UCSB 073-090-069 Small (>75%) 2 0% Major issues May rely on overland flow rather than conduits 2 1 0 1 1.2 2.7 2.0

UCSB 073-630-038 Extra small 2 0% Major issues May rely on overland flow rather than conduits, nearest storm drain is 
on other side of a stream

0 1 0 1 0.5 2.7 1.6
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Buellton 099-251-075 Medium (>75%) 3 Minor issues Located on school property. Combine with 099-251-076 and 099-251-
077. 

3 2 2 2.4 2.9 2.6

Buellton 099-251-076 Medium (>75%) 3 Minor issues Located on school property. Combine with 099-251-075 and 099-251-
077. 

3 2 2 2.4 2.9 2.6

Buellton 099-251-077 Medium (>75%) 3 Minor issues Located on school property. Combine with 099-251-075 and 099-251-
076. 

3 2 2 2.4 2.9 2.6

Buellton 099-690-003 Medium (>75%) 3 Minor issues Usable area on WWTP property. 3 2 2 2.4 2.9 2.6
Buellton 099-284-001 Small (>75%) 5 No issues Usable area in street median 2 3 3 2.6 2.6 2.6
Buellton 099-285-001 Small (>75%) 5 No issues Usable area in street median 2 3 3 2.6 2.6 2.6
Buellton 099-293-001 Small (>75%) 5 No issues Usable area in street median 2 3 3 2.6 2.5 2.5
Buellton 099-300-026 Small (>75%) 5 No issues Usable area in street median 2 3 3 2.6 2.5 2.5
Buellton 099-690-034 Small (>75%) 5 Minor issues Usable area on golf course 2 3 2 2.2 2.7 2.5

Buellton 099-261-027 Medium (>75%) 5 Major issues Majority of usable area is paved or buildings, minimal open space 3 3 1 2.3 2.5 2.4

Buellton 099-550-077 Small (>75%) 5 Minor issues Majority of usable area is paved (parking lot or tennis courts). 2 3 2 2.2 2.5 2.3
Buellton 137-200-094 Small (>75%) 5 Minor issues Moderate tree coverage 2 3 2 2.2 2.5 2.3

Buellton 099-670-004 Small (25-75%) 2 Minor issues Portion of usable area is paved parking lot, minimal area available 1 1 2 1.4 3.0 2.2

Buellton 099-251-021 Extra small Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. 0 0 Fatal Flaw 2.7 0.0
Buellton 099-480-075 Extra small Fatal Flaw REMOVED. Drainage area very small. 0 0 Fatal Flaw 2.6 0.0
Carpinteria 003-230-018 Medium (>75%) 4 0 No issues Located on a school grass area 3 2 0 3 2.4 3.0 2.7
Carpinteria 003-323-001 Medium (>75%) 4 0 No issues Located on school property 3 2 0 3 2.4 3.0 2.7
Carpinteria 003-332-015 Medium (>75%) 4 0 No issues 3 2 0 3 2.4 3.0 2.7
Carpinteria 004-008-067 Small (>75%) 2 0 No issues 2 1 0 3 1.8 3.0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 073-090-065 Small (>75%) 3 >50% Minor issues Usable area next to road (but open space) and very narrow 2 2 3 2 2.2 3.0 2.6
County of Santa Barbara 069-060-020 Medium (>75%) 3 0% Minor issues School property. 3 2 0 2 2.1 3.0 2.5
County of Santa Barbara 065-180-044 Small (>75%) 3 0-25% Minor issues School property. 2 2 1 2 1.9 3.0 2.4
County of Santa Barbara 069-350-032 Small (>75%) 3 0-25% Minor issues Tennis courts and trees cover significant amount of usable area 2 2 1 2 1.9 3.0 2.4

County of Santa Barbara 065-040-017 Small (>75%) 2 0-25% Minor issues School property, only usable area is baseball fields. Proposed in GWD 
SWRP. 

2 1 1 2 1.7 3.0 2.3

County of Santa Barbara 059-140-029 Small (25-75%) 3 0-25% Major issues Vast majority of usable area is impervious/buildings 1 2 1 1 1.2 3.0 2.1
County of Santa Barbara 155-180-079 Large (<10%) 0 0% Fatal flaw REMOVED. Would need to divert from R/W 1 0 0 0 Fatal flaw 3.0 0.0
CVWD 003-230-018 Medium (>75%) 4 0 No issues Located on a school grass area 3 2 0 3 2.4 3.0 2.7
CVWD 003-323-001 Medium (>75%) 4 0 No issues Located on school property 3 2 0 3 2.4 3.0 2.7
CVWD 003-332-015 Medium (>75%) 4 0 No issues 3 2 0 3 2.4 3.0 2.7
CVWD 001-020-021 Medium (25-75%) Minor issues Small narrow area surrounded by nurseries and greenhouses 2 2 2.0 3.0 2.5
CVWD 004-008-067 Small (>75%) 2 0 No issues 2 1 0 3 1.8 3.0 2.4
CVWD 155-180-079 Large (<10%) 0 0 Minor issues At upper end of storm drain, primarily receives hillside runoff 1 0 0 2 1.0 3.0 2.0

Goleta 073-090-065 Medium (>75%) 3 25-50% Minor issues Usable area is narrow. Would need to divert from two storm drains to 
maximize drainage area

3 2 2 2 2.4 3.0 2.7

Goleta 079-442-023 Medium (>75%) 3 0-25% Major issues Usable area very narrow and close to stream 3 2 1 1 1.9 3.0 2.5
Goleta 077-060-014 Small (>75%) 3 0% Minor issues Located on school property 2 2 0 2 1.7 3.0 2.4

Goleta 077-361-011 Small (>75%) 3 0% Minor issues Moderate tree coverage (northern portion of parcel is more open, but 
futher from MS4 source)

2 2 0 2 1.7 3.0 2.4

Goleta 069-153-001 Small (>75%) 3 0% Major issues Heavy tree/vegetation coverage 2 2 0 1 1.4 3.0 2.2

Goleta 077-470-051 Medium (<25%) 0% Fatal flaw REMOVED (this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
[MS4 drainage area is very small])

1 0 0 Fatal flaw 3.0 0.0

Goleta 077-470-052 Medium (<25%) 0% Fatal flaw REMOVED (this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
[MS4 drainage area is very small])

1 0 0 Fatal flaw 3.0 0.0

Goleta 079-322-001 Medium (25-75%) 4 0-25% Fatal flaw REMOVED (this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
[MS4 drainage area is very small])

2 2 1 0 Fatal flaw 3.0 0.0

Goleta 079-332-014 Medium (25-75%) 4 0-25% Fatal flaw REMOVED (this project would need to divert from the R/W, not MS4 
[MS4 drainage area is very small])

2 2 1 0 Fatal flaw 3.0 0.0
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Guadalupe 115-230-023 Small (>75%) Minor issues Located on school property. 2 2 2.0 2.6 2.3
Guadalupe 113-070-024 Small (25-75%) Minor issues Located on school property. 1 2 1.5 2.6 2.0
Guadalupe 113-070-020 Small (25-75%) Minor issues Located on agricultural area. 1 2 1.5 2.2 1.8
Guadalupe 113-070-025 Small (25-75%) Minor issues Located on agricultural area. 1 2 1.5 2.2 1.8

Guadalupe 113-450-004 Small (<25%) Minor issues Most of the usable area is on an agricultural field. Drainage area is all 
non-urban. Combine with 113-450-006.

0 2 0.9 2.6 1.8

Guadalupe 113-450-006 Small (<25%) Minor issues Most of the usable area is on an agricultural field. Drainage area is all 
non-urban. Combine with 113-450-004.

0 2 0.9 2.6 1.8

Guadalupe 113-040-001 Small (25-75%) Major issues Located on agricultural property. 1 1 1.0 2.2 1.6
Guadalupe 113-450-005 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.6 0.0
Guadalupe 115-020-007 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.6 0.0
Guadalupe 115-230-003 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.6 0.0
Guadalupe 115-103-012 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.5 0.0
Guadalupe 113-450-007 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.4 0.0
Guadalupe 113-030-012 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.3 0.0
Guadalupe 113-030-027 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.2 0.0
Guadalupe 113-040-004 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.2 0.0
Guadalupe 113-040-023 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.2 0.0
Guadalupe 113-070-023 Fatal flaw REMOVED. Inadequate configuration for BMP #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 2.2 0.0
Guadalupe 113-070-030 Fatal flaw REMOVED. Located outside City area. #N/A 0 Fatal flaw 2.2 0.0
Guadalupe 115-020-005 Extra small Fatal flaw REMOVED. Drainage area too small. 0 0 Fatal flaw 2.2 0.0
MWD 009-151-006 Small (25-75%) 2 No issues 1 1 3 1.7 2.2 1.9
MWD 009-151-007 Small (25-75%) 2 No issues 1 1 3 1.7 1.8 1.7

MWD 005-020-025 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to further 
investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 

1 1 1.0 2.2 1.6

MWD 005-020-055 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to further 
investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 

1 1 1.0 2.2 1.6

MWD 005-020-053 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to further 
investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 

1 1 1.0 2.0 1.5

MWD 005-680-021 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to further 
investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 

1 1 1.0 2.0 1.5

MWD 005-030-003 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to further 
investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 

1 1 1.0 1.9 1.4

MWD 005-080-017 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to further 
investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 

1 1 1.0 1.9 1.4

MWD 005-132-026 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to further 
investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 

1 1 1.0 1.9 1.4

MWD 005-090-052 Small (25-75%) Major issues Current MS4 shown results in very small drainage area, need to further 
investigate MS4 to see if drainage area is larger. 

1 1 1.0 1.8 1.4

Solvang 137-260-021 Medium (>75%) 4 25-50% No issues open space between residential areas and roads 3 2 2 3 2.7 2.6 2.6
Solvang 137-670-002 Medium (25-75%) 4 0% No issues walking trail through parcel, is adjacent to 137-670-001 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.9 2.4
Solvang 137-670-001 Medium (25-75%) 4 0% No issues is adjacent to 137-670-002 2 2 0 3 2.0 2.7 2.4

Solvang 139-300-001 Small (>75%) 3 0% Minor issues parcel split into 3 usable areas on either side of a creek, two on same 
side as storm drains

2 2 0 2 1.7 2.9 2.3

Solvang 139-310-049 Small (>75%) 4 0-25% Major issues Fragmented avalailable land between apartments 2 2 1 1 1.6 2.6 2.1

UCSB 073-090-065 Medium (>75%) 3 0-25% No issues small usable area at edge of old golf course, includes two outfalls on 
parcel that pull from several adjacent parcels 

3 2 1 3 2.5 3.0 2.8

UCSB 073-120-013 Medium (25-75%) >50% Minor issues Storke Family and Santa Ynez Apartments and parking lots cover 
much of the usable area

2 3 2 2.2 2.9 2.5

UCSB 073-120-014 Medium (25-75%) 0-25% No issues Drainage area could be much larger if pulling from storm drains across 
the street from Isla Vista

2 1 3 2.2 2.9 2.5

UCSB 073-130-001 Medium (>75%) 0-25% Major issues UCSB campus has many large buildings and structures that cover most 
of the usable area

3 1 1 1.9 3.0 2.4
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UCSB 073-090-074 Medium (25-75%) 3 0-25% Minor issues Usable area in three distince areas 2 2 1 2 1.9 2.7 2.3
UCSB 073-090-069 Extra small 2 Fatal flaw Small sliver of land at top of catchment area 0 1 0 Fatal flaw 2.7 0.0
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. INTRODUCTION 

Various project opportunities for stormwater and dry weather capture were identified in the Santa 
Barbara County-wide Integrated Stormwater Resource Plan (SWRP) Planning Area1 that meet one 
or more of the criteria established for project selection included in the Water Code and the SWRP 
Guidelines (Guidelines) (SWRCB, 2015). These identified projects were than evaluated by the 
condition of the parcel, the potential benefits of the project, and barriers to implementation to 
establish a ranked list of projects for each Cooperating Entity. Each Cooperating Entity reviews 
the ranked projects and other Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) or stakeholder identified 
projects to select projects for conceptual development. These projects are then conceptually 
designed, and project benefits (water quality, water supply, flood management, and environmental) 
are quantified as required by the Water Code and Guidelines. These multiple benefits are then used 
to prioritize the conceptual projects. This document outlines the development of conceptual 
designs for selected projects, the procedures and assumptions used to quantify anticipated benefits 
from proposed projects, and the methods used to prioritize the projects.  

. DEVELOPMENT OF CONCEPTUAL PROJECT DESIGNS 

The project identification and ranking process was executed for each of the SWRP Project types 
(infiltration-based, dry wells, direct use, and treatment [bioretention with underdrains]), as 
described in Appendix G. Projects selected for the development of conceptual designs require 
delineating the upstream drainage area and determining appropriate conceptual design parameters. 
These processes, including the necessary spatial files, are described in the following subsections.  

2.1 Spatial Data  

Conceptual designs are developed largely in Geographic Information Systems (GIS) based on the 
spatial data listed in Table H-1. Descriptions of how these spatial files are used in project drainage 
area delineation and conceptual design are included in Sections 2.2 and 2.3, respectively. 

