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WELL NUMBERING DESCRIPTION 

Wells in Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin have a unique State Well Number assigned by the 

California Department of Water Resources based on the public land grid, and includes the township, 

range, and section in which the well is located. Each section is further subdivided into sixteen 40-acre 

tracts, which are assigned a letter designation as shown below. All wells in Santa Ynez use the San 

.ŜǊƴŀǊŘƛƴƻ όά{έύ ōŀǎŜ ƭƛƴŜ ŀƴŘ ƳŜǊƛŘƛŀƴΣ ǎƻ ǘƘƛǎ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ ƛǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ƻƳƛǘǘŜŘΦ [ŀƴŘǎ ƴƻǘ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ǳǊŜŀǳ 

of Land Management Cadastral survey, such as Mexican Land grants land map are interpolated from other 

sources. In maps and in texts monitoring wells by their section, tract, and well number, following the 

United States Geologic Survey (USGS) convention for abbreviation. If the township and range are 

otherwise made obvious, the well may be shortened further to section, track, and well numbers. 

Occasional exceptions to this naming scheme are made for wells drilled or used for other purposes. 

The USGS 15-digit well number based on degrees, minutes, and seconds of latitude (6 digits) and longitude 

(7 digits) and sequential number (2 digits) are also shown on wells that are part of the USGS databases. 

Finally, a 4-digit unique database identification number (DBID) is used in the database management 

system to connect well information from various sources. 
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WATER YEAR DESCRIPTION 

Several different year time periods are used in managing Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin water 

resources: Water Year, Calendar Year, Fiscal Year and Water Year (District), and Spring-Spring 

Groundwater measurements. For the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act Water Years are 

October 1st to September 30th, (CWC Section 10721(aa)) which combines early winter months in with the 

remainder of the winter, better dividing the year on a seasonal basis. Calendar Years are the traditional 

and commonly used January 1st to December 31st year, which starts near the winter solstice. The Santa 

Ynez River Water Conservation District (SYRWCD) Fiscal Year and Water Year (CWC Section 75507(a)) from 

July 1st to June 30th is used, which breaks the year during the low summer precipitation months. Annual 

spring high groundwater levels run from March-March. Finally, the Santa Barbara County Flood Control 

District annual hydrology reports use a September 1st to August 31st reporting year. Figure below shows 

how most of these years line up against the average monthly precipitation at Lompoc, and the average 

monthly stream flow in Salsipuedes Creek at the stream gage. 

 

¶ Water Year:     October 1st to September 30th 

¶ Calendar Year:      January 1st to December 31st 

¶ Fiscal Year/ Water Year (SYRWCD):  July 1st to June 30th 

¶ Spring-Spring Groundwater Levels:  March to March 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

ES Abstract  

This Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) is prepared in accordance with the 2014 Sustainable 

Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) and covers the Central Management Area (CMA) of the Santa 

Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin (Basin or SYRVGB) located in coastal central California. There is one 

principal aquifer in the CMA: the Buellton Aquifer which covers the Buellton Upland and the older 

formations that lie under the Santa Ynez River alluvium near the City of Buellton. The Santa Ynez River is 

the primary surface water source within the Basin. The subflow of the Santa Ynez River is considered part 

of the river flow and is managed as surface water pursuant to the administrative authority and jurisdiction 

of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) over waters flowing in known and definite channels. 

The analyses conducted for this GSP indicate that current Basin conditions are sustainable and no 

undesirable results (defined as significant and unreasonable impacts to sustainability indicators) are 

occurring. Potential undesirable results have been identified and specific minimum thresholds have been 

developed to help ensure that undesirable results do not occur under future conditions. Potential project 

operations and management actions designed to maintain and improve groundwater conditions and 

sustainability have been identified and are described within this GSP. 

ES Chapter 1: Introduction 

ES Introduction, Agency, and Communication (GSP Sections 1a, 1b, 1c) 

SGMA requires that the Basin develop one or more GSPs that outline how the Basin will achieve 

groundwater sustainability by 2042. Physical and political complexities within the Basin resulted in 

decisions by local public agencies to develop three GSPs under a coordination agreement to satisfy SGMA 

requirements for the entire Basin. The Western, Central, and Eastern Management Areas (WMA, CMA, 

and EMA) make up the Basin. This GSP is prepared to address the SGMA requirements for the CMA portion 

of the Basin.  
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The primary sustainability goal and purpose of these GSPs are to manage groundwater resources in the 

WMA, CMA, and EMA without causing undesirable results and facilitate long-term beneficial uses of 

groundwater within the Basin. Beneficial uses of groundwater in the Basin include municipal, domestic, 

and agricultural uses, in addition to riparian habitat that supports environmental ecosystems. 

In 2016 and 2017, three local Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSA) were established for the Basin. 

Three GSA-eligible public entities ratified an agreement and formed the CMA GSA, with each of the public 

entities having a seat on the CMA GSA Committee. Two of the three member agencies, the City of Buellton 

and the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District both have voting seats on the Committee, whereas 

the Santa Barbara County Water Agency has a non-voting seat.  

During the development of this GSP the CMA GSA committee met regularly on SGMA matters. The GSA 

developed an Outreach and Engagement Plan to facilitate engagement with stakeholders. A volunteer 

public Citizens Advisory Group (CAG) was created with members representing a group of groundwater 

users to help solicit public feedback on GSP elements. Newsletters and press releases about the GSA and 

SGMA were created and distributed through numerous channels, including utility bills. All three 

management areas used a centralized website to aid with communications, tracking meetings, and 

receiving public comments. 

ES Plan Area (GSP Section 1d) 

The Basin is a coastal groundwater basin measuring approximately 317 square miles, located in Santa 

Barbara County, California. Each of the three management areas of the Basin is covered by a GSP; this GSP 

is for the CMA, which is approximately 32.8 square miles. The CMA itself is divided into two subareas 

based on hydrogeology and topography: the Buellton Upland which are relatively steep topography, and 

the Santa Ynez River Alluvium which consists of the relatively flat area cut by the historical movements of 

the Santa Ynez River. The Santa Ynez River Alluvium is the subflow area, and the subflow of the River in 

that area is not groundwater as defined by SGMA and thus is not be managed by the CMA GSA, because 

such subflow constitutes subterranean water flowing in known and definite channels that is treated as 

surface water and subject to the jurisdiction and management of SWRCB. 
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Approximately 95% of the CMA is privately held land. There is Federal Bureau of Land Management land, 

State California Wildlife Conservation Board land, as well as local cities, school districts, and other district 

properties. 

The public water agencies in the CMA are the City of Buellton Water Department, and there are several 

small Mutual Water Companies (MWC) which supply water outside of the city. The Central Coast Water 

Authority (CCWA), a wholesale water agency, operates a water pipeline that passes through the CMA and 

conveys imported water primarily from the State Water Project to the City of Buellton within the CMA.  

Population data for communities within the CMA indicate that most people live near or within the City of 

Buellton or along the highway 246 corridor. 

There are three General Plans, or equivalent plan areas, outlining land use in the CMA. The City of Buellton 

has a General Plan within its jurisdiction. The Santa Ynez Valley Community Plan is a specific General Plan 

from the County of Santa Barbara for the area around the city. The entire CMA is within the general plan 

area of the County of Santa Barbara. 

ES 4 Additional GSP Elements (GSP Section 1e) 

A data management system was implemented for this GSP in accordance with the SMGA. As part of its 

communications and public outreach, the CMA GSA prepared and distributed the Data Management Plan, 

a whitepaper describing the data management system. The DMS was then implemented. 

ES Chapter 2: Basin Setting  

ES Hydrogeologic Conceptual Model (GSP Section 2a) 

A hydrogeologic conceptual model was developed and used to identify existing and projected 

groundwater conditions for the Basin. The hydrogeologic conceptual model presents the various 

conceptual components of the Ca!Ωǎ ƎǊƻǳƴŘǿŀǘŜǊ ǎȅǎǘŜƳΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƎŜƻƭƻƎƛŎ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎΤ ŀǉǳƛŦŜǊ ŜȄǘŜƴǘǎΤ 

physical properties, including water imports; and land use. 

The geologic setting is related to the northward movement of the Pacific Plate relative to the North 

America Plate. Groundwater is found in younger geologic formations that have been uplifted and 
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deformed into a large syncline fold. The Santa Ynez River has cut through and filled in the existing geology. 

Alluvium subareas are where the Santa Ynez River cut into underlying non-water bearing units causing a 

ΨōŜŘǊƻŎƪ ŎƘŀƴƴŜƭΣΩ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƭƛƳƛǘǎ ƎǊƻǳƴŘǿŀǘŜǊ ŦƭƻǿΦ ¢ƘŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŀōƭŜ ōƻǘǘƻƳ ŀƴŘ ƭŀǘŜǊŀƭ ŜȄǘŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ŀǎƛƴ 

were determined using the three-dimensional geologic model included in the hydrogeologic conceptual 

model. For groundwater management purposes one principal aquifer, the Buellton Aquifer, was defined 

as the principal formation in the Buellton Upland subarea, and the lower non-alluvial formation in the 

Santa Ynez River Alluvium (SYRA) subarea. The SYRA subarea consists of upper alluvial formations in a 

bedrock channel that convey the Santa Ynez River and the subflow of the river. Accordingly, the Santa 

Ynez River and its subflow are managed by the SWRCB. 

The topography of the CMA is varied with low hills with steep canyons in the north and a relatively flat 

plain towards the south around the Santa Ynez River. Rainfall is highly influenced by local topography. 

However, local slope and soil types influence runoff and the amount of potential recharge to the aquifers 

in any particular location. 

Since 1997, the CCWA has delivered State Water Project water to the Basin through the 130 mile long 

Coastal Branch Pipeline that enters the Basin at Vandenberg Space Force Base and terminates at Lake 

Cachuma. State Project Water deliveries from the pipeline are received by the City of Buellton in the CMA. 

Other water from this pipeline is delivered to ID No.1, City of Solvang, and Lake Cachuma, east and 

upstream of the CMA. The Tecolote Tunnel conveys water from Lake Cachuma to the Santa Barbara 

County south coast including the cities of Santa Barbara, Goleta, Montecito, and Carpinteria. The Tecolote 

Tunnel was completed in 1955 and is the newest of three tunnels used for exporting Santa Ynez River 

water to the south coast of Santa Barbara County.  

