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includes 7 40 residential units. 15,000 square feet of neighborhood commercial, open space. and parks on a 150-acre area 
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Second Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact Report for the 
Avila Ranch Development Plan 

1. Project Title: 

Avila Ranch Development Plan 

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: 

City of San Luis Obispo 
990 Palm Street 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 

3. Contact Person and Phone Number: 

Callie Taylor, Associate Planner 
805-781-7016 

4. Project Location: 

175 Venture Drive 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 

5. Project Applicant and Representative Name and address: 

Avila Ranch 
WCP Developers, LLC 
Dan Garson, Director of Land Development 
735 Tank Farm Rd Suite 100, San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 

6. General Plan Designation: 

Special Focus Area SP-4. Per Avila Ranch Development Plan: Low-Density Residential, 
Medium-Density Residential, Medium-High Density Residential, High-Density 
Residential, Neighborhood Commercial, Open Space, Park 

7. Zoning: 

Per Avila Ranch Development Plan: R-1 Low-Density Residential, R-2 Medium-Density 
Residential, R-3 Medium-High Density Residential, R-4 High-Density Residential, C-N 



Neighborhood Commercial, Conservation/Open Space C/OS, PF Public Facility, Airport 
Area Specific Plan 

8. Description of the Project: 

The Avila Ranch Development Plan was approved by the San Luis Obispo City Council 
on September 19, 2017. Project entitlements included certification of the Final EIR, 
approval of the Avila Ranch Development Plan, Airport Area Specific Plan Amendment, 
General Plan Amendment, Vesting Tentative Tract Map, Zone Change, Development 
Agreement, and establishment of a Community Facilities District. The project includes 
720 residential units, 15,000 square feet of neighborhood commercial, open space, and 
parks on a 150-acre area which is to be developed within six (6) phases of development 
with a phased final map. 

9. Project Entitlements Requested: 

Previously approved by the City Council on September 19, 2017. Project implementation, 
permits, and construction are in process. 

10. Previous Environmental Review: 

The Avila Ranch Development Plan (ARDP) and associated Final Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR) were approved and certified by the City Council on September 19, 2017, 
pursuant to Resolution No. 10832 (2017 Series). The significance of each impact resulting 
from implementation of the Project was determined based on impact significance criteria 
and applicable CEQA Guidelines for each impact topic. The EIR found that the Project 
would result in significant and unavoidable construction-related and long-term impacts to 
air quality, construction-related noise, and long-term transportation and traffic impacts. 
mitigation measures were adopted to reduce the potential impacts where feasible, and 
the City Council adopted CEQA findings and a Statement of Overriding Conditions to 
address the identified significant and unavoidable impacts described in the Final EIR. 

An Addendum to the Final EIR ("First Addendum") was prepared in January 2024 to 
address a change in timing of the implementation of Mitigation Measure TRANS-11, 
which established an obligation for the project to install two separated bicycle bridges on 
each side of Buckley Road at Tank Farm Creek to improve access to safe bicycle routing 
along Buckley Road. The City Council approved that Addendum on January 23, 2024. 

Buildout of the project is currently underway. The Phase 1 Final Map was recorded in 
December 2018, and the Phase 1 residential units are currently under construction. On­
and off-site improvements have been constructed as part of Phase 1, including 
transportation improvements to mitigate for the increase in traffic generated by the Tract 
3096 development. 



11. Purpose of the Second Addendum: 

Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines allows a lead agency to prepare an 
addendum to a Final EIR when only "minor technical changes or additions" are necessary 
to address the effects of a minor change to the approved project since the Final EIR was 
certified. In addition, the lead agency is required to explain its decision not to prepare a 
subsequent EIR pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, which requires 
subsequent EIRs when proposed changes would require major revisions to the previous 
EIR "due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial 
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects." 

Subsequent to certification of the ARDP Final EIR, additional information has been 
identified which would apply a density bonus to the R-4 portion of the Avila Ranch project, 
and would consequently allow for an additional 20 dwelling units to be constructed in that 
area. This would raise the total potential buildout of the entire Avila Ranch project area 
from 720 to 740 dwelling units. These additional units were not considered in the original 
Final EIR. The purpose of this Addendum is to document this change to the original 
project, and to discuss the potential effects associated with this change, if any. The 
Second Addendum concludes that this change would not result in any new or more severe 
significant environmental effects not previously analyzed in the Final EIR, nor any new or 
modified mitigation measures. The evaluation below discusses the issue areas that are 
relevant to this Addendum and covered by the previously approved Final EIR. 