                                                 

1 Figure 1 of the SWRP identifies the SWRP Planning area 
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Table H-1. Spatial Datasets to be Used for Developing Conceptual Designs 

Task Dataset Description Dataset Format Source Downloaded/ 
Received 

Drainage 
area 
delineation 

Digital Elevation 
Model (DEM) Raster 

United States Geological Survey 
(USGS) National Elevation 
Database (NED) 

September 
2015 

Ground surface 
elevations Google Earth Google Earth  

Streams Vector (polyline) USGS National Hydrography 
Dataset (NHD) Plus August 2017 

Storm Drains Vector (polyline) Provided by Cooperating 
Entities 

September 
2015 

Catchments1 Vector (polygon) Provided by Cooperating 
Entities 

September 
2015 

MS4 outfalls1 Vector (point) Provided by Cooperating 
Entities 

September 
2015 

Development 
of 
conceptual 
designs 

Drainage areas2 Vector (polygon) Developed by Geosyntec  

Land use 
(imperviousness) Vector (polygon) 

Developed by Geosyntec based 
on land use designations 
provided by Cooperating 
Entities or based on 2016 Parcel 
file for the County of Santa 
Barbara 

September 
2015 

Soils (hydrologic 
soil group) Vector (polygon) 

Soil Survey Geographic 
Database (SSURGO) database 
from the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (United 
States Department of 
Agriculture) 

September 
2015 

1 Available for area within the MS4 permit area for the Cities of Goleta, Carpinteria, Buellton, and Solvang, and the 
Unincorporated County of Santa Barbara.  
2 Developed using files noted for the drainage area delineation task.  

2.2 Drainage Area Delineation 

A spatial file containing the area draining to the proposed project location isdeveloped using 
waterbody and storm drain spatial files and elevation data.  Elevations are based on both a 10 m 
(1/3 arc-second) USGS DEM and elevation information in Google Earth. Where available, MS4 
catchment and outfall data are also utilized in delineation of the project drainage area. 

The imperviousness of the drainage area to the project, which describes the portion of the drainage 
area where runoff is not able to infiltrate, is needed for the conceptual design process (to be 
discussed in Section 2.3). To calculate this, each unique land use is assigned an associated percent 
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imperviousness based on typical values for land uses obtained 
from local hydrology manuals2. The average across each 
drainage area is then calculated.  

2.3 Conceptual Design Parameters 

General design parameters were determined for each SWRP 
project type based on guidance from the Ventura County 
Technical Guidance Manual (TGM) (Geosyntec Consultants 
and LWA, 2011) and other design standard documents3. While 
many design parameters are BMP-specific, the calculation of the 
stormwater quality design volume (SQDV) is necessary for all 
SWRP project types. The SQDV is used to determine how big 
of a BMP to provide effective treatment for the specified 
drainage area. The SQDV is determined for each project using 
the Urban Runoff Quality Management (URQM) (WEF Manual 
of Practice No. 23/ASCE Manual of Practice No. 87) approach, 
as outlined in the TGM. This method estimates the maximized 
stormwater quality captured volume based on the translation of 
rainfall to runoff using regression equations and approximately 
corresponds to the 85th percentile, 24-hour runoff event. The size 
and runoff coefficient of the drainage area is used as project-
specific inputs4 for this calculation.  

Using the SQDV as the design storage capacity and other BMP-
specific design parameters, conceptual designs characterizing 
project footprints, depths, and side slopes, are developed for 
each project. Parcels are then evaluated through aerial imagery 
analysis to identify constraints that might limit BMP 
implementation, such as heavy vegetation/trees, high slopes, 
                                                 

2 Ventura County and Los Angeles County Hydrology Manuals (VCWPD, 2010 and LACDPW, 2006), which were 
used as defaults in the Structural BMP Prioritization and Analysis Tool (SBPAT) (Geosyntec Consultants, 2012a). 

3 Referenced in Geosyntec Consultants, 2015, which include the Los Angeles County LID Standards Manual (2014), 
the San Diego County LID Handbook (2014), and the Orange County Technical Guidance Manual (2013).  

4 Other inputs for calculation of the SQDV include the average storm event precipitation depth, which is assumed to 
be 0.67 inches for all projects (WEF and ASCE, 1998). Regression equations included regression constants from the 
least-square analysis based on a 12, 24, or 48 hour drawdown time. For purposes of this calculation, the volume 
capture ratio coefficients are used and a 48 hour drawdown time is assumed for all projects with the exception of dry 
wells, which assumed 12 hours. These values may vary from the drawdown times used for other components of 
conceptual design due to availability of data using the regression constants.  

- infiltration basin or 
vault 

- dry well 

- direct use 

- bioretention 
systems 

- wet detention 
basin/constructed 
wetlands 

- creek infiltration 

PROJECT TYPES 
WITH DESIGN 
PARAMETERS 
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utilities, buildings, existing uses such as sports fields, and to determine whether the useable area 
onsite could accommodate the BMP footprint calculated for the area draining to it. Files developed 
and investigations performed during the project identification and ranking process, as described in 
Appendix G, are utilized to aid in determining the maximum available area for implementation of 
each BMP.  

For those conceptual projects without adequate space, the BMP is sized instead based on the 
maximum usable area of the parcel in order to capture and infiltrate, treat, or use the largest amount 
of stormwater and dry weather runoff volume feasible.  For those conceptual projects with 
adequate space to accommodate the SQDV, the parcel is further evaluated to determine if it is cost 
effective to expand the footprint and provide storage capacity larger than the SQDV. If there are 
no site limitations, including even minor constraints such as moderate vegetation/trees, moderate 
slopes, paved areas, or other existing site uses such as developed parks, the footprint is expanded 
to the usable area with no site limitations in order to maximize the stormwater and dry weather 
runoff volume that could be captured. If constraints are noted that could make the BMP feasibility 
more difficult, such as moderate slopes, then expanding the footprint would not be cost-effective.  

The following subsections outline basic conceptual design parameters for the SWRP project types 
(see Sidebar). Conceptual design parameters for the SWRP conceptual projects, including the 
delineated drainage area information, are included in Appendix I.  

2.3.1 Infiltration Basins or Vaults 

An infiltration basin consists of a flat-bottomed earthen basin constructed in naturally pervious 
soils (hydrologic soil groups A or B) and typically includes an inlet structure to dissipate the energy 
of incoming flow and an emergency spillway to control excess flows. A forebay settling basin or 
separate treatment control measure must be provided as pretreatment. An infiltration basin 
functions by retaining the SQDV in the basin and allowing the retained runoff to percolate into the 
underlying soils over a specified period of time. The bottoms of infiltration basins are typically 
vegetated with dry-land grasses or irrigated turf grass.  

Infiltration basins can be implemented in various land uses, including mixed-use and commercial, 
roads and parking lots, parks and open space, and single and multi-family residential. Routine 
maintenance for infiltration basins includes removal of trash, debris, and sediment at inlet and 
outlets, inspection during wet weather to ensure drain time, weed removal, and inspection for 
mosquito breeding (Geosyntec Consultants and LWA, 2011).  

For the SWRP, infiltration basins are conceptually designed based on the TGM parameters listed 
below.  A conceptual schematic of an infiltration basin is shown in Figure H-1.  

x Pretreatment: assume to occupy 25 percent of the available area 
x Drawdown time: 48 hours (limited for vector control purposes) 
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x Infiltration rate: Based on the site-specific hydrologic soil group (1.0 in/hr for hydrologic 
soil group A and 0.5 in/hr for hydrologic soil group B) 

x Footprint Area: Determined based on space available for the BMP or the footprint needed 
to store the SQDV (as described in Section 2.3) 

x Depth: Governed by the drawdown time and infiltration rate (2 ft for hydrologic soil group 
B and 4 ft for hydrologic soil group A) 

x Side slope: 3:1 
x Freeboard Depth: 1 ft 

Subsurface infiltration vaults are similar to infiltration basins, except they are subsurface and can 
be implemented in areas where the current land use is desired to be maintained, such as parking 
lots, parks, open space, or other paved areas. An infiltration vault consists of a flat, open-bottomed 
subsurface structure constructed in naturally pervious soils (hydrologic soil groups A or B). They 
store runoff and then infiltrate it into the underlying soils and typically include an inlet 
pretreatment structure to dissipate energy and remove debris from incoming flow and an 
emergency spillway to control excess flows. An infiltration vault functions by retaining the SQDV 
in the basin and allowing the retained runoff to percolate into the underlying soils over a specified 
period of time. The bottom footprint of infiltration vaults are typically covered with graded stones.  

Routine maintenance for infiltration vaults includes removal of trash, debris, and sediment in the 
pretreatment and at the inlet and outlets. Inspection should occur before and during wet weather 
to ensure drain time. It is not as practical to maintain the storage reservoir or infiltrating area, so 
maintenance of the pretreatment area is very important.  

For the SWRP, infiltration vaults are conceptually designed based on characteristics of the project 
site and the design details of selected proprietary prefabricated structures5. A conceptual schematic 
of an infiltration vault is shown in Figure H-2.  

x Pretreatment: assume to occupy 25 percent of the available area (or less if using a 
proprietary device) 

x Infiltration rate: Based on the site-specific hydrologic soil group (1.0 in/hr for hydrologic 
soil group A and 0.5 in/hr for hydrologic soil group B) 

x Drawdown time: Based on the site-specific hydrologic soil group and effective depth (not 
constrained to 48 hours for vector control purposes 

                                                 

5 A variety of proprietary products could potentially be used and product dimensions are often available in brochures 
and websites, a list of initial options include: 

x https://oldcastleprecast.com/oldcastle_product/2x2x2-cudo-cube/ 
x http://www.conteches.com/Products/Stormwater-Management/Detention-and-Infiltration/CON-SPAN-

Detention-System 
x http://cultec.com/products/stormwater-products/ 

https://oldcastleprecast.com/oldcastle_product/2x2x2-cudo-cube/
http://www.conteches.com/Products/Stormwater-Management/Detention-and-Infiltration/CON-SPAN-Detention-System
http://www.conteches.com/Products/Stormwater-Management/Detention-and-Infiltration/CON-SPAN-Detention-System
http://cultec.com/products/stormwater-products/
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x Footprint Area: Determined based on space available for the BMP or the footprint needed 
to store the SQDV (as described in Section 2.3), with consideration of vault product 
dimensions available 

x Depth: Governed by the vault products available. Minimum of 10 ft above seasonal high 
groundwater level 

x Freeboard Depth: 1 ft 
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Figure H-1. Infiltration Basin Schematic 
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Figure H-2. Infiltration Vault Schematic 
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2.3.2 Dry Wells  

A dry well is defined as a bored, drilled, or driven shaft or hole with a depth greater than its width 
designed specifically for flood alleviation and stormwater disposal. Drywells are similar to 
infiltration trenches in their design and function, as they are designed to temporarily store and 
infiltrate runoff, primarily from rooftops or other impervious areas with low pollutant loading. A 
dry well may be either a small excavated pit filled with aggregate or a prefabricated storage 
chamber or pipe segment. 

Maintenance for dry wells includes trash, debris, and sediment removal at inlets and outlets, 
inspection during wet weather to ensure drain time, and inspection for mosquito breeding 
(Geosyntec Consultants and LWA, 2011). 

Conceptual design parameters for dry wells are based on the TGM and Central Coast Low Impact 
Development Initiative Standard Details6 and include the following which are also shown in the 
schematic in Figure H-3 and Figure H-4. 

x Pretreatment: assume to occupy 25 percent of the available area 
x Drawdown time: maximum of 12 hours  
x Depth: maximum depth possible that meets the following constraints 

o minimum of 10 ft above seasonal high groundwater level 
o minimum of 10 ft below an impermeable layer 
o within layers of adequate subsurface infiltration 

x Media: assume to be gravel media (porosity = 0.35) 
x Spacing between dry wells: minimum of 100 ft (spacing may be closer if the 

interdependency of multiple wells in close proximity has been evaluated to determine the 
reliable long-term dry well capacity) 

x Design flowrate: 0.25 cfs7 (based on information provided by Torrent Resources, 2017) 
x Diameter: assumed to be 6 ft (based on information provided by Torrent Resources, 2017) 
x Footprint Area: Determined based on space available for the BMP or the footprint needed 

to store the SQDV (as described in Section 2.3) 

 

 

                                                 

6 https://www.centralcoastlidi.org/bioretention-details-and-specs.php 

7 This design flowrate is based on the design rate of up to 0.25 cfs for the pretreatment settling chamber, which is the 
limiting factor, according to Torrent Resources.  

https://www.centralcoastlidi.org/bioretention-details-and-specs.php
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Figure H-3. Dry Well Schematic (page 1) 
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Figure H-4. Dry Well Schematic (page 2) 
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2.3.3 Direct Use 

Direct use BMPs capture and store stormwater runoff for later use. They are designed to store a 
specific volume of water and can be in the form of above ground tanks, open reservoirs, or 
underground storage systems. The stored water can be used for landscape irrigation, indoor non-
potable or industrial uses, among others. 

Direct use BMPs typically include a diversion to pull stormwater from the runoff source, 
pretreatment to remove large sediment and debris, an overflow in case the storage capacity is 
exceeded, and a distribution system for later use. Additional levels of treatment may be required 
depending on the intended use. Preventative maintenance includes debris and sediment removal 
and inspections after rain events. 