Groundwater within the CMA is primarily used for agriculture, which represents the largest proportion of 

land and water use within the Basin. Other uses of groundwater in the basin include municipal and light 

industrial, small domestic uses, and environmental uses, such as groundwater dependent ecosystems. 

ES Groundwater Conditions (GSP Section 2b) 

This GSP describes historical, existing, and projected groundwater conditions with regard to each of the 

six SGMA sustainability indicators including: the chronic lowering of groundwater levels, significant and 
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unreasonable reduction of groundwater in storage, significant and unreasonable seawater intrusion, 

degraded water quality, land subsidence, and depletion of interconnected surface water. 

Groundwater elevation data was collected from wells throughout the CMA, in both the seasonal high 

(spring) and seasonal low (fall) conditions. Groundwater contours were developed by interpolating 

between monitoring wells. Groundwater levels were plotted over time (hydrographs) were developed to 

show the change in groundwater elevation at each location over time to evaluate groundwater levels and 

groundwater storage. 

Groundwater storage over time was compared against the year type and groundwater pumping: year type 

was found to be a primary influence on groundwater storage. To support this analysis, a quantitate 

method using flow at the Salsipuedes Creek measured by the U.S. Geologic Survey (USGS) streamflow 

gage is described which identify the qualitative άŘǊȅέ ŀƴŘ άǿŜǘέ ȅŜŀǊǎ. 

Location of known potential groundwater contamination sites were identified. The responsibility of 

remediating groundwater is not under the jurisdiction of the GSA but lies with other state and local 

agencies. Assessments to beneficial users in the basin and an assessment of recent (2015-2018) 

groundwater quality data were made for six constituents identified by the SWRCB. The goal of the GSP is 

to ensure than groundwater quality is not further degraded by groundwater pumping managed under this 

GSP. As an inland management area seawater intrusion was not applicable, but is addressed by the coastal 

WMA GSP. 

Land subsidence was determined to be unlikely due to the geologic setting of the CMA, and the nature of 

the aquifer. Recent remote sensing data provided by Department of Water Resources (DWR) from 2015 

ς present show very little change in land surface elevation. Additionally, historical infrastructure records 

do not indicate land subsidence. 

In the CMA, interconnected surface water for both the Santa Ynez River and its tributaries to the Buellton 

Aquifer is unlikely given that there is little perennial surface water in the CMA. The Santa Ynez River is 

separated from the Buellton Aquifer by bedrock west of the Buellton Bend. The extent that the Buellton 

Aquifer underlies the Santa Ynez River and alluvial subflow deposits east of the Buellton Bend is a data 

gap that will be addressed during the first year of GSP implementation (see Chapter 5). However, the 
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surface water of the Santa Ynez River within the CMA is directly influenced by releases from Cachuma 

Reservoir and by diversions via shallow wells in the alluvial subflow deposits, both of which are 

administered by the SWRCB.  

Groundwater Dependent Ecosystems (GDEs) in the CMA were assessed using an assumed rooting depth 

and the current depth to groundwater. A map of the GDEs in the CMA was developed. Potential GDEs 

along the CMA upland tributaries were greater than 30 feet above the groundwater table and were 

screened out of consideration for future groundwater management. The exception being an isolated area 

near the confluence of Santa Rosa Creek and the Santa Ynez River mainstem, where groundwater levels 

are estimated to be within 30-feet of the ground surface. This area will be surveyed to evaluate the 

potential for GDEs. Potential GDEs along the Santa Ynez River are not considered vulnerable due to 

historically stable water levels, based on a review of previous studies done in the area. The stability may 

in part be due to the management of the Santa Ynez River under SWRCB Order 2019-148. 

ES Water Budgets (GSP Section 2c) 

Water budgets are calculations of the flows of water in and out of the varioǳǎ ŎƻƳǇƻƴŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ŀǎƛƴΩǎ 

surface water and groundwater systems. The various components of the water budget are introduced in 

the hydrogeologic conceptual model. Three water budget periods were created: historical, current, and 

projected. Water flows in any particular year are highly dependent on the weather, and to a lesser extent, 

the antecedent conditions. The selection of hydrologic years for each of the three budget periods was 

coordinated with the other two management areas (WMA and EMA). 

The period of 1982 through 2018 was selected as the historical period. Stream flow along Salsipuedes 

Creek were used as a proxy for water supply conditions in the Basin. Flows during this historical period 

are similar to the long-term monitoring at the same gage, indicating that the years are likely 

representative of the long-term period. The years from 2012 to 2018 were all relatively dry years, so the 

current period was started in 2011. To meet the 50-year planning horizon required by SGMA, the 

projected period is 2018 through 2072. 

The length of the historical water budget in this GSP is 36 years, which exceeds the 10-year SGMA 

requirement. For surface water, the average inflows were 100,200 acre-feet per year (AFY) and ranged 
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from 4,570 to 724,710 AFY, with most of this variability influenced by the Santa Ynez River flows. Surface 

water outflows were on average 100,070 AFY and ranged from 7,085 to 710,805 AFY. Groundwater is less 

variable, with inflows ranging between 1,990 to 6,570 AFY, and an average inflow of 3,550 AFY. The two 

primary drivers of variability in groundwater were percolation from surface water and recharge from 

precipitation. Groundwater outflows ranged from 1,450 to 5,590 AFY with an average of 3,540 AFY. 

Agricultural pumping was the largest influence on groundwater flow and had the greatest variation over 

the historical period. The average annual pumping total of 2,760 AFY (Table 2c.2-5) for the historical 

period (1982 through 2018, 37 years) resulted in zero net change in groundwater storage in the Buellton 

Aquifer, so this water budget analysis indicates that the sustainable perennial yield of the CMA is 

approximately 2,800 AFY. 

For the current period (2011 through 2018), surface water average inflows were 32,040 acre-feet per year 

(AFY) and ranged from 9,130 to 141,660 AFY, with most of this variability influenced by the Santa Ynez 

River flows. Surface water outflows were on average 32,040 AFY and ranged from 11,100 to 140,540 AFY. 

Groundwater is less variable for the current period, with inflows ranging between 2,150 to 4,160 AFY, and 

an average inflow of 2,810 AFY. For groundwater, the two primary drivers of variability were percolation 

from surface water and recharge from precipitation. Groundwater outflows ranged from 3,000 to 5,290 

AFY, and an average of 4,170 AFY. Agricultural pumping was the largest influence on groundwater flow 

and had the greatest variation over this current period. 

The projected period water budget estimates population increases, projected precipitation and climate 

change factors. However, population of the Buellton area is expected to grow by up to 45% over the 20-

year planning period (by 2042), but water use is expected to grow by only 15%. Within the 50 year 

planning period (by 2072) the total water usage is expected to increase by 20%. Groundwater demand is 

expected to increase from 3,015 AFY in 2018 to 3,198 AFY in 2042, and 3,328 AF in 2072. Projected water 

availability is expected to be relatively similar to historical conditions, which will likely result in a loss of 

groundwater storage, unless projects and management actions are undertaken to maintain sustainability. 
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ES Chapter 3: Monitoring and Sustainable Management Criteria 

ES Monitoring Networks (GSP Section 3a) 

The Monitoring Networks section of the GSP summarizes the parameters that were monitored in the Basin 

and identifies representative sites for monitoring for five applicable SGMA sustainability indicators. 

Seawater intrusion is not directly applicable to the non-coastal CMA. 

Federal, state, and local monitoring networks are responsible for groundwater monitoring in the CMA, 

are described in this GSP. Prior to 2019 the United States Geological Survey (USGS) conducted 

groundwater level monitoring in the CMA and the entire Basin. Starting in 2019 the groundwater level 

monitoring was taken over by the Santa Barbara County Water Agency. The City of Buellton also collects 

groundwater levels in its wells. Estimates for groundwater storage rely on using the same network data.  

Groundwater quality is currently monitored by two programs in the CMA:  

ω Public water system monitoring of drinking water sources by water suppliers as reported to 

Safe Drinking Water Information System; and 

ω Monitoring by commercial agriculture as part of the Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program. 

Land subsidence is monitored using monthly remote sensing satellite data, which covers the entire CMA. 

Additionally, there is a continuous GPS (CGPS) station in the CMA, and the Central Coast Water Authority, 

which operates the State Water Project pipeline, has remote access to operators that can be contacted in 

the event of subsidence. The remote sensing tracks elevation change, while CGPS tracks elevation and 

horizontal movement. If a decline in land surface elevation is observed, a follow-up analysis would need 

to be conducted to determine whether the cause was subsidence from groundwater depletion. 

Finally, two U.S. Geological Survey stream gages measure and record surface water flows, each within one 

mile of the CMA east and west boundaries. Monitoring of potential surface water depletion is performed 

by collecting groundwater levels in wells near the Santa Ynez River. 
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These existing monitoring networks were reviewed, and wells were selected from each based upon 

representativeness. Additionally, several areas were identified as locations where the network could be 

improved. 

ES Sustainable Management Criteria (GSP Section 3b) 

This section identifies the stainability goal of the Basin, conditions of undesirable results for each of the 

six SGMA sustainability indicators, Minimum Thresholds at the representative sites, and Measurable 

Objectives. These criteria are described below and summarized in Table ES.1. 

Sustainability goals were identified as follows: 

(1) Maintain long-term groundwater elevation at levels adequate to support existing and 

anticipated beneficial uses,  

(2) Maintain a sufficient volume of groundwater in storage to ensure groundwater availability 

during periods of drought and recovery during wet climate conditions,  

(3) Maintain water quality conditions to support ongoing beneficial use of groundwater for 

agricultural, municipal, domestic, and industrial and environmental uses.  

For each of the five applicable SGMA sustainability indicators the potential undesirable result was 

identified. The potential undesirable result is determined, quantified based on the identification criteria, 

and the potential effects on beneficial users are described. 