12. Addendum Requirements: 

Pursuant to Section 21166 of CEQA and Section 15162 of the State CEQA Guidelines, 
when a lead agency has adopted an EIR for a project, a subsequent EIR does not need 
to be prepared for the project unless the lead agency determines that one or more of the 
following conditions are met: 

1. Substantial project changes are proposed that will require major revisions of the 
previous EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a 
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; 

2. Substantial changes would occur with respect to the circumstances under which the 
project is undertaken that require major revisions to the previous EIR due to the 
involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified significant effects; or 

3. New information of substantial importance that was not known and could not have 
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR 
was adopted shows any of the following: 

a. The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the 
previous EIR; or 



b. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than 
identified in the previous EIR; or 

c. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in 
fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects 
of the project, but the project proponent declines to adopt the mitigation 
measures or alternatives; or 

d. Mitigation measures or alternatives that are considerably different from those 
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant 
effects on the environment, but the project proponent declines to adopt the 
mitigation measures or alternatives. 

Preparation of an Addendum to an El R is appropriate when none of the conditions 
specified in Section 15162 (above) are present and some minor technical changes to the 
previously certified EIR are necessary to address minor changes to an approved project. 
Because the new information would not result in any new or more severe significant 
impacts, an Addendum is the appropriate CEQA document. 

NEW INFORMATION AND UPDATED PROJECT ELEMENTS 

NEW INFORMATION NOT CONSIDERED IN THE FINAL EIR 

As originally approved in 2017, the Avila Ranch Development Plan allowed up to 720 dwelling 
units, including 125 units within the R-4 portion of the plan area. The 150-acre plan area was to 
be developed in phases, with the design of each project component within the plan area to be 
reviewed by the Planning Commission. The R-1 and R-2 portions of the project, for example, 
have been previously reviewed by the Planning Commission, were found consistent with the 
parameters of the ARDP, and are currently under construction. Now the 4.05-acre R-4 (multi­
family) portion of the ARDP is undergoing a similar review. In this case, the developer is seeking 
an allowable density bonus that would increase the development potential of that area from 125 
to 145 units. These additional 20 dwelling units were not considered in the Final EIR for the 
Avila Ranch Development Plan in 2017, and are thus the subject of this Addendum. 

CHANGED BASELINE CONDITIONS AND UPDATED PROJECT ELEMENTS 

This Addendum considers the potential effects of increasing the overall buildout potential of the 
ARDP from 720 to 740 units, as a result of applying a density bonus to the R-4 portion of the 
plan area that would increase the development potential in that area from 125 to 145 units. The 
location of these 20 additional units would not change from the area where R-4 development 
had been previously anticipated in the FEIR, nor would any other project elements, including 
roadways, backbone infrastructure, or other public improvements identified in the ARDP. This 
increase in development potential would not alter the substance or timing of any existing project 
conditions or mitigation measures associated with the original project approval. This proposed 



action would not alter any portion of the ARDP that was intended to be left in open space or 
agriculture under the original 2017 approval. 

The proposed increase in development potential from 720 to 7 40 dwelling units represents a 
2.8% overall increase in the total number of msidences under the Avila Ranch Development 
Plan. However, this increased development would still be subject to the City's policies regarding 
the timing of growth, as well as the constraints of the housing market. 

MINOR TECHNICAL CHANGES TO THE FINAL EIR 

The proposed project revisions noted above would result in minor changes to the Final EIR and 
are therefore evaluated in this Addendum in the analysis that follows. 

Environmental Issues for Consideration 

The proposed change to the project does not anticipate any new development or ground 
disturbance in any area within the ARDP that was not already evaluated in the Final EIR. For 
that reason, impacts associated with issues related to ground disturbance will not change from 
what was described in the FEIR, including agricultural resources, biological resources, cultural 
resources, hazards, and hydrology/water quality. These issues will not be analyzed further in 
this Addendum. 

Other impacts that are driven by an increase in the number or residents anticipated in the area 
are discussed in the paragraphs that follow. These include the issues of air quality and 
greenhouse gas emissions, noise, population and housing, public services, transportation and 
traffic, and utilities. 

Analysis 

For all issues, there were no new significant impacts, no increase in the severity of a previously 
identified significant impact, nor any new or modmed mitigation measures required. The 
following analysis of each issue discusses this in more detail, and provides support for this 
conclusion. 

Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The FEIR identified the following significant 
impacts that could be affected by an increase in population or housing: 

• AQ-1. Construction-related air quality impacts. 
• AQ-2. Long-Term air quality impacts. 
• AQ-4. Greenhouse Gas Emissions. 
• AQ-5. Inconsistency with Clean Air Plan. 

With respect to Impacts AQ-1 and AQ-2, both construction and operational air quality impacts 
were found to be significant and unavoidable. A series of programmatic mitigation measures 
were proposed to address impacts related to all future development in the area, either in terms 



of construction practices or project design. The proposed project modification would increase 
buildout within the area by 20 dwelling units, a 2.8% increase in residential development potential 
within the ARDP. This minor increase would not change the severity of the identified impacts, 
nor any mitigation measures to address those impacts, which would still remain significant and 
unavoidable. 

In the FEIR, impacts related to greenhouse gas emissions (Impact AQ-4) were found to be 
significant but mitigable. The minor increase in housing would not change this conclusion, nor 
would it change the programmatic mitigation measures related to reducing emissions, nor any 
of the measures related to requiring alternative forms of transportation, such as bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities. 

With respect to Clean Air Plan consistency (Impact AQ-5), the FEIR determined that impacts are 
potentially significant and unavoidable, but mitigation measures related to air quality and transit 
were required. These conclusions would still be true with the minor increase in housing 
development within the ARDP. 

Also refer to the discussion of transportation/traffic for additional information related to that issue, 
which tangentially relates to air quality impacts. 

Noise. The FEIR identified the following significant impacts that could be affected by an increase 
in population or housing: 

• N0-1. Construction noise impacts. 
• N0-3. Noise generation from increased traffic. 

Construction-related noise (Impact N0-1) was determined to be significant and unavoidable, 
although a series of programmatic mitigation measures were required to reduce the severity of 
possible impacts, which included limiting construction hours and the use of noise attenuation 
measures at construction sites. After all construction is completed, this impact would cease. 
The incremental increase in development would not increase the severity of this impact, nor 
would it alter any of the required mitigation measures. 

Long-term noise impacts (Impact N0-3) are primarily a function of increased traffic, and were 
determined to be significant but mitigable to future project residents. No offsite impacts were 
identified. Mitigation measures related to individual project design were required to reduce 
impacts to project residents. The incremental increase in development would not alter these 
conclusions. Also refer to the discussion of transportation/traffic for additional information 
related to that issue, which tangentially relates to noise impacts. 

Population and Housing. The FEIR did not identify any significant impacts related to this issue. 
Its conclusion that development will occur within the City's adopted growth rate (Impact PH-1) is 
still true for the proposed project modification, because development would still be subject to the 
City's policies related to growth, and subject to market constraints, as it is part of a long-term 
phased buildout of the ARDP. As a project that provides housing, other impacts related to 



improving jobs-housing balance and the provision of affordable housing were found to be 
beneficial. Increased housing opportunities would tend to reinforce these conclusions. 

Public Services. The FEIR did not identify any significant impacts related to this issue. Increased 
demand for police and fire services (Impacts PS-1 and PS-2) were found to be significant but 
mitigable with the payment of required fees to offset potential impacts, and in the case of impacts 
to law enforcement, the creation of a Security Plan for the ARDP. The small increase in 
development potential would still be subject to the same mitigation requirements. No increase 
in severity of impacts or new mitigation measures would be required. 

Impacts related to schools and public parks (Impacts PS-3 and PS-4) were found to be less than 
significant, and with an incremental increase in population from these 20 additional units, 
impacts would remain less than significant. 

Transportation and Traffic. The FEIR identified the following significant transportation impacts 
that could be affected by an increase in population or housing: 

• TRANS-1. Short-term construction traffic. 
• TRANS-2. Transportation deficiencies. 
• TRANS-3. Turning movement conflicts and intersections and driveways. 
• TRANS-4. Transportation volume threshold exceedances on certain roads. 
• TRANS-5. Buckley/227 Operation. 
• TRANS-6. South StreeVHiguera impacts. 
• TRANS-7. S. Higuera intersections impacts. 
• TRANS-8. LOVR intersections. 
• TRANS-10. Pedestrian level of service. 
• TRANS-11. Bicycle facility demand. 
• TRANS-12. Transit demand. 
• TRANS-13. Near-term Buckley/227 Operation. 
• TRANS-14. Near-term bike and pedestrian facility demand. 
• TRANS-15. Cumulative impacts to intersections. 