The projects are conceptually designed based on the TGM parameters for rainwater harvesting, 
and a conceptual schematic is shown in Figure H-5. 

x Storage Volume:  Based on drainage area size, runoff coefficient, and design storm depth 
x Drawdown Time: Depends on intended use, typically 72 hours 
x Tank Depth: Depends on drawdown time and available space 
x Freeboard Depth: 1.0 ft suggested 

 

 

Figure H-5. Subsurface Storage Tank Concept (Contech Engineered Solutions, 2016) 
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2.3.4 Bioretention System 

Bioretention stormwater treatment facilities are landscaped shallow depressions that capture and 
filter stormwater runoff. These facilities function as a soil and plant-based filtration device that 
removes pollutants through a variety of physical, biological, and chemical treatment processes. 
The facilities normally consist of a ponding area, mulch layer, planting soils, and plantings. As 
stormwater passes down through the planting soil, pollutants are filtered, adsorbed, and 
biodegraded by the soil and plants. An underdrain may be used in areas with low soil permeability, 
steep slopes, or shallow groundwater.  

Bioretention systems are often utilized in parking lots, roadway parkways and medians, school 
entrances, courtyards, and walkways, playgrounds and sports field, etc. Maintenance includes 
repair of eroded surfaces, removal of trash and debris, raking of surface soils, removal of 
accumulated fine sediments, dead leaves, weeds, and trash, pruning back excess growth, removal 
of sediment and debris accumulation near inlet and outlets, and periodic observation of function 
during wet weather (Geosyntec Consultants and LWA, 2011).  

Bioretention systems are conceptually designed based on the TGM parameters listed below and 
conceptual schematic is shown in Figure H-6.  

x Pretreatment: assumed to occupy 25 percent of the available area 
x Maximum drawdown time of water ponded on surface: 72 hours  
x Footprint Area: Determined based on space available for the BMP or the footprint needed 

to store the SQDV (as described in Section 2.3) 
x Ponding depth: 1.5 feet 
x Stabilized mulch depth: 2 to 4 inches 
x Planting mix depth: 2 to 3 feet 
x Gravel layer depth: 2 feet 
x Mulch porosity: 0.4 
x Planting mix porosity: 0.25 
x Gravel layer porosity: 0.3 
x Infiltration rate: Based on the site-specific hydrologic soil group (1.0 in/hr for hydrologic 

soil group A and 0.5 in/hr for hydrologic soil group B). If soil group is not conducive to 
infiltration (i.e., C or D soils), underdrains can be utilized. 

x Side slope: 3:1 
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Figure H-6. Bioretention Systems Conceptual Design Schematic 
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2.3.5 Wet detention basin/constructed wetlands 

Wet detention basins are constructed, naturalistic ponds that provide a permanent or seasonal pool 
of water. These BMPs require base flows to exceed or match losses through evaporation and 
infiltration, and they are designed to maintain a permanent pool. They provide peak flow 
attenuation and pollutant removal, predominately through sedimentation, similar to dry basins. 
Extended detention of incoming flows is provided by utilizing the volume above the permanent 
pool surface.  

Wet detention basins can be used for regional detention and treatment or smaller applications in 
parking lots, roads, or commercial/residential areas. Maintenance includes inspection annually (at 
a minimum) and after major storm events, pruning/removal of vegetation, large shrubs, or trees 
that interfere with operation, and removal of sediment buildup at inlets and outlets (Geosyntec 
Consultants and LWA, 2011). 

SWRP projects are conceptually designed based on the TGM parameters for wet detention basins 
listed below. A conceptual schematic is shown in Figure H-7.  

x Active volume area: determined based on space available for the BMP – area needed for 
berm 

x Berm top width: at least 6 ft 
x Active volume: design volume plus an additional 5% for sediment accumulation 
x Forebay volume: 10% of active volume 
x Forebay depth: 4 – 8 ft 
x Minimum wetpool area: cell 2 volume (active volume – forebay volume) x 0.3 acre/acre-

ft 
x Actual wetpool area: active volume area – forebay area 
x Emergent vegetation area: 25-40% of wetpool area 
x Depth (vegetated area): 1.5 – 3 ft 
x Deeper volume surface area: wetpool area – shallow (vegetated) area 
x Depth (deeper zone): 4-8 feet average) 
x Maximum residence time: 7 days 
x Freeboard: 1 ft 
x Side slope: 4:1 (interior) and 3:1 (exterior) 

Constructed wetlands are similar to wet detention basins but have more shallow sections planted 
with emergent vegetation and the biogeochemical processes play a fundamental role in its function. 
Constructed wetlands also have deeper areas (micro pools), but they are overall more shallow than 
wet detention basins. These projects mimic the processes within natural wetlands to provide 
treatment. SWRP projects are conceptually designed based on the TGM parameters for constructed 
wetlands listed below. A conceptual schematic is shown in Figure H-8. 
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x Active volume area: determined based on space available for the BMP – area needed for 
berm 

x Berm top width: at least 6 feet 
x Forebay volume: 10-20% of design volume 
x Forebay depth: 2 – 8 feet 
x Wetland total area: Active volume area minus forebay area  
x Wetland very shallow zone area: 30 to 50% of wetland zone 
x Wetland very shallow zone depth: 0.5 feet 
x Wetland shallow zone area: 10 to 50% of wetland zone 
x Wetland shallow zone depth: 1-3 feet 
x Wetland deep zone area: remaining part of wetland total area 
x Wetland deep zone depth: 4 3-5 feet 
x Maximum residence time: 7 days 
x Freeboard: at least 1 ft, 2 ft preferred 
x Side slope: 4:1 (interior) and 3:1 (exterior) 
x Buffer zone around project: 25 ft minimum 
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Figure H-7. Wet Detention Basin Conceptual Design Schematic 
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Figure H-8. Constructed Wetland Conceptual Design Schematic 
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2.3.6 Creek Infiltration   

Creek infiltration involves restoring portions of a concrete-lined channel to natural materials and 
vegetation. A deeper centerline will also be provided to concentrate lower flows and promote 
infiltration. However, it is important that adequate space to widen (or deepen) the footprint is 
available, in order to maintain existing channel capacity. Creek infiltration projects are 
conceptually designed based on the parameters listed below and Manning’s equation, to estimate 
minimum channel dimensions necessary to convey the existing channel flow capacity.  

x Assumed channel capacity: 1 hour, 100 year rainfall intensity: 2 in/hr (Santa Barbara 
County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, 2004) 

x Current channel (approximated based on aerial imagery) 
o Approximate channel depth 
o Approximate channel width 
o Manning’s roughness coefficient: 0.15 (for concrete) 
o Channel configuration 

x Proposed channel 
o Manning’s roughness coefficient: 0.30 (for natural channel) 
o Channel configuration: trapezoidal natural 
o Approximate channel depth: expanded from current depth (at least 1 ft freeboard) 
o Approximate channel widths: expanded from current width  
o Side slope: minimum of 1:1 
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. MODELING APPROACH 

Section VI.C of the Guidelines state that quantitative metric-based analysis should be employed 
to evaluate the multiple benefits (i.e., water quality, water supply, flood management, 
environmental, and community) associated with projects. To meet this requirement, water quality, 
water supply, and flood management benefits are quantified (i.e., modeled) for conceptual projects 
using the Load, Prioritization, and Reduction (LPR) Model, developed by Geosyntec Consultants 
for use in Santa Barbara County. The LPR Model quantifies anticipated project benefits by 
estimating average annual stormwater runoff volumes8 and associated pollutant loads that would 
be captured and infiltrated or treated by the proposed projects. While other models were evaluated 
for use, the LPR Model was selected because it met requirements outlined in the Guidelines, is 
cost-effective, and allows for updates in the future by Cooperating Entities. This section describes 
the evaluation of potential models for SWRP modeling and the selection of the LPR Model 
(Section 3.1) and how the LPR Model will be applied to evaluate conceptual project benefits 
(Section 3.2).  

3.1 Model Selection 

The Guidelines specify a minimum level of information necessary to determine if proposed 
projects meet SWRP’s management objectives. The following models were evaluated for their 
ability to quantify the benefits identified by the Guidelines and demonstrate that projects address 
necessary management objectives: The LPR Model, Structural BMP Prioritization and Analysis 
Tool (SBPAT), the EPA Stormwater Management Model (SWMM), and the Stormwater Tool to 
Estimate Load Reduction (TELR).   

More specifically, the Guidelines Section VI.C define metrics for evaluating stormwater and dry 
weather runoff capture projects benefits. These include: 

o Water quality: pollutant load reduction and/or volume treated 
o Water supply: volume captured and/or cost of water augmented 
o Flood management: rate, volume, and/or size of decreased flood risk 
o Environmental: size and/or rate of environmental/habitat protection and 

improvement, increased urban green space, reduced energy use, reestablishment 
of the natural hydrograph, or water temperature improvements 

o Community: size of enhanced or new recreational/public use space, number of 
people involved with the community, or number of employment opportunities 
provided 

 

                                                 

8 Dry weather water quality benefits may also be expected but are not estimated here.  
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The Guidelines also define the minimum level of information necessary for an integrated metrics-
based analysis to demonstrate that proposed projects will address the SWRP’s management 
objectives. Section VI.C of the Guidelines defines these as: 

x Volume captured by the project, including the following: 

o Expressed as percentage of total runoff volume from the drainage area 
o Compared to the 85th percentile, 24-hour storm event 

x Volume treated by the project and resulting pollutant load reductions achieved through 
treatment or infiltration, which also includes the following:  

o Quantification of how this captured volume may affect flooding risks 
o Difference between current and future pollutant loading after SWRP 

implementation 
o Stormwater and dry weather runoff infiltrated into a groundwater basin/aquifer 

and potable water offset resulting from the captured volume 
o Contribution to overland flow, groundwater recharge and infiltration, interflow, 

evapotranspiration, delivery of sediment and organic matter to receiving waters, 
and chemical and biological transformation 

x Size of environmental habitat creation or improvement and community influence 

Various modeling options were evaluated and narrowed down to four suitable models ranging 
from complex to simple. These included SBPAT, SWMM, TELR, and the LPR Model. Table H-
2 compares the capabilities of the four models with respect to SWRP modeling requirements as 
well as other model features that would also be helpful. Sections 3.1.1 through 3.1.4 include 
additional information for each of the four potential models.  
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Table H-2. Evaluation of Modeling Methodologies 

Required Integrated Metrics-Based Analyses SBPAT SWMM TELR LPR 
Model 

Volume captured by the project during an average annual year 
(as percentage of total runoff volume from the drainage area and 
compared to 85th percentile, 24-hour event) 

99 99 91 992 

Volume treated by the project and resulting pollutant load 
reductions achieved through treatment or infiltration (including 
difference between current and future pollutant loading after 
SWRP implementation) 

99 99 93 99 

Runoff volume infiltrated into a groundwater basin or aquifer 
and potable water offset 94 94 94 94 

Contribution to overland flow, groundwater recharge & 
infiltration, interflow, evapotranspiration, delivery of 
sediment/organic matter to receiving waters, and chemical and 
biological transformation 

95 96 97 98 

Size of environmental habitat creation/improvement and 
community influence 

9 9 9 9 

Additional Model Features ("like to haves") SBPAT SWMM TELR LPR 
Model 

Availability of required input data 99 99 99 99 
Ability to quantify water quality benefits from a variety of 
structural BMPs 99 99 99 99 

Cost-effectiveness  99 9 99 
Ease of use  9 99 99 
Ability for the cooperating entities to consistently evaluate new 
projects after completion of the SWRP   99 99 

Ability to support catchment-level siting of BMPs that reflects 
County-specific priority water body-pollutant combination 99   99 

Ability to perform watershed-wide analyses and summaries of 
volume and pollutant load reductions 99  9 99 

99 - Model fully meets or exceeds required/desired feature 
9 - Model partially meets required/desired feature 
1 For decentralized BMPs, it is assumed that the BMPs are sized to remove stormwater volumes from the impervious 
area treated for the local 85th percentile, 24-hour storm event.  
2 The LPR Model did not originally have the capabilities to estimate runoff volume captured by a project. However, 
this capability was incorporated into the model interface for the SWRP.  
3 TELR only assesses total suspended solids (TSS) pollutant loadings, which is noted to be a surrogate for urban 
pollutants (2NDNATURE, 2016), while other models perform quantification for numerous pollutants.  
4 Models provide estimated runoff volume that is captured by a BMP and infiltrated. However, estimation of the 
portion of this infiltrated volume that is recharged to groundwater will be conducted outside of modeling framework. 
Potable water offset will also be estimated outside of modeling framework based on the runoff volume capture 
estimated by the models.  
5 Does not directly estimate groundwater recharge (as previously discussed), interflow, or chemical/biological 
transformation within the model interface. 
6 Does not directly estimate chemical/biological transformation or evapotranspiration within the model interface. 
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7 Does not directly estimate groundwater recharge (as previously discussed), interflow, evapotranspiration, or 
chemical/biological transformation within the model interface. 
8 Does not directly estimate interflow, evapotranspiration, or chemical/biological transformation within the model 
interface. However, estimation of runoff volumes within the LPR Model was calibrated to measured streamflow data. 
Therefore, runoff volumes predicted by the model indirectly account for factors such as evapotranspiration. 
Additionally, BMP performance is estimated in the LPR Model using summarized monitoring data from the 
International Stormwater BMP Database, which includes volume loss due to infiltration, evapotranspiration, etc.  
9 No models contain this functionality therefore this required quantification will be performed outside the model 

3.1.1 SBPAT 

SBPAT is a public domain, “open source” GIS-based water quality analysis tool that is specifically 
designed to prioritize urban catchments based on unit area pollutant loading, identify regional 
structural BMP retrofit opportunity sites, and quantify BMP pollutant load reductions and costs. 
SBPAT (available at www.sbpat.net) builds off the published and American Society of Civil 
Engineers (ASCE) award-winning structural BMP planning methodology 
(www.labmpmethod.org). The tool was named by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality 
Control Board to be one of only two models approved for use in Reasonable Assurance Analysis 
(similar in nature to the modeling required for the MS4 Permit TMDL requirements) and has been 
successfully demonstrated in over fifteen Southern California TMDL implementation plans and 
watershed management plans for MS4 BMP siting and prioritization purposes (e.g., City of Los 
Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, 2012, County of Ventura, 2015, Beach Cities EWMP Group, 2015, 
City of Los Angeles et al., 2015, North Santa Monica Bay Coastal Watersheds EWMP Group, 
2015, Palos Verdes Peninsula Watershed Management Group, 2015, Geosyntec Consultants, 
2012b, Geosyntec Consultants, 2012c, City of Los Angeles. 2009, Los Angeles Gateway Region, 
2015, City of Walnut, 2015, Ventura County Watershed Protection District, 2010, etc.).  