¦ƴŘŜǎƛǊŀōƭŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ ŎƘǊƻƴƛŎ ƭƻǿŜǊƛƴƎ ƻŦ ƎǊƻǳƴŘǿŀǘŜǊ ƭŜǾŜƭǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƛƴ ōŜƴŜŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǿŜƭƭ ǳǎŜǊǎΩ 

access to water being impaired. This impairment would require more energy to pump water and potential 

replacement of wells to access water. This undesirable result could occur if groundwater extractions 

exceed the sustainable yield over a period of years. Evaluation of this potential undesirable result will be 

based on direct measurements of groundwater levels.  
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Table ES.1 
Sustainable Management Criteria Indicator Summary for the CMA 

Sustainability Indicator Minimum Threshold Measurement Measurable Objective Undesirable Result 

 

Chronic 
lowering of 
groundwater 
levels 

Water level minimum thresholds for Representative Monitoring 
Wells (RMWs) screened in the Buellton Aquifer established 15 
feet or more below the 2020 levels. 

Groundwater elevations measured at 4 RMWs 
screened in the Buellton Aquifer. 

Spring 2011 groundwater 
elevations.  

Spring groundwater elevations that drop below the established 
groundwater elevation minimum thresholds in more than 50% of the 
RMWs for 2 consecutive non-drought years.  

 

Reduction of 
groundwater 
in storage 

Water level minimum thresholds for RMWs screened in the 
Buellton Aquifer established 15 feet or more below the 2020 
levels. 

Groundwater elevations are used a proxy for the 
total volume of groundwater in storage. 
Groundwater elevations will be measured at 4 
RMWs screened in the Buellton Aquifer 

Spring 2011 groundwater 
elevations.  

Spring groundwater elevations that drop below the established 
groundwater elevation minimum thresholds in more than 50% of the 
RMWs for 2 consecutive non-drought years.  

 

Seawater 
Intrusion 

Not applicable: non-coastal management area Not applicable. Not applicable. Not applicable. 

 

Degraded 
Water Quality 

For all constituents except Nitrate and Total Dissolved Solids 
(TDS), minimum threshold concentrations were established as 
the Water Quality Objectives by RWQCB. Nitrate minimum 
threshold concentration established at the drinking water 
Maximum Contaminate Level (MCL), and TDS is the drinking 
water Secondary Maximum Contaminate Level (SMCL). 

Salt and nutrient concentrations measured at 7 
RMWs. 

For Nitrate and TDS: the MCL 
and SMCL.  
 
Other constituents: Median 
Groundwater Quality 
Objectives.  

Minimum threshold exceedances for each constituent in more than 50% of 
the RMWs for 2 consecutive non-drought years.  

 

Subsidence 
A decline of six inches from 2015 land surface elevation 
resulting from groundwater extractions.  

Review of publicly available land subsidence 
satellite data and continuous GPS data.  

Land subsidence less than two 
inches compared to the 2015 
InSAR data.  

Land subsidence associated with groundwater production that exceeds 
half a foot from 2015 conditions.  

 

Depletion of 
interconnected 
surface water 

Groundwater Elevations near the Santa Ynez River that drop 
15 feet or more below the Santa Ynez River channel bottom.  

Groundwater elevations measured at three RMWs. 

Groundwater elevations equal 
to five feet below the elevation 
of the Santa Ynez River 
channel bottom. 

Groundwater elevations near the Santa Ynez River that drop 15 feet or 
more below the channel bottom in 2 of the 3 surface water depletion 
RMWs for 2 consecutive non-drought years.  

RMW = Representative monitoring wells; RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board; MCL =maximum contaminate level; SMCL = secondary maximum contaminate level; TDS = total dissolved solids; GPS = Global Positioning System; InSAR = Interferometric synthetic aperture radar; mg/L = milligrams per liter 
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The potential undesirable result from chronic lowering of groundwater levels is less water available for 

beneficial users using existing infrastructure. This impairment would require more energy to pump water 

and potential replacement of wells to access water. This undesirable result could occur if groundwater 

extractions exceed the sustainable yield over a period of years. Evaluation of this potential undesirable 

result will be based on direct measurements of groundwater levels. 

Groundwater storage is the volume of water that is stored in an aquifer. The potential undesirable result 

of a decline in groundwater storage is less water available for beneficial users, meaning that the water is 

physically not present to be extracted. As with groundwater levels, groundwater storage is related to 

pumping and other outflows exceeding the amount of water inflows into the groundwater basin over a 

period of years. Groundwater storage will be estimated using the groundwater elevation data to assess 

the volume of water involved. 

In the CMA there is no direct potential undesirable result from seawater intrusion. 

Potential undesirable results from degradation of water quality is impaired beneficial uses of the 

groundwater. To assess water quality, specific salts and nutrients are chosen for analysis. Specifically, 

concentrations of total dissolved solids, chloride, sulfate, boron, sodium, and nitrate. 

Potential undesirable results due to land subsidence may include damage to surface infrastructure and 

collapsed pore space in the aquifers. Land-surface elevation changes are quantified by a remote sensing 

(satellite) system which uses interference patterns between radar returns to accurately calculate changes 

in elevation over a wide region. 

The potential undesirable results related to depletions in interconnected surface water may result in 

impacts to groundwater dependent ecosystems. The Santa Ynez River and River alluvium are under the 

jurisdiction of the SWRCB. The SWRCB retains administrative authority over the surface flow and subflow 

of the Santa Ynez River, including wells that divert the subflow. Depletions in interconnected surface 

water are evaluated by assessing water levels in potential GDE areas. 

With each of the six potential undesirable results described above, specific minimum thresholds were 

determined to protect against the potential undesirable results. For groundwater levels, minimum 
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thresholds were based on well screen elevations and historical low groundwater levels. For groundwater 

storage, minimum thresholds are based on the number of wells that met the groundwater level criteria. 

Minimum thresholds for water quality are based on Water Quality Objectives from the SWRCB. The land 

subsidence minimum threshold six inches or less relative to the 2015 elevations. Minimum thresholds for 

interconnected surface water will be monitored by measured water level elevations in nearby wells at or 

above historical low water levels and within 15 feet of the elevation of the river channel bottom. 

Quantifiable goals for the maintenance or improvement of the Basin were identified as the measurable 

objectives. Groundwater elevations pre-drought conditions (i.e., Spring 2011) were identified as the 

measurable objective for groundwater levels and storage. No decline in water quality relative to 2015 was 

set for water quality. Less than two inches of land subsidence since 2015 was set for land subsidence. 

Finally, to protect surface water, nearby groundwater levels no lower than 5 feet below the local river 

channel bottom was set as the measurable objective. 

Impacts of setting these management criteria on neighboring groundwater basins is expected to be 

minimal as the CMA is not directly connected to neighboring groundwater basins. 

ES Chapter 4: Projects and Management Actions (GSP Section 4) 

Projects and Management actions (PMAs) will be implemented to maintain groundwater sustainability in 

the CMA. The PMAs are categorized into four groups based on when each PMA would be implemented. 

Group 1 PMAs would be initiated within the first year after GSP submittal. Group 1 Management Actions 

such as water conservation, tiered pumping fees and the installation of well meters are anticipated to 

close any shortfalls in maintaining the sustainable yield identified in the water budget and maintain 

sustainability goals. Additional Group 1 PMAs will increase water supplies further such as increased 

recharge through stormwater capture and supplemental imported water projects.  

If Group 1 PMAs fail to have the expected results, then further actions through the implementation of 

other PMA groups 2, 3, and 4 will be required. PMAs in Group 2 and 3 will be implemented when the early 

warning and Minimum Threshold triggers for the sustainability indicators are reached.  
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The CMA GSA is taking an adaptive management approach to CMA management over the planning 

horizon. Consequently, potential projects and management actions will continuously be considered and 

evaluated over the planning horizon to ensure that the most beneficial and economically feasible projects 

and management actions are implemented to achieve the sustainability goal in the CMA and Basin. 

Proposed projects and management actions may be modified, as necessary, if the intended project 

benefits are not realized in the intended timeframe. 

ES Chapter 5: Implementation (GSP Section 5) 

This chapter describes actions to implement this GSP. Five implementation categories are described. 

Implementation Group 1 is completion of work started during the drafting of this GSP. This is completion 

of data collection and survey work that commenced during the development of this GSP. This includes 

surveying all representative wells in the representative monitoring network. Additionally, data collected 

during the SkyTEM Airborne Geophysics aerial electromagnetic survey will be evaluated and used to 

update the existing geologic model, hydrogeologic conceptual model and numeric groundwater model. 

Implementation Group 2 resolves data gaps in the monitoring network and the conceptual framework as 

identified in this GSP. This includes determining information about monitoring wells that currently have 

no well perforation information by video surveying and sounding, and working with landowners on adding 

voluntary wells to the water level and quality monitoring network.  A new piezometer will also be needed 

to assess and monitor a potential GDE on Santa Rosa Creek. A new surface water gage at the mouth of 

the Santa Ynez River is also considered. 

Implementation Group 3 implementation items are data collection actions to allow for improved 

management of the CMA. Efforts to improve data collection information on water use in the Basin will be 

done, including the collection of additional information from well owners. In addition, the GSA will require 

the installation of water meters on all wells (excluding de minimis domestic wells). 

Implementation Group 4 and Implementation Group 5 is improved data management and SGMA updates. 

The former consists of update and utilized the data management system, the latter is completing SGMA  
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annual reports (first due in 2022) and 5-year assessment and updates to the GSP (first due in 2027) will 

be done as required by SGMA. 
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CHAPTER 1:  INTRODUCTION AND PLAN AREA 

Section 1 A ς INTRODUCTION 

The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA)1, signed into statue on September 16, 2014, 

includes a structure and schedule to achieve sustainable groundwater management within 20 years. 

SGMA requires that groundwater basins identified by the California Department of Water Resources 

(DWR), as medium and high priority basins must achieve sustainability by January 31, 2042. To meet this 

goal, State law requires the creation and implementation of a Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) for 

each basin. The Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin (SYRVGB), defined by DWR as Basin 3-15 (DWR 

2016), is classified as a medium priority groundwater basin and requires submittal of a GSP by January 31, 

2022 

Local agencies recognized that the 317.4 square miles of the SYRVGB contains diverse physical and human 

geographies, resulting in the creation and coordination of three distinct management areas within the 

SYRVGB. The three distinct areas are defined as the Eastern, Central and Western Management Areas. 