Some of these impacts were found to be significant and unavoidable, including those related to 
the operation of the intersection of Buckley Road/SR 227 (Impacts TRANS-5 and TRANS-13). 
All other impacts were all found to be significant but mitigable, either through the payment of 
appropriate fees toward future improvements, or by making some of those roadway 
improvements directly as requirements of project approval. These improvements are 
programmed into the approved Development Agreement for the project. The impact to 
operations on US 101 (Impact TRANS-9) was found to be less than significant. 

The incremental increase in development would not change any of the conclusions or required 
mitigation measures described in the FEIR. Please refer to the attached October 2023 
memorandum prepared by Central Coast Transportation Consulting and reviewed by City staff 
for more information about trip generation and related potential effects from these additional 20 
units not addressed in the FEIR. That memorandum concludes that no new impacts would _ 
occur, nor would any new or modified mitigation measures be required. 



Utilities. The FEIR did not identify any significant impacts related to this issue. Increased 
demand for utility infrastructure (Impact UT-2) was found to be significant but mitigable with a 
variety of mitigation measures to offset potential impacts, including city review and approval of 
infrastructure plans. The small increase in development potential would still be subject to the 
same mitigation requirements. No increase in severity of impacts or new mitigation measures 
would be required. 

Impacts related wastewater collection (Impact UT-1) were found to be less than significant, and 
with an incremental increase in population from these 20 additional units, impacts would remain 
less than significant. 

DETERMINATION 

In accordance with Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City of San Luis Obispo 
has determined that this Addendum to the certified Final EIR is necessary to document changes 
or additions that have occurred since the Final EIR was originally certified. The changes 
proposed are 'relatively minor in nature and, as documented above, would not result in any new 
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
significant effects. Additionally, no new information of substantial importance that was not known 
and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous 
Final EIR was adopted has been identified. 

The preparation of a subsequent environmental document is not necessary because: 

1. None of the circumstances included in Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines have 
occurred which require a subsequent environmental document: 

a. The project changes do not result in new or substantially more severe 
environmental impacts. 

b. The circumstances under which the project is undertaken will not require major 
changes to the IS/MND. 

c. The modified project does not require any substantive changes to previously 
approved mitigation measures. 

2. The changes are consistent with City General Plan goals and polices that promote 
provision of additional housing within the City. 

The City has reviewed and considered the information contained in this Addendum and finds 
that the preparation of subsequent CEQA analysis that would require public circulation is not 
necessary. This Addendum does not require circulation because it does not provide significant 
new information that changes the adopted Final EIR in a way that deprives the public of a 
meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the 
project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect. The City shall consider this 



Addendum with the certified Final EIR as part of the basis for potential approval of on- and off­
site subdivision improvements for the Avila Ranch Project. 

Attachment: Avila Ranch Transportation Analysis, October 19, 2023 



Date: October 19, 2023 

, .. ~ 
Central Coast Transportation Consulting 

Traffic Engineering & Tran1portat1on Planning 
... ,:,...,. . ., - . 

. . . .~......-.. 
~- - . .,-·~ 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Carol Florence, Oasis Associates, Inc. 

From: Joe Fernandez and Summer Merrill, CCTC 

Subject: Avila Ranch Density Bonus Units -Transportation Analysis 

1bis memorandum summarizes our transportation analysis for the revised project description under 
consideration for Avila Ranch Affordable Housing Apartments. 

PROJECT TRIP GENERATION 

The revised project description would add 20 new low-income housing units, resulting in a total of 60 affordable 
housing units, under the State's Density Bonus Law. Two land uses were considered for the trip generation 
estimate, Affordable Housing and Mid-Rise Multi-Family Housing. The latter option produced fewer trips and 
is therefore used in this analysis. The trip generation estimate is shown in Table 1. 

Table 1: Trip Generation 

Pro'cct Tri Generation 

AM PM 
Land Use Size Daily In Out Total In Out Total 

Multi-Family Housing (Mid-Rise)1 20 units 91 2 5 7 5 3 8 

1. ITE Land Use Code #221, Multi-Family Housing (Mid-Rise). Average rates used. 

Source: ITE Trip Generation Man11a~ 11th Edition, 2017; CCTC, 2023. 

The proposed units would generate 91 daily trips, seven AM peak hour trips, and eight PM peak hour trips. 