Although SBPAT meets most of the SWRP requirements, and many of the secondary factors as 
well, the tool provides unnecessary functionality (e.g., continuous hydrologic and hydraulic 
simulation) and level of detail (e.g., stochastic analysis) and therefore was not the most cost-
effective option for use in the SWRP. Furthermore, additional training would be required for 
Cooperating Entities to consistently evaluate new projects after completion of the SWRP. 

3.1.2 SWMM 

SWMM, which was developed by EPA as a free, publicly available software, serves as a 
hydrologic and hydraulic model that can be used for long-term (continuous) simulation of runoff 
quantity and quality. Spatial variability of the hydrologic processes is achieved by dividing the 
area of interest into smaller, homogeneous catchments, containing a given fraction of pervious and 
impervious areas. The runoff volumes are estimated for catchment areas that receive precipitation 
and generate corresponding runoff and pollutant loads. The routing component of SWMM can 
then transport the runoff through any treatment system (i.e., BMP). SWMM is able to track the 
quantity and quality of runoff through each catchment and other components of the model, such 
as BMPs. SWMM is also able to account for hydrologic processes such as evaporation, rainfall 
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interception from depression storage, percolation of infiltrated waters into groundwater layers, 
interflow between groundwater and the drainage system, etc.  

After evaluating SWMM for use in quantifying benefits for the SWRP, it was determined that at 
the County-level, it would not meet all SWRP model requirements because: 1) it would be too data 
intensive to track runoff volumes and pollutant loads  without the use of other tools such as Excel, 
2) it does not have the capability to directly produce catchment-level siting based on priority water 
body-pollutant combinations (which LPR model does), and 3), it would not be easy for 
Cooperating Entities to add new projects as they are developed.  

3.1.3 TELR 

TELR is a proprietary, easy to use model that produces estimates of average annual runoff volume 
and sediment loads and load reductions using a spatial, catchment-scale analysis. A baseline 
average annual total suspended solids (TSS) load is estimated based on land use distribution and 
unmodified hydrologic connectivity of the catchment to the receiving waters, and the average 
annual pollutant load reductions are estimated after implementation of stormwater program 
actions, including source control and structural BMPs, in the catchment for the respective year 
evaluated.  The current loading after BMPs for each catchment area are normalized to produce 
catchment rankings.  

After evaluation with respect to SWRP, it was determined that the TELR model is not appropriate 
for use in evaluating conceptual project benefits because: 1) it does not currently incorporate 
pollutant-based catchment loading (runoff volume and sediment loads are instead used as 
surrogates), 2) it also cannot prioritize catchments based on specific water body-pollutant 
combinations, and 3) it requires additional annual costs, making it a less cost effective option for 
Cooperating Entities.  

3.1.4 LPR Model 

The LPR Model was developed to fulfill the 2013 California Phase II General Municipal Separate 
Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit (MS4 Permit) (State Water Resources Control Board, 2013) 
and Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board requirements for quantifying MS4 
Permit area average annual stormwater runoff volumes and pollutant loads, prioritizing catchments 
for BMP implementation, and inventorying, assessing, and estimating runoff volume and pollutant 
load reductions achieved by a MS4 Permittee’s stormwater program. The LPR Model was 
developed by Geosyntec Consultants in collaboration with the County of Santa Barbara, and the 
Cities of Carpinteria, Goleta, Solvang, and Buellton.   

The LPR Model’s primary functions include quantification of runoff volumes and pollutant loads 
for the unmitigated scenario, prioritization of catchments, and estimation of runoff volume and 
pollutant load reductions from implementation of a stormwater program, including a suite of BMPs 
(mitigated condition). Therefore, the model is referred to as the Load, Prioritization, and 
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Reduction (LPR) Model. The model produces all results at the catchment, MS4 Permit area, and 
watershed scale. 

Spatial data describing the area of interest, including land uses and soil types, are combined with 
historical rainfall data to determine predicted average annual runoff volumes for the unmitigated 
scenario. These volumes are then combined with the pollutant concentrations expected on various 
land uses to produce average annual stormwater pollutant loads. POCs are identified, based on 
those with significant potential to cause or contribute to receiving water limit exceedances and 
watershed-specific factors (e.g., status of Clean Water Act Section 303(d) listings and TMDLs), 
and used, with pollutant loads, to produce catchment prioritization results based on various 
pollutants. The LPR Model then computes the water quality benefits, in the form of estimated 
runoff volume and pollutant load reductions, expected to be achieved by implementing BMPs, for 
a variety of BMP types (both structural and non-structural) and implementation scenarios. 

The LPR Model is a simple, easy-to-use tool that can directly evaluate and support stormwater 
program management. The LPR Model is in the non-proprietary Microsoft Excel format because 
the software is widely used, it is flexible and customizable, and requires no ongoing cost. The 
streamlined and intuitive layout allows for future use and modification based on additional land 
use monitoring data, modified watershed GIS data, additional BMP performance data, and/or 
expanded BMP implementation. Output results from the LPR Model are provided in both tabular 
and graphical form to allow for easy transfer to reports.  

The LPR Model is well-suited to meet watershed planning and multi-benefit quantification 
requirements necessary for the SWRP, in addition to prioritizing BMPs for mitigating various land 
use-based threats to water quality by comparing their relative benefit, supporting catchment-level 
siting of BMPs that reflect priority water body-pollutant combinations, and performs watershed-
wide analyses and summaries of volume and pollutant load reductions. The assumptions, input 
data, and underlying methodology of the LPR Model is very similar to what was used in 
development of the Ventura Countywide SWRP, so the methodology has been proven for use in 
SWRPs.  

3.1.5 Conclusion  

Based on the criteria discussed above and summarized in Table H-2, the LPR Model was selected 
as the best and most cost-effective option for use in development of the Santa Barbara SWRP to 
meet the modeling requirements of the Guidelines. The LPR Model is able to produce average 
annual runoff volumes and pollutant loads for 12 different pollutants, in a given area, based on 
land use and soil spatial data and average annual rainfall for the area. Although the LPR Model 
did not originally include the capability to estimate the percent of long-term runoff volume that is 
captured by structural BMPs, the functionality was added during SWRP development, allowing 
the Cooperating Entities to take full ownership of a simple-to-use comprehensive Santa Barbara 
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SWRP modeling tool. The LPR Model is able to estimate the runoff volume stored, treated, and/or 
infiltrated, and the corresponding pollutant load reductions, for a variety of structural BMPs.  

Besides fulfilling requirements outlined in the Guidelines, other advantages of the LPR Model 
include its cost-effectiveness, based on previous development for the SWRP Planning area, the 
Cooperating Entities familiarity with it (i.e., new training is not required), and its ability to easily 
add and inventory additional projects in the future. It also has the ability to support catchment-
level siting of BMPs that reflects County-specific priority water body-pollutant combinations, in 
addition to providing output summaries by watershed or receiving water.  

3.2 LPR Model Development 

The LPR Model uses the Rational Method to estimate the average annual runoff volume generated 
within a watershed, using drainage area characterization (land use, imperviousness, and soils), 
runoff coefficients, and precipitation data. Since runoff coefficients are determined using an 
empirical formula that does not account for all site-specific conditions, the LPR Model allows 
modeled runoff volumes to be adjusted based on calibration results that compare the annual 
discharge volumes calculated by the LPR Model to streamflow gage observed annual discharge 
volumes. The calibration multiplier is used to adjust the runoff volumes reported by the LPR 
Model, which are then used with pollutant event mean concentrations (EMCs), representing the 
mean concentration of a pollutant expected in stormwater runoff, to determine average annual 
pollutant loadings. 

Basic design details of stormwater projects (e.g., project type, drainage area and characteristics, 
project footprint and storage capacity, etc.) are then entered into the LPR Model for performance 
modeling. The LPR Model computes the estimated average annual infiltration volumes and 
pollutant load reductions, expected to be achieved by implementing the project. Project 
performance within the LPR Model is based on the average annual percent volume capture (percent 
capture), effluent quality (i.e., concentration), and percent volume reduction (see Figure H-9). 
Additional information and details on the LPR Model are presented in the LPR Model Technical 
Report (Geosyntec Consultants, 2017).  
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Figure H-9. Structural BMP Modeling Approach 

3.2.1 Existing LPR Model 

The existing LPR Model was populated (previously compiled and synthesized in GIS) with all the 
necessary spatial data (Table H-3) for the SWRP Planning Area during development for MS4 
Permit compliance. This spatial data was developed at the catchment level, which are defined as 
municipal drainage catchments and represent actual drainage areas where stormwater discharges 
through one or more identified outfall9. Within each catchment, the LPR Model contains 
information for each unique combination of land use (land use category and imperviousness) and 
hydrologic soil group. Each catchment is also characterized by a receiving water (i.e., 
subwatershed) and watershed. Catchments were developed by the Cities of Goleta, Carpinteria, 
Buellton, Solvang, and the County of Santa Barbara for the respective MS4 Permit areas. The 
remainder of the County of Santa Barbara was divided by receiving water (i.e., subwatershed) and 
similarly characterized by land use and hydrologic soil group. Details regarding how land use 
designations and imperviousness (based on land use) were determined for areas within Santa 
Barbara County are included in Attachment A of the LPR Model Technical Report (Geosyntec 
Consultants, 2017).  

                                                 

9 Based on guidance from the Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (2016), a good target size for a 
catchment is approximately 100 acres.  
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Table H-3. GIS Datasets Used for the Existing LPR Modeling  
Dataset Description1 Dataset Format Source 

Land Use (event mean 
concentration [EMC] land use2) Vector (polygon) Provided by Cooperating Entities3 or 

developed based on the County of Santa 
Barbara 2016 parcel file Land Use (imperviousness) Vector (polygon) 

Catchments  Vector (polygon) Provided by Cooperating Entities3 or 
developed based on subwatersheds 

Soils (hydrologic soil group) Vector (polygon) 

Soil Survey Geographic Database 
(SSURGO) database from the Natural 
Resources Conservation Service (United 
States Department of Agriculture) 

Watersheds Vector (polygon) USGS hydrologic unit code (HUC) – 8 
Subwatersheds Vector (polygon) CalWater 

1 Additional information is included in the LPR Model Technical Report (Geosyntec Consultants, 2017). 
2 Single-family residential, multi-family residential, transportation, vacant (open space), commercial, industrial, 
agriculture, education, and water. 
3 For the MS4 Permit areas for the Cities of Goleta, Carpinteria, Buellton, Solvang, and the County of Santa Barbara.  
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. QUANTITATIVE ANALYSIS OF PROJECT BENEFITS  

Table 3 of the Guidelines lists examples of the appropriate benefit metrics to be used in project 
analysis. The metrics for quantitative analysis included in this SWRP include pollutant load 
reductions (water quality benefit), groundwater recharge (water supply), runoff volume removal 
(flood management), and habitat restoration (environmental). 

Water quality benefits of conceptual projects, in terms of the average annual pollutant loads that 
are expected to be removed from the receiving waters after implementing the conceptual projects, 
are evaluated by the LPR Model. For infiltration-based projects such as the infiltration basins and 
dry wells, removing runoff volume from the BMP discharge also removes all associated pollutants. 
Therefore, the pollutant loading in the influent runoff volume that is able to be captured and 
infiltrated by the projects is also considered to be removed. Treatment-based BMPs, such as wet 
detention ponds and bioretention systems, estimate the effluent quality of the runoff volume that 
is captured and treated by the projects and discharged, in addition to runoff volume that is removed 
through infiltration or evapotranspiration.  

The water supply benefits for conceptual projects is also based on the volume of runoff infiltrated 
by the project. The infiltrated volume is multiplied by an adjustment factor to compute a potential 
groundwater recharge volume. This adjustment factor is based on a modeling analysis of 
groundwater recharge performed by Munévar and Mariño (in the Central California region), which 
showed that on average approximately 65 percent of infiltrated water reaches the water table and 
is therefore available for water supply (Munévar and Mariño, 1999). Therefore, the potential water 
supply volume provided by infiltration-based BMPs is calculated to be 65 percent of the estimated 
captured (or reduced) runoff volume. Because dry wells are infiltrating directly to groundwater, it 
was assumed that 100 percent of the captured volume for dry wells is available for water supply.  