This document is the GSP for the Central Management Area (CMA) portion of the SYRVGB (Figure 1a.1-1).  

The CMA Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) is responsible for preparing and implementing a GSP 

for the Central portion of the SYRVGB. Two additional GSPs are being prepared for the Western 

Management Area (WMA) and the Eastern Management Area (EMA). The three GSAs are being 

coordinated by the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District. 

The CMA GSA was formed by a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between the City of Buellton, the 

Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District and Santa Barbara County (Figure 1a.3-1). The CMA filed a 

notice of intent to form a GSA with the DWR and became the exclusive GSA for the CMA on February 2, 

2017.  

                                                            
1  CWC Section 10720 et seq. and 23 CCR § 350 et seq. 
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The CMA encompasses approximately 33 square miles of the central portion of the Santa Ynez River Valley 

Groundwater Basin. The CMA has a complex geology and geography and is divided into two subareas: the 

Buellton Upland and the Santa Ynez River alluvium.  

Table 1a.1-1 identifies the Management Areas of the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin. 

Locations for each Management Area are shown in Figure 1a.3-1. 

Table 1a.1-1 
Management Areas of the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin 

Management Area Physical Description Committee Member Agencies 

 

32.8 square miles 
 

¶ Santa Ynez River alluvium east of Santa 
Rosa Park to just west of the City of 
Solvang 

¶ Buellton Upland 

¶ City of Buellton 

¶ Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District 

¶ Santa Barbara County Water 
Agency (non-voting member) 

 

133.7 square miles 
 

¶ Santa Ynez River alluvium west of Santa 
Rosa Park to the Lompoc Narrows 

¶ Lompoc Plain 

¶ Lompoc Terrace 

¶ Burton Mesa 

¶ Lompoc Upland 

¶ Santa Rita Upland 

¶ City of Lompoc 

¶ Vandenberg Village Community 
Services District 

¶ Mission Hills Community Services 
District 

¶ Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District 

¶ Santa Barbara County Water 
Agency (non-voting member) 

 

150.9 square miles  
 

¶ Santa Ynez River alluvium from City of 
Solvang east 

¶ Santa Ynez Upland 

¶ City of Solvang 

¶ Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District, 
Improvement District No.1 

¶ Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District 

¶ Santa Barbara County Water 
Agency 
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1a.1 PURPOSE OF THE GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY PLAN 

The purpose of this GSP is to ensure that groundwater is managed sustainably within the groundwater 

basin. The GSP must also determine how the basin will achieve sustainable groundwater management 

within a 20-year period through monitoring and management actions. 

The sustainability goal for the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin is to manage groundwater 

resources in the WMA, CMA and EMA for the purpose of facilitating long-term beneficial uses of 

groundwater within the Basin. Beneficial uses of groundwater in the Basin include municipal, domestic, 

and agricultural and environmental supply. The sustainability goal is in part defined by the locally-defined 

minimum thresholds and undesirable results. This GSP describes how the CMA GSA will maintain the 

sustainability of the Basin, and how the measures recommended in the GSP will achieve these objectives 

and desired conditions.  

The California legislature identified the following specific goals that intended to be achieved as a result of 

the execution of the SGMA (California Water Code [CWC] Section 10710.2): 

In enacting this part, it is the intent of the Legislature to do all of the following: 

(a)  To provide for the sustainable management of groundwater basins. 

(b)  To enhance local management of groundwater consistent with rights to use or store groundwater and 

Section 2 of Article X of the California Constitution. It is the intent of the Legislature to preserve the security of 

water rights in the state to the greatest extent possible consistent with the sustainable management of 

groundwater. 

(c)  To establish minimum standards for sustainable groundwater management. 

(d)  To provide local groundwater agencies with the authority and the technical and financial assistance 

necessary to sustainably manage groundwater. 

(e)  To avoid or minimize subsidence. 
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(f)  To improve data collection and understanding about groundwater. 

(g)  To increase groundwater storage and remove impediments to recharge. 

(h)  To manage groundwater basins through the actions of local governmental agencies to the greatest 

extent feasible, while minimizing state intervention to only when necessary to ensure that local agencies 

manage groundwater in a sustainable manner. 

(i)  To provide a more efficient and cost-effective groundwater adjudication process that protects water 

rights, ensures due process, prevents unnecessary delay, and furthers the objectives of this part.  
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1a.2 SUSTAINABLE MANAGEMENT INDICATORS 

Sustainable conditions occur when undesirable results are mitigated, or are not occurring in the Basin.  In 

accordance with SGMA2 there are six potential undesirable results that must be considered. These 

potential undesirable results are listed below, and are discussed in detail in Section 3b of this GSP, which 

details Sustainable Management Criteria. 

 

1. Chronic lowering of groundwater levels indicating a significant and unreasonable 

depletion of supply if continued over the planning and implementation horizon 

 
2. Significant and unreasonable reduction of groundwater storage 

 
3. Significant and unreasonable seawater intrusion 

 
4. Significant and unreasonable degradation of water quality 

 
5. Significant and unreasonable land subsidence 

 

6. Depletion of interconnected surface water and groundwater that has significant and 

unreasonable adverse impacts on beneficial uses of the surface water. 

This GSP is a tool developed by the GSA, within input from the public and a CMA Citizen Advisory Group 

(CAG), to support sustainable management of, and sustainable decision-making for, the CMA.  

  

                                                            
2  CWC Section 10721 (x), 23 CCR § 354.28(c), 23 CCR § 354.34(c), 
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1a.3 GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY PLAN ORGANIZATION 

This GSP was developed in accordance with SGMA and the DWR-prepared Best Management Practices 

(BMP) and Guidance Documents. The GSP is organized as outlined below in Table 1a.3-1, following SGMA 

regulations.3  Figures and tables are organized, labeled, and numbered accordingly. 

Table 1a.3-1 

Organization of the Groundwater Sustainability Plan 

Chapter Section Title Short Description 

ES Executive Summary Summarizes the contents of the report 

1 

Introduction and Plan Area 

a Introduction Introduces Plan Purpose and Contents 

b Administrative Information Information about Agency and Governance 

c Notices and Communication Outreach and Engagement 

d Plan Area 

Extents and geography of the Management Area: 
Subareas, Water Agencies, Governments, Well Density, 
Regulatory Programs, Management Plans, Population, and 
Land Use Considerations 

e Additional GSP Elements Supplemental Plan Content 

2 

Basin Setting 

a Hydrogeologic Conceptual Model 
Conceptual components of groundwater system: 
Geology, Aquifers, Inflows, Outflows 

b Groundwater Conditions 
Current and historical status of the Basin: 
Water Levels, Storage, Seawater Intrusion, Groundwater 
Quality, Land Subsidence, and Interconnected Surface Water 

c Water Budget 
Flow between components of the groundwater system: 
Historical, Current, and Projected 

3 

Monitoring Network and Sustainable Groundwater Management Criteria 

a Monitoring Network Current and representative monitoring 

b Sustainable Management Criteria 
Sustainability goal, potential undesirable results, minimum 
thresholds, and measurable objectives 

4 Project and Management Actions Potential ways to improve sustainability as needed. 

5 

Plan Implementation 

a Implementation Projects 
Projects and actions to resolve data gaps and implement the 
GSP. 

b Implementation Timeline Timeline of implementation projects. 

c Plan Funding Funding opportunities. 

6 References Works cited and relied upon. 

7 Appendices Supporting documents and analysis and public comments. 

                                                            
3  23 CCR Division 2 Chapter 1.5 Subchapter 2 Article 5. Plan Contents 
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Section 2 B ς ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION 

2b.1 AGENCY BACKGROUND 

The California Department of Water Resources (DWR) identified the SYRVGB as a medium priority basin 

(DWR 2020). As such the associated groundwater sustainability agency (GSA) must submit a GSP by 

January 31, 2022 to comply with the SGMA statute4 and SGMA regulations5. Major organizational 

documents that supported the development of this GSP are shown in Figure 1b.1-1. 

On May 23, 2016 SYRVGB public water agencies executed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 

(Appendix 1b-A) which organized the SYRVGB according to three separate management areas, creating 

the CMA, WMA, and EMA. The Central Management Area Groundwater Sustainability Agency (CMA GSA) 

was formed after ǘƘŜ άMemorandum of Agreement for Formation of a Groundwater Sustainability Agency 

for the Central Management Area in the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basinέ (MOA) dated January 

11, 2017 (Appendix 1b-B). 

To adopt the MOA, ratification occurred by all three CMA member agencies. On November 10, 2016, the 

Buellton City Council passed Resolution 16-26 wherein the City of Buellton resolved to become a member 

of the CMA GSA in cooperation with the other CMA member agencies. On December 6, 2016, the Board 

of Supervisors for Santa Barbara County, serving as Santa Barbara County Water Agency (SBCWA) 

Directors, passed Resolution 16-284 wherein the SBCWA resolved to become a member of the CMA GSA 

in cooperation with the other CMA member agencies. On January 11, 2017, the Board of Directors for the 

Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District (SYRWCD) passed Resolution 665 wherein the SYRWCD 

resolved to become a member of the CMA GSA in cooperation with the other CMA member agencies. 

The three GSAs for the SYRVGB have coordinated to ensure consistency between the three GSPs prepared 

in the Basin. The GSPs are being prepared under a SGMA compliant coordination agreement6 as specified 

                                                            
4  CWC Section 10720 et seq. 
5  23 CCR § 350 et seq. 
6  CWC Section 10721 (d) ñCoordination agreementò means a legal agreement adopted between two or more groundwater 

sustainability agencies that provides the basis for coordinating multiple agencies or groundwater sustainability plans within a 
basin pursuant to this part 
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in SGMA. The three SYRVGB GSAs have conferred on governance, starting with the MOU in 2016 followed 

by the άIntra-Basin Administrative Agreement for Implementation of the SGMA in the Santa Ynez River 

Valley Groundwater Basinέ (Appendix 1b-C) dated February 26, 2020. The SYRVGB Coordination 

Agreement between the WMA, CMA, and EMA will be included as Appendix 1b-D. 