CEQA ANALYSIS 

1bis section presents analysis relevant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), notably analysis 
of vehicle miles traveled (VM1) and impacts in the project's Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR). 

Vehide Miles Traveled 

The City of San Luis Obispo provides guidelines for VMT analysis in the 2020 document MNltimodal 
Transportation Impact G11idelines. They describe screening criteria for projects consistent with the General Plan 
presumed to have a less-than-significant impact based on project type, intensity, or location. Affordable housing 
can be pre-screened; generally, developments are assumed to improve the jobs-housing balance and 
consequently reduce commutes and vehicle use. The document states that if the project is in an area with low­
VMT, per City guidelines, and shows evidence oflow VMT-generating traits then it can be assumed to have a 
less than significant impact on VMT in the region. Small projects that generate fewer than 110 daily trips are 
assumed to have little to no impact. As seen in Table 1, this project produces 91 peak hour trips and is therefore 
would prescreened from further VMT analysis if the previously approved project is the CEQA baseline. 

The Avila Ranch project's FEIR estimates VMT in Table 3.12-10. The addition of 20 affordable housing units 
would not result in new impacts to VMT, as affordable housing is generally presumed to be less impactful to 
VMT than market-rate housing per OPR guidance. Therefore, if the additional units had been included in the 

(805) 316-0101 
895 Napa Avenue, Suite A-6, Morro Bay, CA 93442 



Avila Ranch Density Bonus Units -Transportation Analysis -

previous project description the impacts to residential VMT per capita would have been lower than the 
approved project. 

Mitigation Measures 

The FEIR identified numerous CEQA mitigation measures associated with transportation impacts. The tables 

below summarize the project impacts, mitigation measures, and how the 20 affordable housing units would 

affect both. 

Table 2: Project Mitigation Measures 

IMPACTS MITIGATION MEASURE SUMMARY EFFECT OF 20 AFFORDABLE UNITS 

The Applicant shall prepare a Construction Transpomtion Management Plan for 

TRANS-1 
all phases of the proposed Project for review and approval by the City prior to 

No effect 
issuance of grading or building permits to address and manage traffic during 
construction. 

The Applicant shall create and submit a Transportation Improvement Phasing 

Plan to the City for review and 11.pproval, and shall ensore that construction of the 
TRANS-2a Project follows the sequential phuing order utilized in the TIS for such No effect 

improvements. The Plan shall 11.ddress the timing and general design of all on and 
offsitc transportation improvements. 

Project roadway and driveway design shall be reviewed and approved by the City 

TRANS-3a 
to ensure compliance with City engineering standards and not conflict with 

No effect 
intersection functional areas (e.g., llligning driveways on opposite sides of the 

roadway, position driveways as far upstream &om intersections as possible). 

The Applicant shall install traffic calming measures (e.g., speed bumps, pedestrian 

TRANS-3b 
l:,ulb- outs, ctx:.) to control speed levels along intctnal rolldways of the Project site, 

No effect. 
including the extensions ofV entore Drive, Horizon Lane, and Jespersen Rolld llS 

required by Policy 8.1.3. 

The Applicant shall prepare an improvement plan for Horizon Lane, Earthwood 
Lane, and Suburban Road, including roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian 

TRANS-4 
improvements. Improvements shall be constructed by the Applicant in 

No effect 
coordination with the phasing plan required by MM TRANS-2a, to ensure the 

Applicant constructs all offsitc roadway improvements in a timely manner 
consistcnt with Project phasing. 

The Applicant shall pay a pro-ma fair share &c to fund the installation of a 
Of total 8 PM peak hour trips, 5% will use the 

roun.dabout 11.t the Buckley Road/SR 21.7 intersection as identified in the 
Bucklcy/227 corridor. This amounts to less than 

SLOCOG SR 21.7 Opcmdons Study. The City shall collect the fair share fee and 
one peak hour trip using this inll!Hcction as a result 

coo[dinatc payment of Project fair share fees to help fund improvcmcnis·with the 
ofthis project. The single 11.dded peak hour trip was 

TRANS-5 County. Alternatively, the City should consider an amendment of the AASP 
conservatively assumed to go south on SR 227, 

impact fee program to establish a new areawide fee to help fund imp1ovcmcn1S to 
tr11.veling through 1he SR 21.7 intersections with 

Buckley Road, Crcstmont Drive, and Los Ranchos 
the intersection to offset cumulative development impacts. If an amended AASP 

Rolld . The combined County SR 227 road 
fee is created by the City it will suffice as appropwtc mitiption for the Project's 

improvement fee cost for an 11.dditional peak hour 
participation in these improvements. 

trip through these three intersections is $2,508. 