Additionally, the number of households that could utilize their entire yearly water supply from the 
potential increase in water supply volume (household equivalents supplied) is also estimated, 
based on average annual household water use, 0.41 acre-ft per household per year or 362 gallons 
per household per day, (Aquacraft, 2011) and the estimated groundwater recharge volumes.  

Implementation of the conceptual projects can also provide benefits by reducing local flooding, 
both by reducing the rate and volume of runoff volume during storm events. These flood 
management benefits were quantified by the LPR Model as the average annual runoff volume that 
is captured by the conceptual project, then infiltrated/evapotranspired and/or detained and released 
at a controlled rate.  

Implementation of the conceptual projects can also result in positive environmental outcomes. The 
Guidelines identifies protection and improvement of natural habitat, increased urban green space, 
reduced energy use or greenhouse gas emissions, reestablishment of the natural hydrograph, and 
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water temperature improvement as examples of environmental benefits. Potential environmental 
benefits of conceptual projects are quantified by the size of the footprint for the proposed project, 
when it represents the area that will undergo environmental enhancements (e.g., natural habitat 
created or converted to green space with natural vegetation, removal of invasive species).  

The conceptual project design parameters used in the LPR Model and multi-benefit quantification 
results are included in Appendix I.
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. PROJECT MULTIPLE BENEFIT PRIORITIZATION 

As required by California Water Code Section 10562(e) and Section VI.D of the Guidelines, the 
SWRP must use measurable factors to prioritize projects. The approach for prioritizing the 
conceptual projects consists of two parts. Projects are first assigned multi-benefit indices based on 
their quantitative and qualitative potential to achieve multiple benefits in the five benefit categories 
identified by the Guidelines: water quality, water supply, flood control, community, and 
environmental Projects were then prioritized based on their multi-benefit indices and their 
potential to be implemented and maintained (i.e., with a committed landowner and operation and 
maintenance capabilities). 

The methodology for scoring multiple benefits to determine multi-benefit indices is outlined in 
Section 5.1, and the process for prioritizing projects is described in Section 5.2. These processes 
vary slightly for those projects with quantified modeling results (conceptual projects) and other 
projects that have not been modeled to determine quantitative benefits. The methodologies for both 
modeled and non-modeled projects are described herein. 

The results for scoring multiple benefits, including determination of the multi-benefit indices and 
prioritization of conceptual projects are presented in Appendix I.  

5.1 Scoring Multiple Benefits 

Conceptual Projects  

The multi-benefit index is calculated for each project and represents the ability of each project to 
provide benefits for the benefit categories identified in the Guidelines, with more emphasis on the 
benefit categories that are a priority to the Cooperating Entities. To determine a multi-benefit index 
for each modeled conceptual project, scores for each benefit category (benefit scores) are 
determined as described in Table H-4. These quantitative benefit scores are normalized by dividing 
quantitative results (e.g. modeled pollutant loads) by the maximum value10 for all projects and 
multiplying normalized values by five, yielding scores ranging from zero to five. These scores 
based on quantitative metrics are used to calculate quantitative benefit scores for water quality, 
water supply, flood control and environmental benefits as appropriate, as described in Table H-4. 
Water quality quantitative benefit scores differed slightly from the other benefit categories, in that 
a quantitative score ranging from zero to five is determined for each modeled pollutant. Scores for 

                                                 

10 The maximum value is the largest quantitative result that is less than or equal to the “upper limit” of all quantitative 
results, which is calculated as the median + (1.5 x the interquartile range [IQR]). The IQR is equal to the 25th percentile 
value subtracted from the 75th percentile value. This procedure is used so that one or a couple very large projects do 
not result in very low quantitative scores for all other projects. Any projects with a quantitative result greater than the 
upper limit automatically receives a score of 5.0 for that pollutant/category.  
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each pollutant are then weighted by the pollutant priority weights for the relevant watershed, 
shown in Table H-7, to determine an overall water quality quantitative benefit score for each 
project. Priority pollutant weights are determined based on 303(d) and TMDL listed pollutants, in 
addition to urban vs. non-urban pollutants, as described in the water quality portion of Table H-4. 

A qualitative benefit weight from zero to five is also determined for certain criteria, based on the 
project concept, aspects of the location of the project (proximity to groundwater basin, upstream 
of etc.), need for the benefit in the project area, and best professional judgement to reflect the 
effectiveness of the project at achieving each benefit. The overall benefit scores for water supply, 
flood control and environmental benefits are calculated by multiplying the quantitative score and 
qualitative weight and dividing by five to yield a final benefit score between zero and five. Water 
quality benefits are based solely on the quantitative scores and pollutant treatment priority weights, 
while community benefits are based entirely on a qualitative score. 

Finally, in order to determine a multi-benefit index for each project, each benefit category is 
assigned a weight according to its relative importance to the cooperating entities. The following 
multi-benefits weights are applied to each benefit:  

• Water supply: 35% 
• Water quality: 35%  
• Flood management: 10% 
• Environmental: 10%  
• Community: 10%  

The benefit scores are multiplied by the assigned multi-benefit weights and summed to calculate 
a multi-benefit index between zero and five. This approach is similar in concept to the ASCE 
award-winning Los Angeles Countywide BMP prioritization methodology 
(www.LABMPmethod.org). Table H-4 outlines the methodology described above (for conceptual 
projects), and potential environmental and community benefits are identified in Table H-5 and 
Table H-6. The qualitative scores for environmental and community benefits areselected based on 
the number of main and additional benefits that each project is expected to provide, as defined in 
the Guidelines. 
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Table H-4. Multi-benefit Scoring Guidance for Conceptual Projects 

Benefit 
Category 

Description Scoring 

Water Quality 
Potential to 
address water 
quality priorities 
 

Score is calculated based on quantitative metric of benefit multiplied 
by a qualitative pollutant weight  

Quantitative metric: Average annual pollutant load reduction 
(lb/year or 1012 MPN/year for fecal coliform) will be used to calculate 
a weighted score for each project based on qualitative watershed 
specific water quality priorities. 

Quantitative pollutant priority weights (shown in Table H-7):  
4 = TMDL listed 
3 = 303(d) listed 
2 = Urban, non-listed (TMDL or 303(d)) pollutant 
1 = Non-urban, non-listed (TMDL or 303(d)) pollutant 

Water Supply 

Maximize 
infiltration, 
supplement 
groundwater, or 
reuse of captured 
stormwater or dry 
weather runoff 

Score is calculated based on quantitative metric of benefit multiplied 
by a qualitative weight describing the effectiveness of the project at 
meeting that metric. 

Quantitative metric: Potential average annual water supply volume 
(acre-ft/yr) 

Qualitative weight:  
0 = No infiltration or planned reuse  
1 = Provides infiltration in a confined aquifer (not used for water 
supply) or direct use (in a parcel not currently using water)  
2 = Improved water efficiency with drought tolerant vegetation or 
removal of high water use vegetation 
3 = Provides groundwater recharge in an unconfined aquifer (not used 
for water supply) or direct use (in a parcel using recycled water) 
4 = Provides infiltration in a confined aquifer (used for water supply) 
5 = Provides groundwater recharge in an unconfined aquifer (used for 
water supply) or direct use (in a parcel using potable water) 
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Benefit 
Category 

Description Scoring 

Flood 
Management 

Minimize runoff / 
discharge 

Score is calculated based on quantitative metric of benefit multiplied 
by a qualitative weight describing the effectiveness of the project at 
meeting that metric. 

Quantitative metric: Average annual runoff volume captured11 (cu-
ft/yr) 

Qualitative weight:  
0 = No alleviation of a local flooding problem  
1 = Minor alleviation of a local flooding problem  
3 = Medium alleviation of a local flooding problem 
5 = Significant alleviation of a local flooding problem 

Environmental 

Environmental 
benefits of 
project, listed in 
Table H-5 

Score is calculated based on a quantitative metric of benefit multiplied 
by a qualitative weight.  

Quantitative metric: Environmental enhancement area (represented 
by BMP footprint in square feet)  

Qualitative weight:  
A qualitative weight will be determined by the number of benefits in 
Table H-5, as follows. 

0 = No environmental benefit 
1 = One (or more) additional environmental benefits and no main 
benefits  
3 = One main environmental benefit 
5 = Two (or more) main environmental benefit 

Community 

Community 
benefits of 
project, listed in 
Table H-6 

 

A qualitative score is determined by the number of benefits in Table 
H-6 as follows. 

0 = No community benefit 
1 = One (or more) additional community benefits and no main benefits  
3 = One main community benefit 
5 = Two (or more) main community benefit 

 

 

 

                                                 

11 Runoff volume metric used in lieu of peak flow since peak flow is not available.  
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Table H-5. List of potential environmental benefits 

Benefit Description Evaluation Criteria 
Main Benefits 

Environmental and habitat 
protection and improvement, 
including: 
x Wetland enhancement/creation 
x Riparian enhancement; and/or 
x Instream flow enhancement 

x Parcel is located near a water body and could enhance or 
restore aquatic existing habitat 

x BMP concept creates a water feature that could create habitat 
(e.g. constructed wetland) 

x Parcel or BMP concept can be developed in a way that 
enhances or creates habitat or provides other environmental 
restoration (e.g. opportunity to plant native species) 

Increased urban green space 
x Parcel is located in an urban area 
x Undeveloped space on parcel could be converted to green 

space or BMP concept includes plantings (e.g. bioretention) 

Additional Benefits 

Reduced energy use, greenhouse 
gas emissions, urban heat island 
effect, or provides carbon sink 

x BMP concept increases water supply through infiltration or 
capture reuse and reduces energy used for importing water 

x Project creates green space   

Reestablishment of natural 
hydrograph 

x Project reduces runoff and helps restore stream flow to 
predevelopment conditions 
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Table H-6. List of potential community benefits 

Benefit Description Evaluation Criteria 
Main Benefits 
Employment opportunities  x Project requires operation and maintenance 

Public education 
x Project includes signage or other opportunities to educate the public 

about stormwater and water quality, water supply, environmental 
protection or other aspects of the project. 

Additional Benefits 
Community involvement  x Project implementation will engage community 

Enhance or create 
recreational and public use 
areas 

x Project is located in an existing public space or park 
x Project provides aesthetic benefits 
x Project includes recreational facilities (e.g. bike paths) 

Socio-economic benefits 

x Project is located in a residential area and may improve home 
property values  

x Project is located in a commercial area and may benefit local 
businesses 

x Project is located in a disadvantaged or low income area  

Health benefits 
x Project will increase green space that will improve air quality 
x Project provides recreation opportunities that encourage physical 

exercise 

 

Table H-7. Priority Pollutant Weight Scores 

Watershed 
Pollutant Weights 

TSS TP Diss 
P NH3 NO3 TK

N 
Diss 
Cu 

Tot 
Cu 

Tot 
Pb 

Diss 
Zn 

Tot 
Zn 

Fecal 
Col. 

Goleta Slough 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 2 1 2 2 4 
Carpinteria 1 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 2 2 4 
Santa Ynez 4 1 2 4 4 1 2 2 1 2 2 4 
Orcutt Creek 4 1 2 5 5 1 2 2 1 2 2 5 
Santa Barbara 
Coastal 4 4 4 4 5 4 2 2 1 2 2 4 

San Antonio 4 1 2 1 4 4 2 2 1 2 2 4 
Santa Maria 4 1 2 5 5 1 2 2 1 2 2 5 

 

 

 



Santa Barbara County-Wide Integrated SWRP – Appendix H 
September 2018 

 

 H-37 

Non-Modeled Projects  

The multiple benefit scoring process developed for evaluating projects that are identified, 
developed (to a conceptual level), and modeled for the SWRP was adapted and will be applied to 
those identified projects that are not conceptually developed or modeled (i.e., non-modeled 
projects). Benefit scores for these projects are developed based on the same qualitative process 
used for conceptual projects, however quantitative metrics, such as the volume captured, are not 
available for all of these projects. Thus, the benefit scores for water quality, water supply, flood 
management, environmental, and community are represented by a score from zero to five based 
on a qualitative assessment of a specific project type implemented in the identified parcel at 
achieving each benefit, independent of size or scale of the project. Table H-8 shows how the 
scoring process was adapted for non-modeled projects for which BMP concept designs have not 
been developed. 

Table H-8. Multi-benefit Scoring Guidance for Non-modeled Projects 

Benefit 
Category 

Description Scoring 

Water Quality Potential to 
address water 
quality priorities 

0 = No pollutant removal 
1 = Low pollutant removal in discharge 
3 = Medium pollutant removal in discharge 
5 = Full pollutant removal of captured/diverted flow 
 

Water Supply 

Maximize 
infiltration, 
supplement 
groundwater, or 
reuse of captured 
stormwater or dry 
weather runoff 

0 = No infiltration or planned reuse  
1 = Provides infiltration in a confined aquifer (not used for water 
supply) or direct use (in a parcel not currently using water)  
2 = Improved water efficiency with drought tolerant vegetation or 
removal of high water use vegetation 
3 = Provides groundwater recharge in an unconfined aquifer (not used 
for water supply) or direct use (in a parcel using recycled water) 
4 = Provides infiltration in a confined aquifer (used for water supply) 
5 = Provides groundwater recharge in an unconfined aquifer (used for 
water supply) or direct use (in a parcel using potable water) 

Flood 
Management 

Minimize runoff / 
discharge 

0 = No alleviation of a local flooding problem  
1 = Minor alleviation of a local flooding problem  
3 = Medium alleviation of a local flooding problem 
5 = Significant alleviation of a local flooding problem 
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Benefit 
Category 

Description Scoring 

Environmental 

Environmental 
benefits of 
project, listed in 
Table H-5 

A qualitative score will be determined by the number of benefits in 
Table H-5, as follows. 