1b.1-1 Organizational and Management Structure of the Central Management Agency 

GSA Mailing Address 

 Central Management Area Groundwater Sustainability Agency  

 P.O. Box 719 

 Santa Ynez CA 93460 

GSA Physical Address 

 Central Management Area Groundwater Sustainability Agency  

 3669 Sagunto St., Suite 101 

 Santa Ynez CA 93460 

Plan Manager Contact Information 

 William J. Buelow, Water Resources Manager 

 Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin Central Management Area GSA 

 P.O. Box 719, 3669 Sagunto Street, Suite 108 | Santa Ynez, CA 93460 

 805-693-1156 | bbuelow@syrwcd.com 

1b.1-2 Governance  

Governance of the CMA GSA is described in the άMemorandum of Agreement for Formation of a 

Groundwater Sustainability Agency for the Central Management Area in the Santa Ynez River Valley 

Groundwater Basinέ (Appendix 1b-B). The CMA GSA is governed by a committee of representatives from 

each member agency. However, votes are weighted. There are two voting committee members 

representing the SYRWCD and City of Buellton, and one non-voting committee member representing the 

mailto:bbuelow@syrwcd.com
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SBCWA. The SBCWA is represented by a person or persons as appointed by the Board of Supervisors for 

Santa Barbara County, serving as Water Agency Directors. 

A quorum to transact business s requires both voting member agencies are present. To pass any 

proposition or resolution, a unanimous vote of both member agencies is required. 

1b.1-3 Legal Authority 

As part of its creation, the authorizing resolutions for the GSA Committee granted it authority to have all 

powers that a GSA is authorized to exercise as provided by the SGMA, including developing a GSP 

ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ !Ŏǘ ŀƴŘ 5²wΩǎ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƳǇƻǎƛƴƎ ŦŜŜǎ ǘƻ ŦǳƴŘ D{! ŀƴŘ D{t ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ό!ǇǇŜƴŘƛȄ 

1b-B). 

As the sole GSA for the CMA, the CMA GSA has the legal authority to manage groundwater within the 

CMA pursuant to SGMA. As such, SGMA grants the CMA GSA broad powers, including: the legal authority 

to: conduct investigations; adopt rules, regulations, ordinances and resolutions; require registration of 

groundwater extraction facilities and measurement of groundwater extractions by a water-measuring 

device satisfactory to the GSA; enter into written agreements and funding with private parties to assist in, 

or facilitate the implementation of, a GSP or any elements of the GSP; provide for the measurement of 

groundwater extractions; regulate groundwater extractions; impose fees on the extraction of 

groundwater and to fund the costs of groundwater management; and perform any act necessary or 

proper to carry out the purposes of SGMA.7 

Lƴ ŀŎŎƻǊŘŀƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ /²/ {ŜŎǘƛƻƴ млтнлΦр όōύ άNothing in this part, or in any groundwater management 

plan adopted pursuant to this, part determines or alters surface water rights or groundwater rights under 

common law or any provision of law that determines or grants surface water rights.έ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎƭȅΣ ǘƘƛǎ D{t 

does not determine or alter such surface water or groundwater rights. 

                                                            
7  CWC Sections 10725, 10725.2, 10725.4, 10725.6, 10725.8, 10726.2, 10726.4, 10726.5, 10730, 10730.2 
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1b.1-4 Implementation and Costs 

As plans related to implementation of specific projects are developed, the public will be provided 

opportunity to review and provide comments to the CMA GSA committee. 

Pursuant to CWC Section 10730, the CMA GSA is authorized to fund the costs of groundwater 

management by imposing fees on the extraction of groundwater or through a parcel tax or fee. The CMA 

GSA committee in coordination with the other two GSAs in the Basin, are evaluating the type of fee they 

will use to fund implementation and future project and management actions. 

The CMA GSA is funded by a cost sharing agreement between the two voting CMA member agencies 

develop a GSP and perform related studies as approved by the CMA GSA Committee. The SBCWA, as a 

non-voting member, is not responsible for any other costs related to the CMA GSP development. All 

member agencies are responsible for their own costs to attend and participate in the CMA GSA 

committee. 

Future implementation of the CMA GSP is described Chapter 5 of this GSP. Table 1b.1-1 is a summary of 

potential implementation costs of this GSP. These costs are anticipated to be funded through fees created 

by the GSA, and or cost-sharing between agencies. There may be opportunities to obtain implementation 

grants from the State of California. 
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Table 1b.1-1 
Summary Implementation Costs to Manage CMA Groundwater 

Implementation Projects 

Task Type Completion Additional Cost Estimates A 

Surveying Representative Wells One Time WY 2023 $2,000 - $4,000 

SkyTEM Airborne Geophysics One Time WY 2023 Already funded 

Video Logging and Sounding Wells One Time WY 2023 $7,500 - $12,000 

Add new GWL Monitoring One Time WY 2023 $8,000 - $12,000 

SW Gage Installation (planning) One Time WY 2023 GSA Overhead B  ($10,000) 

Well Registration Update One Time FY 2023-2024 GSA Overhead B  ($20,000) 

Well Metering Requirement  One Time CY 2023 GSA Overhead B   
($20,000 - $40,000) 

Data Updates Annual Ongoing $10,000 - $15,000 

SMGA WY Annual Reports Annual Ongoing $30,000 - $50,000 D 

A Estimates are in 2021 dollars. Costs are to the GSP, certain tasks include mandates for well owners. 
B Estimated as primarily GSA staff time to administer program. 
C CMA portions assuming continuing cost share with WMA. 
D Estimate for first year, mature report likely starting with third annual report, estimated as $20,000 per year. 
 

Projects and management actions that would improve sustainability and resilience of the CMA 

groundwater are discussed in Section 4a of this GSP. Several projects to improve sustainability that are 

recommended under all basin conditions are summarized in Table 1b.1-2. These costs are anticipated to 

be funded through the GSA fees, agency cost sharing and potentially State grants. 
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Table 1b.1-2 
Sustainability Project and Management Actions: General Management  

Summary Costs for CMA 

Sustainability Project and Management Action 

Project and Management 
Action 

Proposed 
Completion 

Additional Cost  
Estimates A 

Annual  
Implementation Costs B 

Water Conservation Plan WY 2023 $50,000 - $75,000 $30,000 - $40,000 

Tired Groundwater Extraction 
Plan 

WY 2023 $100,000 - $175,000 
GSA Overhead C   

($40,000 - $50,000) 

Supplemental Imported Water 
Program 

WY 2023 $100,000 - $120,000 Need Dependent 

Buellton Upland Bioretention 
Bioswale Network Project 
(Design and Benefits Study) 

WY 2022 $25,000 - $35,000 Design Dependent Install Costs 

A All estimates are in 2021 dollars. Costs are to the GSP, certain items may include costs to other parties. 
B Actual implementation costs will depend on results of particular suitability project and management action. 
C Estimated as primarily GSA staff time to administer program. 
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1b.2 INTRA-BASIN COORDINATION BETWEEN MANAGEMENT AREAS 

SGMA statute requires that multiple GSAs coordinate when developing GSPs in a single groundwater 

basin, such as in the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin with the WMA, CMA, and EMA. The SGMA 

statue (CWC Section 10727.6) states: 

When Multiple Plans Cover a Basin. Groundwater sustainability agencies intending to develop and 

implement multiple groundwater sustainability plans ώΧϐ shall coordinate with other agencies preparing a 

groundwater sustainability plan within the basin to ensure that the plans utilize the same data and 

methodologies for the following assumptions in developing the plan: 

(a) Groundwater elevation data.   

(b) Groundwater extraction data.   

(c) Surface water supply.   

(d) Total water use.   

(e) Change in groundwater storage.   

(f) Water budget.  

(g) Sustainable yield.  

During the GSP development process the CMA GSA and WMA GSA shared the same consultant team and 

document prepares to ensure that the two plans used the same data and methodologies. To coordinate 

with the EMA GSA, numerous meetings and conference calls were held between the two consultant teams 

to coordinate activities in each management area so that the requirements for intra-basin coordination 

were met. As of September 1, 2021, the CMA consultant team met with the EMA consultant team for over 

40 meetings or conference calls during development of the technical elements of the GSP. Additionally, 

CMA consultant team regularly attended the EMA GSA committee meetings to receive public updates on 

EMA activity. 

  



 

SE C T I O N  1 B  
 AD M I N I S T R A T I V E  I N F O R M A T I O N 

2021  

 

 GR O U N D W A T E R  SU S T A I N A B I L I T Y  PL A N Page 1b-8 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(Page Intentionally Left Blank)  

 

 



 

SE C T I O N  1 C 
NO T E S  A N D  CO M M U N I C A T I O N 

2021  

 

 GR O U N D W A T E R  SU S T A I N A B I L I T Y  PL A N Page 1c-1 

 

Section 1 C ς NOTES AND COMMUNICATION 

1c.1 Administration 

The Central Management Area Groundwater Sustainability Agency (CMA GSA) was formed by the City of 

Buellton, the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District, and the Santa Barbara County Water Agency. 

The CMA filed a notice of intent to form a GSA with the DWR and became the exclusive GSA for the CMA 

on February 2, 2017. Meetings of the CMA GSA Committee are called, noticed, and conducted subject to 

the provisions of the Ralph M. Brown Act (Govt. Code sections 54950 et seq.). 

Appendix 1c-A includes a list of public meetings that have been held to date for the CMA GSA as well as 

meetings of the CMA Citizens Advisory Group (described below). In accordance with Governor of 

California issued Executive Orders N-25-20 and N-29-20, which temporarily waived requirements in the 

Bagley-Keene Act and Brown Act, meetings were convened during the SARS-CoV-2 (COVID-19) pandemic 

via video teleconference and phone. The Governor of California issued Executive Orders N-33-20 and 

California State Department of Public Health Order of March 19, 2020 required a stay-at-home directive. 

Additionally, Santa Barbara County Public Health, Health Officer Order No. 2020-12.5 prohibited all 

gatherings within the County. Appendix 1c-B includes the reference Proclamations, Executive Orders, 

Health Orders, and Health Officer Orders. 