Central Coast Transportation Consulting October 19, 2023 



Avila Ranch Density Bonus Units -Transportation Analysis -

IMPACTS MITIGATION MEASURE SUMMARY EFFECT OF 20 AFFORDABLE UNITS 

The Applicant shall design and construct the extension of the northbound right 

TRANS-6 turn-lane at the South Street/Higuera Street intersection, tn provide more storage Completed, no effect 

capacity. 

The Applicant shall design and construct a second northbound left-tum lane at 
ProjcctpaymeotofTIF constitutes fair share 

me intersection of Soulh Higuera Street/Prado Road. The Applicant shall also 
contdbution. Of ml21 8 PM peak hour trips, 6% will use 

TRANS-7a 
pay a fair share fee for the widening of Prado Road Creek Bridge west of Soulh 

South Higuera Street/Prado Road. This amount$ to less 

Higuen Street by pa.ni.cipating in me citywide transportation impact fee program. 
tlwi one peak hour trip using this intencction as a result 

of this project 

TRANS-7b 
The Applicant shall design and construct a second southbound left-tum lane at 

Compleu,d, no effect 
the Tank Farm Road/South Higuera Street intersection. 

The Project is located within the Los Osos Valley Road inte.rchangc Sub Area fee 

prognm. and, as such, the Applicant shall pay the Los Osos Valley Road subarea 

fee, fur the cost of reconstructing me Los Osos Valley Road/U.S. Highway 101 
Project payment ofTIF constitutes fair share 

TRANS-Sa linterch.angc project and improvements along Los Osos Valley Road. The fee shall 
contribution. 

be associau,d wim the number of dwelling units and the square footage of 

commercial development in me Project site and shall be pud the time of building 

permit issuance. 

In coordination with the Applicant, the City shall rctime the traffic signal at Los 

Osos Valley Road/South Higuera Street intersection and instillation of signagc at 

TRANS-Sb 
the South Higuera Street/Buckley Road intersection (terminus of the Buckley 

Completed, no effect 
Road Extension) to inform drivers of additional access to U.S. Highway 101 at 

Ontario Road. The City Public Works Department shall ensure the improvements 

and signagc meet safety criteria. 

The Applicant shall design and construct ADA-compliant sidc:walks and ADA 

TRANS-10a ramps on the east side ofSoulh Higuera Street to provide continuous paths of No effect 

travel from the City limit line to Los Osos Valley Road. 

The Applicant shall design and construct continuous sidew:tlks along the cast 

TRANS-tob 
side of South Higuera Street from Vachel! Lane to Los Osos Valley Road 

No effect 
including ADA ramps at the Vachell Lane and South Higuera Street intersection, 

as illustrated in Figure 3.12-6 in the FEIR 

The Applicant shall design and construct continuous ADA-compliant sidc:walks 

TRANS-10c 
and ADA ramps along the south side of Suburban Road from Soulh Higuera 

No effect. 
Street to Eanhwood Lane. A receiving ramp shall be instilled on the north side 

of Suburban Road atEanhwood Lane. 

Central Coast Transportation Consulting October 19, 2023 
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IMPACTS MITIGATION MEASURF. SllMMARY EFFECT OF 20 AFFORDABLE UNITS 

The Applicant shall coosttuct two (2) scpan.!M bicycle bridges on c::,.ch side of 

Buckley Road at Tank Farm Creek and provide connections to Buckley Road so 

TRANS-11 
as to provide continuous and safe bicycle routing along Buckley Road. These 

No effect. 
sections of roadway and creek crossings arc under the jurisdiction of the County 

and would need to 111cct both City and County design standards ID the greau:st 

cne:ot feasible and arc subject to approval of the City's Public Works Director. 

The Applicant shall coordioalle with SLO Transit to cmmc lhat adcqua11e service 

would be provide tx> the two proposed bus atops and Project area. The bw atopt 

shall be constructed by the Applicaot within the n:spcctivc phase'• development 

TRANS-12 
area. To asoure adcqualle acrvicc ill provided to the turo new bus alDps oosille, the 

No effect. 
Applicant shall pay for and install any phyaic:al improvcmc,:,11 tx> Earthwood Lane 

and Subutban Road nccdcd ID accomawdau: future ocrvicc ID the aite. In 
addition, the proposed transit service onsille shall meet atandarda Stl!M in Policy 

3.1.6, Sctvicc Staodards. 