0 = No environmental benefit 
1 = One (or more) additional environmental benefits and no main 
benefits  
3 = One main environmental benefit 
5 = Two (or more) main environmental benefit 

Community 

Community 
benefits of 
project, listed in 
Table H-6 

 

A qualitative score will be determined by the number of benefits in 
Table H-6, as follows. 

Qualitative metric:  
0 = No community benefit 
1 = One (or more) additional community benefits and no main benefits  
3 = One main community benefit 
5 = Two (or more) main community benefit 
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5.2 Project Prioritization 

After multi-benefit indices are determined for the projects, they are then prioritized (Water Code 
10562(b)(2)) based on their multi-benefit indices and other factors related to feasibility of 
implementation and commitment to maintenance as shown below: 

• High: multi-benefit index greater than zero and the project has a willing land owner 
that is also committed to performing necessary maintenance  

• Medium: multi-benefit index greater than three, but the project does not have (or it 
is undetermined) a willing land owner also committed to maintenance 

• Low: multi-benefit index less than or equal to three and the project does not have 
(or it is undetermined) a willing land owner also committed to maintenance 

This approach for multiple benefit quantification and prioritization of projects was developed to 
fulfill requirements in the Water Code and Guidelines, and the methodology will serve as a useful 
tool for evaluating multiple benefits of projects. However, this methodology is not intended to 
serve as a basis for ranking projects or to imply that certain projects are more likely to be successful 
than others, but was rather intended to identify projects that will provide multiple benefits and are 
likely to succeed once implemented.  
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. INTRODUCTION 

Various project opportunities for stormwater and dry weather capture were identified in the SWRP 
planning area that meet one or more of the criteria established for project selection included in the 
Water Code and the SWRP Guidelines (Guidelines) (SWRCB, 2015). These identified projects 
were then evaluated by the condition of the parcel, the potential benefits of the project, and barriers 
to implementation to establish a ranked list of projects for each BMP type. The Cooperating 
Entities reviewed the ranked projects and the projects identified by the stakeholders, and projects 
were selected for conceptual development. The conceptual designs and project benefits (water 
quality, water supply, flood management, and environmental) are described and quantified in this 
document as required by the Water Code and Guidelines. This document contains the resulting 
conceptual designs, quantified benefits, and prioritization using the methods outlined in Appendix 
H. 

. CONCEPTUAL PROJECT DESIGNS 

The project identification and ranking process was executed for each of the SWRP project types 
(infiltration, dry well, direct use, treatment), as described in Appendix G. The Cooperating Entities 
reviewed their list of ranked projects (by SWRP project type) and potential projects identified by 
the stakeholders and selected projects for conceptual design development are included in Table I-
1. Development of conceptual designs for the projects required delineating the upstream drainage 
area and determining appropriate conceptual design parameters. These processes, including the 
necessary spatial files, are described in Appendix H. 

Table I-1. Projects Selected for Conceptual Development 

Project Name Parcel/Street Project Type Short Description 

Buellton 

099-400-069 
(agriculture 
field) 

Infiltration basins 
Infiltration to capture runoff from the 
agriculture areas that cause flooding 
along the northern boundary of the city.  

099-293-001, 
099-284-001, 
and 099-300-
026 

Bioretention with 
underdrains 

Series of bioretention systems in the 
median of the Avenue of Flags to treat 
runoff before it flows back into the 
storm drain system at the southern end.  

099-261-027 Infiltration basin Infiltration basin to capture runoff from 
a residential and agricultural area. 

Carpinteria 

001-313-C06 
and right of 
way north of 
Via Real 

Infiltration basin 
and bioswale 

Retention basin and bioswale network 
to alleviate flooding issues during 
certain storm events. 
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Project Name Parcel/Street Project Type Short Description 

004-005-005 Infiltration vault 
Subsurface infiltration vault in El Carro 
park that captures runoff from a 
residential area 

Goleta 

077-361-011 Dry wells Dry wells within open space owned by 
the City of Goleta 

079-121-011 
Bioretention (with 
underdrains) and 
dry wells 

Bioretention with underdrains to treat 
runoff and then infiltration through a 
series of dry wells 

Guadalupe 
113-030-051 Infiltration basin 

Infiltration basin prior to Santa Maria 
River to reduce peak flows and 
pollutants prior to the river 

115-140-015 Wetlands 
restoration 

Restoration of the School Lake and 
wetland  

Solvang 

137-670-001 Infiltration basin 

Retrofit of the existing detention basin 
(to allow for water quality treatment 
and recharge of the groundwater basin) 
located in Hans Christian Anderson 
Park 

139-173-018 Dry wells 
A series of dry wells in the parking lot 
to provide groundwater recharge and 
remove urban pollutants. 

County of 
Santa Barbara 

097-371-004  Infiltration basin Infiltration basin located in Vandenberg 
Village 

067-100-027 Infiltration vault 
Subsurface infiltration vault that diverts 
from San Antonio Creek to recharge 
groundwater 

Carpinteria 
Valley WD 

Franklin Creek Creek infiltration De-lining portions of Santa Monica and 
Franklin Creeks 

004-011-043 Wet detention basin 

Wet detention basin that diverts dry 
weather flows and stormwater runoff 
(from medium sized storms) from 
Franklin channel to improve water 
quality and create enhanced habitat 
before being pumped in the sewer to 
augment water supplies. 

Montecito WD 

007-220-001 & 
009-060-050 
(only 007-220-
001 was used) 

Infiltration basin Infiltration basin in Manning Park 
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Project Name Parcel/Street Project Type Short Description 

UCSB 

073-120-014 Wetland restoration Dig out filled portion of wetland and 
add stormwater detention 

073-120-013 Constructed wetland 

Treatment wetlands to capture and treat 
runoff from the Storke Family Housing 
complex and create environmental 
habitat for local species. 
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. CONCEPTUAL PROJECT LPR MODEL INPUTS 

Section VI.C of the Guidelines state that quantitative metric-based analysis should be employed 
to evaluate the multiple benefits (i.e., water quality, water supply, flood management, 
environmental, and community) associated with projects. To meet this requirement, water quality, 
water supply, and flood management benefits were quantified (i.e., modeled) for each conceptual 
project using the Load, Prioritization, and Reduction (LPR) Model, developed by Geosyntec 
Consultants. The LPR Model quantifies anticipated project benefits by estimating average annual 
stormwater runoff volumes1 and associated pollutant loads that would be captured and infiltrated 
or treated by the proposed projects. 

The LPR Model requires two sets of project details to estimate performance: (1) project drainage 
area details and (2) project design details. As described in Appendix H, the drainage areas were 
delineated using GIS and desktop visual observations for each conceptual project. These 
conceptual project drainage areas were then characterized utilizing GIS tools, such that each 
conceptual project drainage area was described by unique combinations of catchment (i.e., 
catchment for MS4 Permit areas or subwatershed for non-MS4 areas) and land use. Table I-2 
summarizes conceptual project LPR Model input data related to drainage area. The necessary LPR 
Model design input details for each conceptual project were developed based on the available 
project area, the SQDV, and the standard design parameters as discussed in Appendix H. Table I-
3 shows the conceptual project design details used in the LPR Model.  

                                                 

1 Dry weather water quality benefits may also be expected, but are not estimated here.  
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Table I-2. Conceptual Projects Drainage Area Inputs to the LPR Model 

Cooperating 
Entity Project Name Project 

Type 

Drainage Area Characteristics 

Size 
(acre) Jurisdictions Catchments 

Land Uses (% of total drainage area) 

A
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C
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m
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E
du

ca
tio

n 
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n 
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ng
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ily

 
R

es
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tia

l 

T
ra

ns
po

rt
at

io
n 

Buellton 

Agriculture 
Runoff - East 

Infiltration 
Basin 11 Non-MS4 Non-MS4 - Canada de la Laguna, 

Non-MS4 - Dry Creek 100        

Agriculture 
Runoff - Mideast 

Infiltration 
Basin 27 Non-MS4 Non-MS4 - Canada de la Laguna 100        

Agriculture 
Runoff - Midwest 

Infiltration 
Basin 15 Non-MS4 Non-MS4 - Canada de la Laguna 100        

Agriculture 
Runoff - West 

Infiltration 
Basin 10 Non-MS4 Non-MS4 - Canada de la Laguna 100        

Avenue of the 
Flags 

Bioretention 
with 
underdrain 

67 Buellton, Non-
MS4 

Hydrology Zone 4, Non-MS4 - 
Canada de la Laguna, Non-MS4 – 
Dry Creek 

40 27 0.94 3.1 19 8.2 2.0  

Library Infiltration 
Basin 113 Buellton, Non-

MS4 

Hydrology Zone 3, Hydrology 
Zone 4, Non-MS4 - Canada de la 
Laguna, Non-MS4 – Dry Creek, 
Caltrans 

51 3.5 1.2  4.6 5.6 32 1.4 

Guadalupe 

Jack O'Connell 
Park 

Infiltration 
Basin 1,211 Guadalupe, 

Non-MS4 Non-MS4 - Santa Maria Valley 89 2.0 0.080 0.33 0.13 3.4 0.52 4.9 

School Lake Wetland 
Restoration 286 Guadalupe, 

Non-MS4 Non-MS4 - Santa Maria Valley 57 0.69 4.4 9.3 2.9 2.5 16 7.6 

Solvang 

Hans Christian 
Andersen Park 

Infiltration 
Basin 85 Solvang, Non-

MS4 
AD 3, AD 4, AD 5, Non-MS4 - 
Ballard Canyon, SY 1, SYE 1      3.8 95 0.85 

Mission Drive 
Parking Lot Dry wells 19 Solvang AC 1, AC 2, AC 3, AD 6, ALR 1, 

Caltrans  20 54  6.3  9.1 11 
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Cooperating 
Entity Project Name Project 

Type 

Drainage Area Characteristics 

Size 
(acre) Jurisdictions Catchments 

Land Uses (% of total drainage area) 

A
gr

ic
ul

tu
re
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ci
al
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du
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tio

n 
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al
 

M
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R

es
id

en
tia
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T
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n 

County 

Vandenberg 
Village 

Infiltration 
Basin 309 

County 
Unincorporated, 
Non-MS4 

LSY-09, LSY-26, Lsy-27, Non-
MS4 - Ken Adam Park, Non-MS4 
- Santa Lucia Canyon, SL-06 

0.18  9.8  10 14 64 2.2 

Tucker’s Grove Infiltration 
Vault 2,957 

County 
Unincorporated, 
Non-MS4, 
Caltrans 

MY-03, Non-MS4 – Arroyo 
Burro, Non-MS4 – Atascadero 
Creek, Non-MS4 – Hospital 
Creek, Non-MS4 – Maria 
Ygnacio Creek, Non-MS4 – San 
Antonio Creek, Caltrans 

0.71     87 12 0.95 

MWD Manning Park Infiltration 
Basin 699 

Non-MS4, 
County 
Unincorporated, 
Caltrans 

HC-01, MO-02, MO-03, OA-01, 
OA-02, OA-04, YS-02, YS-03, 
Caltrans, Non-MS4 - San Ysidro 
Canyon 

 2.0  0.72 0.80 19 76 1.3 

UCSB 

Mesa Road at 
Police Station 

Wetland 
Restoration 49 

UCSB, Santa 
Barbara 
Municipal 
Airport 

UCSB - Goleta Slough, Santa 
Barbara Municipal Airport - 
Goleta Slough 

  100      

West Storke 
Housing 

Constructed 
Wetland 20 UCSB, Non-

MS4 
UCSB – Goleta Slough, Non-
MS4 - Goleta Slough   100      

Goleta San Pedro Creek 
Open Space Dry wells 46 Goleta, Non-

MS4 

FW027, FW028, FW034, FW035, 
FW036, Non-MS4 - Las Vegas 
Creek, Non-MS4 - San Pedro 
Creek 

59  2.5   7.6 27 2.9 
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Cooperating 
Entity Project Name Project 

Type 

Drainage Area Characteristics 

Size 
(acre) Jurisdictions Catchments 

Land Uses (% of total drainage area) 

A
gr

ic
ul

tu
re
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m
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ci
al
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du

ca
tio

n 
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al
 

M
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l 

T
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rt
at
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n 

Evergreen Park 

Bioretention 
with 
underdrains 
and dry 
wells 

64 Goleta WC027, WC028, WC029, 
WC030, WC031, WC041   26    74  

Carpinteria 

Via Real 
Stormwater 
Project  

Infiltration 
Basin 29 Carpinteria, 

Non-MS4 CC11, CC9, Non-MS4 - Ocean 14  0.0019 0.024 54 15 18 0.030 

Bioswale 53 

Carpinteria, 
Non-MS4, 
County 
Unincorporated, 
Caltrans 

CC11, CC9, CS-05, CS-07, CS-
15, CS-17, FR-06, Non-MS4 - 
Ocean, SurfaceFlow_Marsh, and 
Caltrans 