1c.1-1 Public Outreach and Engagement Plan 

In February 2020, the CMA GSA prepared an Outreach and Engagement Plan (OEP) to provide individual 

stakeholders, stakeholder organizations, and other interested parties an opportunity to be involved in the 

development and evaluation of this GSP. The OEP, included as Appendix 1c-C of this GSP, describes the 

steps the CMA GSA has taken, and will continue to take, to encourage public involvement during the 

development and implementation phases of this GSP. The OEP includes a list of identified stakeholders as 

of 2020 and describes the methods the CMA GSA has used to identify additional stakeholders, solicit public 

involvement, and feedback, and consider stakeholder comments and concerns during the development 

of, and future implementation of, this GSP. 
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Table 1c.1-1 provides a summary of identified stakeholder categories in the CMA. 

Table 1c.1-1 
Stakeholder Categories in the CMA Plan Area 

Category of Interest Examples of Stakeholder Groups Engagement Purpose 

General Public General public Inform to improve public awareness of 
sustainable groundwater management 

Land Use County of Santa Barbara 

City of Buellton 

Consult and involve to ensure land use 
policies are supporting GSP and vice-
versa 

Private Users Domestic users Inform and involve to avoid negative 
impact to these users 

Urban/Agriculture/Recreational 
Users 

City of Buellton 
Small mutual water systems 

Golf courses 

Collaborate to ensure sustainable 
management of groundwater 

Environmental and Ecosystem California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

National Marine Fisheries Service 

Inform and involve to sustain a vital 
ecosystem 

Economic Development City of Buellton Mayor Holly Sierra 

County District 3 Supervisor Joan Hartmann 

State Assembly Member Steve Bennett 

State Senator Monique Limón 

Inform and involve to support a stable 
economy 

Human Right to Water Domestic water users 

Disadvantaged communities 

Inform and involve to provide safe and 
secure groundwater supplies to DACs 

Integrated Water Management Regional water management groups (IRWM 
regions) 

Inform, involve, and collaborate to 
improve regional sustainability 

Notes: DAC = disadvantaged community; IRWM = Integrated Regional Water Management. 

 

1c.1-2 Citizens Advisory Group 

As part of public outreach and communication, the CMA GSA Committee created the Citizens Advisory 

Group (CAG) to provide the GSA focused public input from representatives of different categories of 

groundwater uses and users in the CMA.  

CAG members are members of the public who volunteered to participate in reviewing sections of the 

Draft GSP and other materials produced by the CMA GSA. Members of the community were invited to 

apply to the CAG. An ad-hoc selection committee reviewed applicants and made a recommendation to 
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the CMA GSA Committee. The CMA GSA Committee considered the recommendations and then 

appointed a slate of members to the CAG. The CAG membership reflects a diversity of interests and 

different types of groundwater uses and users in the CMA. As requested by the Committee, the CAG 

provides input to the GSA by reviewing sections of the GSP and other materials and providing comment 

for CMA GSA consideration. The CMA GSA member agency staff organized and facilitated the CAG 

meetings. 

CMA CAG members reviewed the following documents: 

¶ Outreach and Engagement Plan;  

¶ Data Management Plan; 

¶ Subsurface Three-Dimensional Geology Technical Memorandum; 

¶ Hydrogeologic Conceptual Model; 

¶ Groundwater Conditions; 

¶ Numeric Groundwater Model; 

¶ Water Budgets;  

¶ Sustainability Management Criteria;  

¶ Monitoring Network. 

As with the CMA GSA committee meetings, CMA CAG meetings were convened during the SARS-CoV-2 

pandemic via phone and video teleconference. Appendix 1c-A includes a list of meeting dates and topics 

for the CMA CAG. Appendix 1c-B includes the reference Proclamations, Executive Orders, Health Order, 

and Health Officer Orders. 

1c.1-3 Newsletters and Press Releases 

The three management areas of the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin (Basin or SYRVGB) 

coordinated in creating newsletters and press releases to notify the public about the development of the 

GSP throughout the SYRVGB. Copies of the newsletters and press releases created to date are included as 

Appendix 1c-D. 
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Newsletters are one-page documents about the SYRVGB, the CMA GSA, and CMA GSP developments. The 

newsletters were diǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƛƴ ōƻǘƘ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ ŀƴŘ {ǇŀƴƛǎƘΦ ¢Ǌŀƴǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ 5²wΩǎ 

Written Translation Service. The newsletters were distributed in member agency utility bills, e-mailed to 

interested parties, and posted on the SGMA website for the Basin (below, section 1c.1-4). 

Press releases were also produced and sent to local media organizations about specific topics. As an 

example, one such press release reported on helicopter flights that were used as part of the Aerial 

Electromagnetic Method (AEM) survey in November 2020. 

1c.1-4 Communication Website: SantaYnezWater.Org 

The three management areas of the SYRVGB coordinated in creating a single website for communication 

and outreach located at: https://www.santaynezwater.org 

This website is a centralized location where updates regarding SGMA activities across the basin are made 

available. It has been a tool to engage and inform the public and to allow for public involvement in 

developing the GSP. 

Features of this website include a tool to enter physical addresses to identify a management area of 

interest and obtain additional information about each GSA. Members of the public can register as 

interested parties for one, or all of the SYRVGB management area GSAs (WMA, CMA or EMA), and receive 

emails regarding upcoming events such as GSA or CAG meetings or documents available for public review 

and comment. 

The website also includes items related to noticing and archiving GSA activities including a calendar of 

GSA meetings, both past and present, upcoming events, and public comment periods, both past and 

present. Minutes and meeting packets from GSA meetings are made available through the website. 

Additionally, the website provided opportunity for the public review process used in developing this GSP. 

Draft documents released to the public were posted to this website, which included a public comment 

tool to allow individuals to comment on a specific document, or part of documents or make a general 

comment. 
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Appendix 1c-E provides additional information about the SantaYnezWater.Org website.  

1d.1-5 Public Review Comments 

In accordance with the SGMA regulations8 the CMA GSA solicited public comments on this GSP as well as 

supporting draft documents. As described above, request for comments included outreach to specific 

identified stakeholder groups, running the CAG, newsletters released through multiple channels, press 

releases, and development and implementation of a communications website. 

Written comments received by the CMA GSA are included as Appendix Public Review Comments, located 

as the last appendix. Public comments were considered throughout the development of the GSP. 

Comments on draft documents by stakeholder technical consultants identified additional supporting data 

that was included in this GSP. Comments by State and Federal wildlife agencies resulted in additional 

clarification about principal aquifer extents, additional discussion of SWRCB Order WR 2019-0148, limits 

to GSA authority9 and expanded discussion of wildlife beneficial use including existing biological opinions 

and wildlife monitoring programs. 

  

                                                            
8  23 CCR § 354(c) Comments regarding the Plan received by the Agency and a summary of any responses by the Agency. 
9  Including CWC Section 10720.5 (b) 
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Section 1 D ς PLAN AREA 

This Plan Area section addresses 23 CCR § 354.8 of the SMGA regulations. It reintroduces the geographic 

areas covered by the GSP, and addresses administrative, statutory, and policy issues, in addition to aspects 

of the built environment related to water supply and demand. 

Section 1d.1, CMA Plan Area Location, reintroduces the overall extents of the Santa Ynez River Valley 

Groundwater Basin (Basin) and adjacent basins, the division of the Basin into three GSP management 

areas, coverage of the Basin by SGMA, the extents of the Central Management Area (CMA) within the 

Basin, and the subareas of the CMA. 

Section 1d.2, Summary of Jurisdictional Areas and Other Features, describes agencies with land use 

jurisdiction and water agencies throughout the CMA. 

Section 1d.3, Well Density, describes existing well density throughout the CMA. 

Section 1d.4, Water Resources Monitoring and Management Programs, describes existing water resource 

monitoring and management plans within the CMA. 

Section 1d.5, Regulatory Programs, describes existing regulatory programs that are applicable to the CMA. 

Section 1d.6, Land Use Considerations, describes land use and projected population numbers, general 

plans, and other applicable planning efforts. 
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1d.1 CMA PLAN AREA LOCATION 

This GSP for the Central Management Agency addresses the central of three management areas that cover the 

entire Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin through a coordination agreement. 

1d.1-1 Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin and Adjacent Basins 

Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin (Basin) is designated by the California Department of Water 

Resources (DWR) under CWC Section мнфнп ŀǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ /ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀΩǎ рмр ŀƭƭǳǾƛŀƭ ōŀǎƛƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜ .ŀǎƛƴ ό5²w .ŀǎƛƴ 

No. 3-015) is a coastal groundwater basin encompassing approximately 317.4 square miles (203,141.4 acres) 

in central Santa Barbara County (County). The Basin underlies the cities of Solvang, Buellton, and Lompoc, and 

the unincorporated communities of Santa Ynez, Ballard, Los Olivos, Mission Hills, and Vandenberg Village. The 

Basin is bounded by the Pacific Ocean on the west, the Purisima Hills and San Rafael Mountains on the north, 

the Santa Ynez Mountains on the south, and consolidated non-water-bearing rocks of Mesozoic10 and 

Tertiary11 age on the east (DWR 2004; Upson and Thomasson 1951). These consolidated rocks underlie the 

unconsolidated water-bearing deposits of Tertiary and Quaternary12 age that comprise the Basin, and define 

ǘƘŜ .ŀǎƛƴΩǎ ƭƻǿŜǊ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ό¦Ǉǎƻƴ ŀƴŘ ¢ƘƻƳŀǎǎƻƴ мфрмύΦ ¢ƻ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘΣ ǘƘŜ .ŀǎƛƴ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ƛǎ ŎƻƛƴŎƛŘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ 

the boundary of the approximately 105.4 square mile (67,473.7-acre) San Antonio Creek Valley Groundwater 

Basin (DWR Basin No. 3-014). 

The Basin is one of several within Santa Barbara County. Figure 1d.1-1 shows other groundwater basins 

adjacent to or near the Basin. North of and bordering the Basin is the San Antonio Creek Valley Groundwater 

Basin.13 The Santa Maria River Valley Groundwater Basin14 is directly adjacent to the north of the San Antonio 

Creek Valley Groundwater Basin. To the southeast, along the south coast of Santa Barbara County, is the Goleta 

Groundwater Basin,15 separated from the Basin by the Santa Ynez Mountain range. 