The City shall arocnd the Citywide TIF ID include a fee program for the 

installation of a second southbound right-tum lane at the Los Osos Valley 

TRANS-13 
Road/South Higuera Street intersection, or crc::,.te a separate mldgatlon fee for 

No effect. 
this purpose. The Applicant shall pay ill fair share of the itnprovemcnt costs 

lhrough the payment of the Citywide TIF or the ad hoc mitigation fees, as 

appropriau:, ID the City prior ID issuance of building permits. 

If approved by C.ity Couocil, the Oty shall amend the TIP, or •= other fee 
prognm, ID include • fee program for the inatallatioo of a Class I bicycle path 

J"rom Buckley Road/South Higuera Sttcct inu:ncctioo ID Los Osos Valley Rom/ 
TRANS-14 U.S. Hlgbway 101 southbound ramps inu:nection, connccliog tx> the Bob Janco No effect. 

Trail. The Applicant shall pay its &Jr share fee ID fund the improvement through 
the adop!M fee progrun. A11amtivcly, the City may utsblish a apocial or ad hoc 

mitigation fee progi-am to fund the Project's ohaR of thcoe impiovemcots. 

The Applicant shall pay its &it share fee to the City ID fund the widening of the 

Prado Road/South Higuera Sttcct intcncction to accommodate a dual left-tum 

TRANS-15a 
lane, dual thru-laoes, and a right-tum lane on all approaches. Part of this share Project payment ofTIF constituics fair share 

may be contained within aisting fee progran,s or ultinatcly incorporated into the contribution. 

Citywide TIF program. If arocndcd into the Citywide TIF an impact fee program, 

payment of those fees will address project impacts. 

The Applicant shall pay ill lair share mltlgati.oo fccs to fund improvements ID the 

intersection of Higuera/Tank Farm Road to provide: 1) the installation of a 
Project payment ofTIF constitutes fair share 

TRANS-15b "pork chop" island to assist pcdcotrian aossing,,, and 2) widening on the south 
contribution. 

side of Tank Farm to provide a 1lip lane for right turning tnflic. The City 1hould 

consider inc0tp0rating !hill itnprovcmcnt into the AASP Fee program. 

The City shall review the cross sections for improvements to Tank Farm 

Road/Horizon Lane inu:rsection as proposed within AASP tx> ensure long-term 

geometrics meet the objectives of the General Piao. The Applicant shall pay fair 

TRANS-15c share mitigation feco to fund the installation of an additiooal northbound right- No effect. 

tum laoe or a roundabout at the Tank Farm Road/Horizon Lane intersection. 

The City should consider incorporating this improvement into the AASP fee 

prograro. 

The previous &.ir share fee per the Dcvelopn,cnt 

Agrccmc:ot was S107,250. The previously approved 

project gcncra!M 554 PM peak hour trips, corresponding 

The Applicant sh211 pay its fair share fees to fund the installation of a traffic aignal tx> Sl 9359 per peak hour trip. The 20 affurdablc units 

or a aioglc,hoc rouodaboutat the Buckley Road/Vachcll Lane intersection. will generate dght PM peak hour trips, corn:apondlog tx> 

TRANS-15d While not n:quircd, this work toaY be implemented a& part of the Buckley Road an additiooal fee ofll ,548. 74. The Development 

atcrl5ion being installed as part of Phase 2 of the Project. The C.ity should Agrocmcntalao included a fair share mitigadon fee of 

consider incorporating thill imptovCD>COt into the AASP fee progrun. $230,000 for future Buckley Road improvements (at 

0..venpon). This c!HR.$ponds ID $415.16 per PM peak 
hour trip, or 13,321.30 for the eight additional trip• 

gcncra!M by the 20 afl'ot:d.ab!e housing units. 
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The 20 affordable housing units would not result in additional transportation impacts and would not require 

additional mitigation measures. 

The transportation analysis in the FEIR was also reviewed to determine if the 20 proposed affordable units 

would trigger new impacts beyond those described above. The review found that due to the low trip generation 
of the additional units no new impacts to automobile, transit, bicycle, or pedestrian operations would result 
from the additional units. 

Please let us know if you have any questions. 
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