8.0  0.0010 0.013 61 15 9.5 7.0 

Bioswale 72 

Carpinteria, 
Non-MS4, 
County 
Unincorporated, 
Caltrans 

CC11, CC9, CS-05, CS-07, CS-
15, CS-17, FR-06, Non-MS4 - 
Carpinteria Creek, Non-MS4 - 
Ocean, SurfaceFlow_Marsh, and 
Caltrans 

18  0.010 0.010 46 16 13 6.8 

El Carro Park Infiltration 
Vault 43 Carpinteria, 

Non-MS4 
FC10, FC14, FC19, Non-MS4 – 
Carpinteria Salt Marsh 0.23     1.6 98  

CVWD 

Franklin Creek Creek 
Infiltration 1,656 Non-MS4, 

Caltrans 

Non-MS4 - Carpinteria Creek, 
Non-MS4 - Carpinteria Salt 
Marsh, Caltrans 

69   0.14  30 0.58 0.030 

Franklin Channel 
Wet 
Detention 
Basin 

2,196 

Carpinteria, 
County 
Unincorporated, 
Non-MS4, 
Caltrans 

FC14, FC15, FC16, FC17, FC18, 
FC19, FC4, FR-01, FR-09, Non-
MS4 – Carpinteria Creek, Non-
MS4 – Carpinteria Salt Marsh, 
SM-02, SM4, Caltrans 

70  1.8 0.29  24 2.7 0.51 

 



Santa Barbara County-wide SWRP – Appendix I 
   September 2018 

 

I-8  

Table I-3. Conceptual Projects Design Inputs to the LPR Model 

Cooperating 
Entity1 Project Name Project Type BMP Effective 

Depth (ft) 
BMP Storage 

Capacity (cu ft) 
BMP Footprint 

(sq ft) 
Drawdown 
Time (hr) 

Infiltration 
Rate (in/hr) 

Buellton 

Agriculture Runoff - East Infiltration Basin 2 3,900 2,700 48 0.5 
Agriculture Runoff - Mideast Infiltration Basin 2 9,700 6,000 48 0.5 
Agriculture Runoff - Midwest Infiltration Basin 2 5,100 3,400 48 0.5 
Agriculture Runoff - West Infiltration Basin 2 3,600 2,600 48 0.52 

Ave of the Flags Bioretention with 
underdrains 2.9 90,000 33,000 See note #3 0.5 

Library Infiltration Basin 2 20,000 13,000 48 0.5 

Guadalupe 
Jack O'Connell Park Infiltration Basin 2 83,000 46,000 48 0.52 

School Lake Wetland 
Restoration 2.84 260,000 88,000 168 N/A 

Solvang 
Hans Christian Andersen Park Infiltration Basin 4 120,000 36,000 48 1 
Mission Drive Parking Lot Dry wells 10.5 2,400 N/A5 26 N/A6 

County 
Vandenberg Village Infiltration Basin 3 430,000 150,000 48 0.75 
Tucker’s Grove Infiltration Vault 11.8 890,000 76,000 283 0.5 

MWD Manning Park Infiltration Basin 4 54,000 18,000 48 1 

UCSB 
Mesa Road at Police Station Wetland 

Restoration 3.77 770,000 240,000 168 N/A 

West Storke Housing Constructed 
Wetland 3.08 99,000 35,000 168 N/A 

Goleta 

San Pedro Creek Open Space Dry wells 7 2,000 N/A9 26  N/A6 

Evergreen Park 
Bioretention with 
underdrains 2.9 60,000 22,000 See note 

#10 0.06 

Dry wells 7 2,400 N/A11 26 N/A6 

Carpinteria Via Real Stormwater Project12 
Infiltration Basin 2.0 2,200 1,700 96 0.25  
Bioswale See note #13  

  
  

Bioswale See note #14 
  
  
  

El Carro Park Infiltration Vault 3.8 30,000 8,000 91 0.5 
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Cooperating 
Entity1 Project Name Project Type BMP Effective 

Depth (ft) 
BMP Storage 

Capacity (cu ft) 
BMP Footprint 

(sq ft) 
Drawdown 
Time (hr) 

Infiltration 
Rate (in/hr) 

CVWD Franklin Channel Wet detention 
basin 3.415 58,000 18,000 168 N/A 

1 The CVWD creek infiltration projects design details were not included in the LPR Model, instead the effectiveness of the project was modeled based on assumptions 
provided in the Carpinteria Groundwater Basin Hydrogeologic Update and Groundwater Model Project Final Report (Pueblo Water Resources, 2012). 
2 Currently available GIS information show that the underlying soils on the parcel are hydrologic soil group C or D. Therefore, site-specific testing will be needed 
to ensure adequate surface infiltration can be achieved at this site or whether subsurface soil infiltration testing should be carried out to determine drywell feasibility. 
3 Percent capture was determined using the NCHRP BMP Evaluation Tool Version 1.0 developed by Geosyntec Consultants based on a storage volume of 89,550 
cubic feet, ponding depth of 1.5 ft, planting media thickness of 3 ft, stone reservoir thickness of 2 ft, mulch depth of 2 in, planting media filtration rate of 2 in/hr, 
and other default assumptions for bioretention. 
4 Approximated as the volume-weighted depth of the deep zone (depth = 4.1 ft) and the shallow vegetated zone (depth = 1.2 ft).  
5 Dry wells occupy a very small footprint. However, the pretreatment will be approximately 6,200 square feet in size.  
6 Dry wells were assumed to have a design flowrate of 0.25 cfs (based on information from Torrent Resources). The drawdown time of dry wells were calculated 
based on this design flowrate and the approximate storage volume of the dry well. All resulting drawdown times were less than two hours; therefore, two hours was 
assumed for the dry wells based on the availability of data in the nomographs, which results in a conservative estimate of percent capture compared to the estimated 
drawdown time of the proposed dry wells. 
7 Approximated as the volume-weighted depth of the deep zone (depth = 4.4 ft) and the shallow vegetated zone (depth = 2.0 ft).  
8 Approximated as the volume-weighted depth of the deep zone (depth = 4.5 ft) and the shallow vegetated zone (depth = 1.2 ft).  
9 Dry wells occupy a very small footprint. However, the pretreatment will be approximately 4,300 square feet in size.  
10 Percent capture was determined using the NCHRP BMP Evaluation Tool Version 1.0 developed by Geosyntec Consultants based on a storage volume of 59,500 
cubic feet, ponding depth of 1.5 ft, planting media thickness of 3 ft, stone reservoir thickness of 2 ft, mulch depth of 2 in, planting media filtration rate of 2 in/hr, 
and other default assumptions for bioretention. 
11 Dry wells occupy a very small footprint. However, the pretreatment will be approximately 3,000 square feet in size.  
12 The LPR Model accounted for these BMPs acting as a treatment train, such that the runoff volume and pollutant loads were partially reduced by the first BMP in 
the treatment train, therefore reducing the influent runoff volume and loading to the second BMP (and similarly with the second and third BMPs).  
13 Percent capture was determined using the National Cooperative Highway Research Program (NCHRP) BMP Evaluation Tool Version 1.0 developed by Geosyntec 
Consultants based on a water quality design flowrate of 4.67 cubic ft per second (cfs) and a length of 385 ft (in addition to other default assumptions for bioswales). 
14 Percent capture was determined using the NCHRP BMP Evaluation Tool Version 1.0 developed by Geosyntec Consultants based on a water quality design 
flowrate of 4.9 cubic ft per second (cfs) and a length of 720 ft (in addition to other default assumptions for bioswales). 
15 Approximated as the volume-weighted depth of the deep zone (depth = 4.5 ft) and the shallow vegetated zone (depth = 2.0 ft).  
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. CREEK INFILTRATION MODELING  

The CVWD creek infiltration project was modeled based on information provided in the 
Carpinteria Groundwater Basin Hydrogeologic Update and Groundwater Model Project Final 
Report (Carpinteria Groundwater Report) (Pueblo Water Resources, 2012). The Carpinteria 
Groundwater Report estimated relationships between the annual runoff volume in a stream and the 
annual percolation (and recharge) for several local streams within the Carpinteria groundwater 
basin (Figure I-1). Because Franklin Creek was not specifically assessed, it was necessary to assess 
the most appropriate relationship (i.e., equation) to apply to the CVWD creek infiltration project. 
The relationship applicable to “Local Drainages”, was chosen to apply to Franklin Creek. Although 
Franklin Creek segments within the recharge zone had similar hydrologic soil type and flow length 
characteristics as the Carpinteria and Arroyo Parida Creek segments, Franklin Creek had a 
significantly smaller drainage area. The “Local Drainages” represents various smaller drainages 
in Carpinteria and was assumed to be appropriate. The estimated stream percolation volume was 
determined based on the average annual runoff volume to the creek segments, which was estimated 
by the LPR Model to be approximately 350 acre feet per year, and the “Local Drainages” 
relationship shown in Figure I-1. This resulted in an approximate recharged volume of 115 acre 
feet per year.  
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Figure I-1. Runoff vs. Stream Percolation Relationships (Pueblo Water Resources, 2012) 

The estimated average annual recharged volume due to creek infiltration was used to estimate the 
average annual volume of runoff infiltrated (to be discussed further in Section 4), which was then 
used in the LPR Model to calculate the associated pollutant loads that would also be removed 
through infiltration in an average annual year. The average annual infiltrated volume estimated 
based on the procedure described above was compared to the average annual runoff volumes to 
each of the creek segments. The percentage of influent runoff volume infiltrated was applied to 
the average annual pollutant loads draining to the creeks to represent the estimated water quality 
benefits of the project.  
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. SUMMARY OF QUANTIFIED PROJECT BENEFITS 

Table 3 of the Guidelines lists examples of the appropriate benefit metrics to be used in project 
analysis. A description of the metrics for quantitative analysis included in this SWRP, including: 
pollutant load reductions (water quality benefit), groundwater recharge (water supply), runoff 
volume removal (flood management), and habitat restoration (environmental) are discussed in 
detail in Appendix H.  

The modeled average annual benefits achieved by the conceptual projects are shown in Table I-4. 
These include the conceptual projects quantified results for pollutant load reductions, groundwater 
recharge volume, runoff volume removed, and habitat created. Table I-5 shows modeled average 
annual benefits for projects that were identified by others but have unverified design details.
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Table I-4. Quantified Average Annual Benefits of Conceptual Projects 

Cooper-
ating 
Entity 

Project Name Project Type Percent 
Capture 

Water Quality Benefits Water Supply Benefits Flood Management 
Benefits 

Environmental 
Benefits 

Pollutant Load Reductions Groundwater 
Recharged 

Volume 
Equivalent 
Households 

Supplied 

Runoff Volume 
Controlled 

Environmental 
Enhancement 

Area TSS Tot P Diss P NH3 NO3 TKN Diss Cu Tot Cu Tot Pb Diss Zn Tot Zn Fecal Col. 

lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb 1012 MPN ac-ft ac-ft acres 

Buellton 

Agriculture Runoff Infiltration Basin 73%1 13,000 45 19 22 460 98 0.30 1.3 0.4 0.54 3.7 1.5 3.2 7.9 4.9 0.45 

Ave of the Flags Bioretention with 
underdrains 89% 13,000 47 32 97 300 310 1.1 2.9 1.1 14 22 4.5 18 44 38 1.0 

Library Infiltration Basin 18% 4,300 15 8.1 13 120 57 0.20 0.58 0.22 1.0 2.4 1.1 3.9 9.5 5.9 0.39 

Carpinteria 

Via Real Stormwater  
Project 

Infiltration Basin 
and Bioswales 30%2 6,900 29 19 34 170 140 0.73 1.4 0.46 5.7 9.4 3.3 1.6 3.9 27 0.29 

El Carro Park Infiltration Vault 43% 2,800 8.8 7 11 18 64 0.2 0.41 0.25 0.6 1.6 1.5 5.2 13 8.1 0.18 

County 
Vandenberg Village Infiltration Basin 58% 33,000 110 90 140 270 760 3.1 5.8 2.7 15 29 19 73 180 110 4.7 

Tucker’s Grove Infiltration Vault 23% 80,000 97 72 90 540 610 1.8 6.3 2.2 16 22 7.5 98 240 150 1.7 

CVWD 
Franklin Creek Creek Infiltration N/A 350,000 1,100 460 550 11,000 2,500 7.4 34 10 19 94 37 110 280 180 4.13 

Franklin Channel Wet detention 
basin 13% 120,000 370 160 190 3,800 770 2.5 12 3.4 8 34 14 2204 540 66 0.52 

Goleta 

San Pedro Creek 
Open Space Dry wells 62% 12,000 39 19 23 340 110 0.44 1.4 0.46 1.5 4.5 2.0 9.9 24 9.9 0.099 

Evergreen Park 
Bioretention with 
underdrains and 
dry wells 

85% 11,000 35 29 45 69 250 0.93 1.8 0.92 3.5 7.7 6.4 28 69 38 0.68 

Guadalupe 
Jack O'Connell Park Infiltration Basin 18% 56,000 200 97 120 1,800 500 2.4 7.4 2.1 12 28 6.7 25 61 38 1.4 

School Lake Wetland 
Restoration 47% 36,000 120 64 90 800 340 2.2 5.6 1.8 25 39 8.8 0 0 52 2.4 