                                                            
10 Geologic period from 252 million to 66 million years ago. 
11 Geologic period from 66 million to 2.6 million years ago. 
12 Geologic period from 2.6 million years ago to the present. 
13  DWR Basin 3-14 
14  DWR Basin 3-12 
15  DWR Basin 3-16 
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The Santa Ynez River Valley and adjacent San Antonio Creek Valley groundwater basins are designated by 

the DWR as medium priority16 basins (DWR 2020). The DWR basin prioritization process was completed 

in accordance with the requirements of the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) of 2014 

and CWC Sections 10722.4 and 10933, based on eight components as outlined in the Sustainable 

Groundwater Management Act 2019 Basin Prioritization Process and Results (DWR 2020). Basins that 

received total priority points ranging from greater than 14 points to less than or equal to 21 points were 

designated as medium priority basins. The Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin received a total of 

15 priority points, with component 3 (the number of public supply wells that draw from the basin) and 

component 6 (the degree to which persons overlying the basin rely on groundwater was their primary 

source of water) being the two components that received the highest number of priority points (DWR 

2020). 

Table 1d.1-1 
Summary of the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin, Adjacent Basins, and 

Contributing Watershed Area 

Basin/Watershed 
Name 

Area DWR Designations Previous 
Groundwater 
Management 

Plan 

GSP 
Required per 

SGMA Acres 
Square 
Miles 

Basin 
Number 

Critically 
Overdrafted 

Basin 
Priority 

Santa Ynez River 
Valley Groundwater 
Basin 

203,141.4 317.4 3-015 No Medium No Yes 

Adjacent Basin 

San Antonio Creek 
Valley Groundwater 
Basin 

67,473.7 105.4 3-014 No Medium No Yes 

Primary Watershed Contributing to the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin 

Santa Ynez River 
Watershed 

574,059.0 897.0 Not applicable 

Source: DWR 2016. Californiaôs Groundwater. Bulletin 118 Interim Update 2016 

Notes: DWR = Department of Water Resources; GSP = Groundwater Sustainability Plan; SGMA = Sustainable Groundwater Management Act. 

                                                            
16 Basin prioritization classifies Californiaôs 515 basins and subbasins into priorities based on components identified in the 

California Water Code. The priority process consists of applying datasets and information in a consistent, statewide manner 
in accordance to the provisions in California Water Code, Section 10933(b). Further information on DWRôs basin 
prioritization process can be found on the following website: https://water.ca.gov/Programs/Groundwater-
Management/Basin-Prioritization. 
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1d.1-2 SGMA Coverage of Basin 

The Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin (Basin or SYRVGB) is divided into three management areas 

based on hydrogeologic and jurisdictional boundaries, each governed by a Groundwater Sustainability 

Agency (GSA). The three management areas include the Western Management Area (WMA), Central 

Management Area (CMA), and Eastern Management Area (EMA). For the purpose of development and 

implementation of this GSP, the Plan Area is synonymous with the CMA of the Basin. Appendix 1d-A 

provides the rationale for the divisions of the three management areas. 

The entire Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin is covered by one of the three groundwater 

sustainability plans prepared for the Basin. The extents of all three management areas were shown 

previously on Figure 1a.3-1 (Introduction). There are no adjudicated areas or parts of the Basin covered 

by a SGMA Alternative plan.17 

1d.1-3 Plan Area: Central Management Area 

The CMA boundary encompasses approximately 32.8 square miles (21,023.8 acres) of the center of the 

Basin (Figure 1d.1-2). The CMA GSA committee consists of the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation 

District (SYRWCD), City of Buellton, and County of Santa Barbara. The CMA is divided into two subareas18 

based on hydrogeologic and topographic characteristics: Buellton Upland, and Santa Ynez River Alluvium. 

Figure 1d.1-3 shows the locations and extents of the subareas, and Table 1d.1-2 lists the size of each 

subarea. 

 

 

 

                                                            
17  Alternative plans are described in 23 CCR Division 2 Chapter 1.5 Subchapter 2 Article 9. Alternatives 
18 Subareas are similar to and based on the Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District Annual Report subareas, also used 

for managing pumping in much of the CMA. Extents were adjusted to cover the entire Bulletin 118 Interim Update 2016 
(DWR 2016) basin boundary. 
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Table 1d.1-2 
Summary of CMA Subareas by Area 

CMA Subarea Acres A Square Miles 

Buellton Upland 14,220 22.2 

Santa Ynez River Alluvium 6,800 10.6 

Total 21,020 32.8 

A Rounded to nearest 10 acres. 

 

1d.1-3-1 Buellton Upland Subarea 

The Buellton Upland subarea consists of the hilly portions of the CMA north of the Santa Ynez River. This 

subarea includes the watershed of Santa Rosa Creek, Cañada de la Laguna, and the lower portions of Zaca 

Creek and Ballard Canyon. The northern extent of the CMA Buellton Upland is bound by the Purisima Hills, 

and the southern extent terminates at the Santa Ynez River Alluvium subarea. 

The Buellton Upland subarea consists of relatively rugged terrain. Agricultural uses occur primarily along 

the flat land in the valley bottoms. Although there are no cities or urbanized areas in the Buellton Upland, 

there are several municipal water systems. No wastewater treatment plants are in the Buellton Upland 

subarea. 

1d.1-3-2 Santa Ynez River Alluvium Subarea 

Directly south of the Buellton Upland is the Santa Ynez River Alluvium subarea, bordered by exposed 

bedrock of the Sisquoc Formation, Monterey Formation, and older consolidated Miocene Formations. The 

Santa Ynez River Alluvium subarea spans from the EMA boundary near the City of Solvang in the east, 

through a large near-ninety degree west to east bend in the Santa Ynez River west of the City of Buellton, 

ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŜ ά.ǳŜƭƭǘƻƴ .ŜƴŘΣέ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ CMA-WMA boundary near Santa Rosa Park in the west.  

There are agricultural and urbanized areas in the CMA portion of the Santa Ynez River Alluvium subarea. 

The majority of the City of Buellton is located in this subarea. 

Groundwater recharge of the alluvium is primarily received from the surface and underflow of the Santa 

Ynez River, tributary creek flow, seepage, and irrigation return flows. The Santa Ynez River and its subflow 
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are managed by the California State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) as part of regional surface 

water rights. The water flowing through the alluvium, in known and definite channels, is not considered 

groundwater as defined by SGMA, but, rather, is considered surface water by the SWRCB and the 

extraction of such water is not subject to the SGMA. 
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1d.2 SUMMARY OF JURISDICTIONAL AREAS AND OTHER FEATURES 

1d.2-1 Land Use Jurisdictions within the CMA Plan Area 

The CMA Plan Area consists of the City of Buellton (City) and private rural land under Santa Barbara County 

jurisdiction. The developed land uses in the Plan Area include in general residential, commercial, and 

agricultural. Approximately 5% of the Plan Area consists of the City and 95% consists of the private land 

(Figure 1d.2-1, Public Lands).  Figure 1d.2-2 identifies specific State and Federal Land indicating the 

California Wildlife Conservation Board has protected lands along Santa Rosa Creek, and the Federal lands 

are lands under the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), part of the U.S. Department of the Interior, run 

out of the BLM Bakersfield Field Office. The land uses in the Plan Area contributing watershed include 

primarily agricultural (e.g., vineyards, field crops, pasture) and open space (e.g., recreational). Table 1d.2-

1 summarizes the land ownership and jurisdiction in the Plan Area. 

Table 1d.2-1 
Summary of Land Ownership in the CMA Plan Area 

Ownership Type Agency Description Acres / % of Total 

Private Private Mixed land uses including primarily residential, 
commercial, and agricultural under Santa 
Barbara County jurisdiction 

19,998.0 / 95% 

City City of Buellton Mixed land uses including primarily residential 
and commercial 

1,025.8 / 5% 

Grand Total 21,023.8 / 100% 

Source: Geographic information system (GIS) analysis of jurisdictional boundaries. 

 

1d.2-1-1 Santa Barbara County 

The Department of Planning and Development has land use authority in the unincorporated Santa Barbara 

County parts of the CMA Plan Area. The Department of Planning and Development conducts policy 

development, planning, permitting, and inspection services through its divisions which include 

administration, building and safety division, development review, and long-range planning. Section 1d.6, 

Land Use Considerations, provides greater detail on land use, population, and general plan land use 

policies relevant to the GSP. 
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1d.2-1-2 City of Buellton 

The City of Buellton Planning Department has land use authority within the City limits. The Planning 

Department conducts planning, economic development, and code enforcement. Section 1d.6, Land Use 

Considerations, provides greater detail on land use, population, and general plan land use policies relevant 

to the GSP. 

1d.2-2 Water Agencies Relevant to the Plan 

The retail water agencies serving the CMA Plan Area include the City of Buellton, Bobcat Springs Mutual 

Water Company (MWC), and Mesa Hills MWC. The wholesale water agency relevant to the Plan Area is 

the Central Coast Water Authority (CCWA), which delivers State Project Water (SWP) to the City of 

Buellton. Each water agency relevant to the Plan Area is described below. Water district boundaries and 

regional water infrastructure are shown on Figure 1d.2-3, Water Agencies and Infrastructure. 

1d.2-2-1 City of Buellton 

The City of Buellton (public water system 4210018) is the only city within the CMA. The City provides 

potable water service to 1,836 connections and to a population of 5,464 within the City limits (SWRCB 

2021a). The City relies on groundwater and the SWP to satisfy customer demands (City of Buellton 2021; 

SWRCB 2021a). ¢ƘŜ /ƛǘȅΩǎ potable water system consists of four municipal supply wells and two water 

treatment facilities (City of Buellton 2021). Three of the municipal wells are located in the Santa Ynez River 

Alluvium subarea and one is located in the Buellton Upland subarea. The City has two additional wells 

located in the Santa Ynez River Alluvium subarea that is used solely for irrigation purposes, including for 

the Zaca Creek Golf Course (City of Buellton 2021).  In addition, the City owns and operates a wastewater 

treatment plant. Secondary treated effluent from the plant is discharged into infiltration basins for 

replenishment of the groundwater Basin. Approximately 478,000 gallons per day of secondary treated 

effluent was discharged into the infiltration basins in 2020 (City of Buellton 2021). 