MWD Manning Park Infiltration Basin 18% 20,000 60 47 78 130 430 1.5 3.1 1.6 8.0 15 9.4 38 93 58 0.55 

Solvang 

Hans Christian 
Andersen Park Infiltration Basin 58% 10,000 33 27 40 64 240 0.80 1.6 0.92 2.5 6.2 5.7 20 49 305 1.1 

Mission Drive 
Parking Lot Dry wells 62% 2,400 11 8.8 18 19 66 0.41 0.77 0.21 3.3 4.9 1.1 10 26 10 0.14 

UCSB 

Mesa Road at Police 
Station 

Wetland 
Restoration 100% 13,000 37 29 51 68 140 1.4 2.4 0.36 9.8 15 7.4 0 0 516 5.5 

West Storke Housing Constructed 
Wetland 73% 3,900 11 8.7 15 20 42 0.41 0.72 0.11 2.9 4.5 2.2 0 0 15 1.0 
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Cooper-
ating 
Entity 

Project Name Project Type Percent 
Capture 

Water Quality Benefits Water Supply Benefits Flood Management 
Benefits 

Environmental 
Benefits 

Pollutant Load Reductions Groundwater 
Recharged 

Volume 
Equivalent 
Households 

Supplied 

Runoff Volume 
Controlled 

Environmental 
Enhancement 

Area TSS Tot P Diss P NH3 NO3 TKN Diss Cu Tot Cu Tot Pb Diss Zn Tot Zn Fecal Col. 

lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb 1012 MPN ac-ft ac-ft acres 
                                   SWRP Planning Area Total Benefits 790,000 2,400 1,200 1,600 20,000 7,400 28 89 29 150 340 140 660 1,600 890 26 

1 Percent capture is based on an average of the average annual percent capture for all four infiltration basins. 
2 Percent capture is based on an average of the average annual percent capture for the infiltration basin and bioswales. 
3 Estimated based on 10,000 feet of stream segment delined and an approximate width of 18 feet.  
4 It is assumed that 0.3 cfs will be diverted to the sewer year-round (during dry weather) and that this volume will be available for water supply.  
5 This project is a retrofit of an existing detention basin. Therefore, there are no additional flood management benefits from the existing condition.  
6 Runoff volume removed represents the volume captured, which is then infiltrated/evapotranspired and/or detained and released at a controlled rate 
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Table I-5. Quantified Average Annual Benefits of Projects with Unverified Design Details 

Proposed by Project Name Project Type Percent 
Capture 

Water Quality Benefits Water Supply Benefits Flood Management 
Benefits 

Environmental 
Benefits 

Pollutant Load Reductions Groundwater 
Recharged 

Volume 
Equivalent 
Households 

Supplied 

Runoff Volume 
Controlled 

Environmental 
Enhancement 

Area TSS Tot P Diss P NH3 NO3 TKN Diss Cu Tot Cu Tot Pb Diss Zn Tot Zn Fecal Col. 

lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb 1012 MPN ac-ft ac-ft acres 

Cole Design 
Montecito 
(CDM) 

CDM - Atascadero Cistern 20%1 450,000 1,100 800 1,300 5,100 6,700 26 62 26 220 350 130 670 1,645 1,000 0 

CDM - Cold Springs Cistern 20%1 64,000 77 60 82 370 550 1.5 5 2 13 18 8 84 206 130 0 

CDM - Fairview 
Gardens Cistern 20%1 26,000 69 53 91 180 490 1.6 3.6 1.9 9.2 17 10 44 109 68 0 

CDM - Manning Park Cistern 20%1 6,100 19 13 17 100 93 0.39 0.89 0.36 1.7 3.5 1.9 7.7 19 12 0 
1Percent capture, and all subsequent modeling results, were based on information provided by Monte Cole Design and were not verified for accuracy.  
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Figure I-2 shows the average annual pollutant loads for key parameters to each conceptual project 
and also illustrates the portion that would be reduced (i.e., through infiltration, evapotranspiration, 
or treatment) as a result of implementation of the conceptual project (as shown by the black 
hatching).  
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Figure I-2. Project Water Quality Benefits Average Annual Pollutant Load Reductions  
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Figure I-3 shows the average annual groundwater recharge that is anticipated as a result of 
implementation of each conceptual project, which is based on the volume of runoff infiltrated by 
the project multiplied by an adjustment factor to compute a potential groundwater recharge volume 
(discussed further in Appendix H). The number of households that could be supplied with their 
entire yearly water demand due to the potential increase in water supply volume (household 
equivalents supplied) is also estimated, based on average annual household water use in California 
(362 gal/household/day) and the estimated groundwater recharge volumes.  
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Figure I-3. Project Water Supply Benefits – 
Average Annual Groundwater Recharge Volume 
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Figure I-4 shows the average annual runoff volume to each conceptual project and also illustrates 
the portion that would be controlled (i.e., through infiltration; evapotranspiration; or detention, 
treatment, and release) as a result of implementation of the conceptual project (as shown by the 
black hatching). The runoff volume not controlled by the BMP (shown without the black hatching) 
bypasses the conceptual project and would not be controlled through infiltration, 
evapotranspiration, or detention, treatment, and release.  
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Figure I-4. Project Flood Management Benefits – Average Annual Runoff Volume Controlled 

 



Santa Barbara County-wide SWRP – Appendix I 
   September 2018 

 

 I-22 

. PROJECT MULTIPLE BENEFIT PRIORITIZATION 

As required by California Water Code Section 10562(e) and Section VI.D of the Guidelines, the 
SWRP must use measurable factors to prioritize projects. The approach for prioritizing the 
conceptual projects consists of two parts. Projects were first assigned multi-benefit indices based 
on their quantitative and qualitative potential to achieve multiple benefits in the five benefit 
categories identified by the Guidelines: water quality, water supply, flood control, community, and 
environmental Projects were then prioritized based on their multi-benefit indices and their 
potential to be implemented and maintained (i.e., with a committed landowner and operation and 
maintenance capabilities). The methodology for scoring multiple benefits to determine multi-
benefit indices and prioritizing projects is described in Appendix H.  

The results for scoring multiple benefits, including determination of the multi-benefit indices and 
prioritization of projects, are presented in Section 6.1.1 for conceptual projects and Section 6.1.3 
for non-modeled projects. Additional a decision support tool created for the SWRP (described in 
detail in Section 5.4 of the SWRP), calculates and prioritizes the project multi-benefit indices for 
all projects whenever a new project is added to the SWRP. 

6.1 Project Multi-Benefit Indices and Prioritization Results 

6.1.1 Conceptual Projects 

Multiple benefit indices for conceptual projects were developed using modeling results for 
estimated annual pollutant load reductions, runoff volume captured and potential water supply 
volume, in addition to other quantitative measurements like approximate BMP footprint and 
qualitative scores as well. The methodology for determination of the benefit scores was outlined 
in Section 5.1 of Appendix H (unique to conceptual projects), and the methodology for 
prioritization was described in Section 5.2 of Appendix H. The water quality benefits scores for 
each modeled pollutant (used to determine the overall water quality quantitative benefit score) are 
shown in Table I-6. The quantitative benefit scores and qualitative weights for each benefit 
category (as applicable) are shown in Table I-7 and Table I-8, respectively. The overall benefit 
scores for each benefit category (combining the qualitative and quantitative scores, as applicable) 
and the overall multi-benefit indices for each conceptual project are shown in Table I-9. For all 
tables presented below, shading from light blue to dark blue indicates low to high values.
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Table I-6. Individual Quantitative Water Quality Benefit Scores for Conceptual Projects 
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Table I-7. Quantitative Benefit Scores for Conceptual Projects 

 
 

  1 Determined based on water quality quantitative scores shown in Table I-6 and water quality priority pollutant weights shown in Table H-7 in Appendix H
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Table I-8. Qualitative Benefit Weights for Conceptual Projects 

 
1 This project is a detention basin retrofit. Therefore, there are no additional flood management benefits.  
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Table I-9. Overall Benefits Scores and Multi-Benefit Indices for Conceptual Projects 
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The prioritization designations for the conceptual projects are shown in Table I-10. It was assumed 
that public parcels (i.e., owned by the County of Santa Barbara or the State of California) have 
potentially willing land owners, while all other parcels (i.e., agricultural parcels) do not currently 
have a willing land owner. hen Cooperating Entities coordinate with non-public land owners, the 
prioritization may easily be updated based on land owner willingness and the guidelines outlined 
herein.  

Table I-10. Prioritization for Conceptual Projects 

 

6.1.2 Projects with Unverified Design Details 

Table I-11 shows the overall benefit scores for the five benefit categories, multi-benefit indices, 
and prioritization designations for the conceptual projects with unverified design details.  
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Table I-11. Multiple Benefits and Prioritization for Projects with Unverified Design 

Proposed 
by 

Project 
Name 

Project 
Type 

Overall Benefit Scores 
Multi-
Benefit 
Index 

Prioritization 
(Low, Medium, 

or High) 
Water 
Quality 

Water 
Supply 

Flood 
Manage-

ment 

Environ-
mental 

Comm-
unity 

Cole 
Design 
Montecito 
(CDM) 

CDM - 
Atascadero Cistern 5 5 3 5 5 4.8 Medium 

CDM 
CDM - 
Cold 
Springs 

Cistern 4.8 5 3 5 5 4.7 Medium 

CDM 
CDM - 
Fairview 
Gardens 

Cistern 1.0 0.46 0.28 5 5 1.5 Low 

CDM 
CDM - 
Manning 
Park 

Cistern 4.2 2.6 1.6 5 5 3.6 Medium 

 

6.1.3 Non-Modeled Projects 

Table I-12 shows qualitative benefit scores for each non-modeled project for water quality, water 
supply, flood management, environmental, and community benefits. The calculated multi-benefit 
index and prioritization designation for each project is also shown in Table I-12. The methodology 
for determination of the benefit scores was outlined in Section 5.1 of Appendix H (unique to non-
modeled projects), and the methodology for prioritization was described in Section 5.2 of 
Appendix H (identical to prioritization for conceptual projects).
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Table I-12. Multiple Benefits and Prioritization for Non-modeled projects 

Proposed 
by Project Name Project 

ID 
Project 
Type Watershed 

Qualitative Benefit Score 
Multi-
Benefit 
Index 

Prioritization 
(Low, Medium, 

or High) 
Water 
Quality 

Water 
Supply 

Flood 
Manage-

ment 

Environ-
mental 

Comm-
unity 

UCSB Pearl Chase Park 
Wetland  UCSB-02 Bioswale Santa Barbara 

Coastal 3 0 0 5 3 1.9 High 

UCSB Storke Family 
Housing ReDev UCSB-04 Bioswale Goleta Slough 3 1 0 3 3 2 High 

UCSB FM Housing Dev. UCSB-05 Bioswale Goleta Slough 3 1 0 3 3 2 High 

UCSB Ocean Road Housing 
Dev UCSB-06 Bioswale Santa Barbara 

Coastal 3 1 0 3 3 2 High 

UCSB Old Gym Wetland UCSB-07 Treatment 
Wetland 

Santa Barbara 
Coastal 3 1 0 3 3 2 High 

UCSB Mammoth Storage 
Dev. UCSB-08 Treatment 

Wetland Goleta Slough 3 1 0 3 3 2 High 

UCSB Santa Ynez Housing 
ReDev UCSB-09 Bioswale Goleta Slough 3 1 0 3 3 2 High 

Santa 
Barbara 
County 
Action 
Network 
(SBCAN) 

Lake Marie 
Sediment Removal 
and Enhancement 

SBCAN-
01 

Lake 
Enhancement 

Santa Maria 
River 3 3 1 5 5 3.2 High 

SBCAN Restore and Enhance 
Guadalupe Lake 

SBCAN-
07 

Lake 
Enhancement 

Santa Maria 
River 3 1 1 5 5 2.5 Low 
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Proposed 
by Project Name Project 

ID 
Project 
Type Watershed 

Qualitative Benefit Score 
Multi-
Benefit 
Index 

Prioritization 
(Low, Medium, 

or High) 
Water 
Quality 

Water 
Supply 

Flood 
Manage-

ment 

Environ-
mental 

Comm-
unity 

SBCAN Airport Clear Zone 
Wetland 

SBCAN-
03 

Treatment 
Wetland 

Santa Maria 
River 3 3 1 5 5 3.2 Medium 

SBCAN Laguna Sanitation 
Managed Wetland 

SBCAN-
04 

Treatment 
Wetland 

Santa Maria 
River 3 3 1 5 5 3.2 Medium 

SBCAN 
Flood Control 
Waterways 
Restoration 

SBCAN-
05 

Channel De-
Lining 

Santa Maria 
River 3 3 0 5 5 3.1 Medium 

SBCAN Enhance Betteravia 
Lakes 

SBCAN-
06 

Lake 
Enhancement 

Santa Maria 
River 3 3 1 5 5 3.2 Medium 

Goleta Old Town Drainage 
Improvement GOL 9085 

Bioretention 
with 
underdrain 

Goleta Slough 3 3 1 3 1 2.6 High 

Goleta La Patera Drainage 
Improvement  GOL 9090 Bioswale Goleta Slough 1 3 1 3 1 1.9 High 

City of 
Solvang 

Downtown Water 
Quality Project PW-107 Treatment 

Vault 
Santa Ynez 
River 5 1 3 1 1 2.6 High 
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