¢ƘŜ /ƛǘȅΩǎ ǇŜǊƳƛǘ ǘƻ ǇǳƳǇ subflow from the Santa Ynez River Alluvium subarea is currently 1,385 acre-

feet per year (AFY). In 2020, the City provided 1,214.0 acre-feet (AF) of water to its customers, 869.3 AF 

of which was groundwater (City of Buellton 2021). Approximately one-half of the potable water provided 
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by the City is used for domestic purposes and the other half is used for commercial and industrial 

processes (City of Buellton 2021). The daily water use for 2020 was 198 gallons per capita per day (City of 

Buellton 2021). Table 1d.2-2 summarizes the City of Buellton water use for three recent years. 

Table 1d.2-2 
City of Buellton Annual Water Use 

Calendar 
Year 

Population 
Buellton 

Upland (AF) 
Santa Ynez 
River (AF) 

State Water 
Project (AF) 

Total Water 
(AF) 

Daily  
Per Capita Use 

(GPDPC) 

2020 5,464 219.3 650.0 344.7 1,214.0 198 

2019 5,453 314.3 564.6 296.0 1,174.8 192 

2018 5,098 326.9 699.2 165.3 1,191.4 209 

Source: City of Buellton (2021), City of Buellton (2020), City of Buellton (2019). 
Notes: AF = Acre-Feet; GPDPC = gallons per day per capita. 

 

Due to the number of connections, the City of Buellton is not considered an urban water supplier19 or 

agricultural water supplier20. 

1d.2-2-2 Bobcat Springs Mutual Water Company 

Bobcat Springs MWC (public water system 4200891) provides potable water service to 47 connections 

and a population of 120. Bobcat Springs MWC relies on groundwater from two extraction wells as the sole 

source of supply (SWRCB 2021a). Annual water use for the years 2014 through 2018 ranged between 92 

to 107 acre-feet per year (DWR 2019b). 

1d.2-2-3 Mesa Hills Mutual Water Company 

Mesa Hills MWC (public water system 4200862) provides potable water service to 36 connections and a 

population of 54. Mesa Hills MWC relies on groundwater from two extraction wells as the sole source of 

                                                            
19 Per CWC Section 10617, an urban water supplier means a supplier, either publicly or privately owned, providing water for 

municipal purposes either directly or indirectly, to more than 3,000 customers or supplying more than 3,000 AFY of water.  
20 Per CWC Section 10608.12(a), an agricultural water supplier means a water supplier, either publicly or privately owned, 

providing water to 10,000 or more irrigated acres, excluding recycled water. 
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supply (SWRCB 2021a). Annual water use for the years 2014 through 2018 ranged between 97 and 122 

acre-feet per year (DWR 2019b). 

1d.2-2-4 Jonata Homeowners Association  

Jonata Homeowners Association (public water system 4200814) provides potable water service to 16 

connections and a population of 45. Jonata Homeowners Association relies on groundwater from one 

extraction wells as the sole source of supply (SWRCB 2021a). 

1d.2-2-5 North Buellton Hills Water Works  

North Buellton Hills Water Company (public water system 4200809) provides potable water service to 8 

connections and a population of 30. Reported to use a local public agency as the sole source of supply 

(SWRCB 2021a). 

1d.2-2-6 Hager Mutual Water Company 

Hager MWC (public water system 4200940) is a state small water system21 with less than 15 service 

connections and a population of less than 25. 

1d.2-2-7 Central Coast Water Authority 

The Central Coast Water Authority (CCWA), public water system 4210030, is a wholesale supplier of urban 

water for thirteen (13) water agencies in Santa Barbara County (CCWA, 2021a). CCWA is a public entity 

organized under a joint exercise of powers agreement dated August 1, 1991, by the cities and special 

districts responsible for the creation and maintenance of water resources in portions of the North County, 

Santa Ynez Valley, and the South Coast areas of Santa Barbara County. The CCWA Board of Directors 

includes two SYRVGB GSA member agencies: City of Buellton has a 2.21% vote, and Santa Ynez River Water 

Conservation District Improvement District #1 (EMA GSA member agency) has a 7.64% vote (CCWA 

2021a). 

                                                            
21  California Health and Safety Code Section 116275. 
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CCWA owns and operates a water treatment plant and pipeline that delivers water primarily from the 

State Water Project (SWP) to project participants in Santa Barbara and San Luis Obispo counties. The 

distribution system consists of an approximate 130-mile-long pipeline (Coastal Branch Pipeline), treated 

water tanks at the water treatment plant, three interim storage facilities, one energy dissipation facility, 

nine turnouts, four isolation valve facilities, a chloramines removal and water pumping facility, and the 

Lake Cachuma inlet monitoring facility (CCWA 2021b). Major reservoirs and pipelines are shown on Figure 

1d.2-3, Water Agencies and Infrastructure. In 2020, CCWA delivered 12,175 acre-feet to its clients out of 

a possible 43,886 acre-feet of water (CCWA 2021a). 

¢ƘŜ /ƛǘȅ ƻŦ .ǳŜƭƭǘƻƴΩǎ Ŧǳƭƭ ŀƭƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ {²t ǿŀǘŜǊ ƛǎ сос !C¸Σ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ŀ ру !C¸ ŘǊƻǳƎƘǘ ōǳŦŦŜǊ ǘƻ 

enhance the reliability of SWP water during shortages (CCWA 2020). In fiscal year 2020/21, the City 

requested 399 AF of SWP water (CCWA 2020). The Hydrogeologic Conceptual Model (HCM) (Section 2a.3) 

includes time series graphs of CCWA imports to the Santa Ynez River basin and major water quality. 

1d.2-2-8 Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District 

The Santa Ynez River Water Conservation District (SYRWCD) was established by the Santa Barbara County 

.ƻŀǊŘ ƻŦ {ǳǇŜǊǾƛǎƻǊǎ ƛƴ hŎǘƻōŜǊ ƻŦ мфоф ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ά¢ƻ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘ ǿŀǘŜǊ ǊƛƎƘǘǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŜ 

ŀƴŘ ŀǳƎƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŜ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ ǿŀǘŜǊ ǎǳǇǇlies in an environmentally responsible manner for residential, 

ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ǳǎŜǎΦέ ό{¸w²/5 нлнмύΦ ¢ƘŜ {¸w²/5 ƛǎ ŀ ǿŀǘŜǊ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ 

organized under CWC Sections 74000-76501. 

The SYRWCD encompasses approximately 180,000 acres of the Santa Ynez River watershed from Lake 

Cachuma to where the River discharges into the Pacific Ocean at Surf Beach (Stetson 2021). The SYRWCD 

receives its operating budget from ad valorem property taxes and charges levied on the production of 

groundwater from water-producing facilities within the SYRWCD boundary (Stetson 2021). The SYRWCD 

works with public agencies and landowners to maintain a balance of water resource allocations for all 

beneficial uses and users of water in the Basin. The SYRWCD does not serve potable water, including 

within the CMA. 
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1d.2-2-9 Santa Barbara County Water Agency 

The Santa Barbara County Water Agency (SBCWA) is a special district that was established by the State 

Legislature in 1945 to control and conserve storm, flood, and other surface waters for beneficial use and 

to enter into contracts for water supply. As of February 1994, the SBCWA along with the Santa Barbara 

County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (SBCFCWCD) special district are organized under 

the Water Resources Division of the Public Works Department of the County of Santa Barbara. The SBCWA 

ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜǎ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇƻǊǘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ ǿŀǘŜǊ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘǎΣ ƎǊƻǳƴŘǿŀǘŜǊ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎΣ 

efficient use of water, and other water-supply-related technical studies, and manages a number of 

County-wide programs, including the Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program, the 

Regional Water Efficiency Program, and the winter cloud seeding program. 

The Water Resources Division also administers the Cachuma Project and the Twitchell Dam Project 

contracts with Reclamation, holds the SWP water contract22 with DWR, and participates in some of the 

/ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ D{!ǎ. 

 

. 

                                                            
22 SBCFCWCD holds the contact with DWR for delivery of State Water Project (SWP) water.  DWR (2021). Management of 

the California State Water Project. 
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1d.3 WELL DENSITY 

The SYRWCD maintains a registry of all water-producing facilities within its jurisdiction. Property owners 

must register any new water-producing facility within 30 days or be guilty of a misdemeanor (CWC Section 

75640). Table 1d.3-1 is a count of wells and the average density for each of the CMA subareas. Figure 

1d.3-1 shows the density distribution by square mile (section) for wells for agricultural use, Figure 1d.3-2 

shows the same for domestic wells, and Figure 1d.3-3 shows the same for municipal wells. 

Table 1d.3-1 
Well Density by Water Use for CMA Subareas 

CMA Subarea 

Agriculture Domestic Municipal 

Well 
Count 

Average per  
Sq. Mile 

Well 
Count 

Average per 
Sq. Mile 

Well 
Count 

Average per 
Sq. Mile 

Buellton Upland 48 2.16 55 2.48 - - 

Santa Ynez River Alluvium 82 7.74 66 6.23 4 0.38 

Total 130 3.96 121 3.69 4 0.12 

Source: Santa Ynez River Valley Water Conservation District 
Subarea is strictly based on geographic extents in this table, not aquifers wells are drawing from. City of Buellton has 1 well pumping from 
the Buellton Aquifer and 3 wells pumping from the Santa Ynez River Alluvium. 
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1d.4 WATER RESOURCES MONITORING AND MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS 

1d.4-1 Water Resources Monitoring 

Water resource monitoring including groundwater elevation monitoring, water quality, groundwater 

extraction, and stream flow and precipitation monitoring are introduced in this section. Additional 

information is provided in additional sections of this GSP, primarily the Groundwater Conditions (Section 

2b) and the Monitoring Network (Section 3a) and Sustainable Management Criteria (Section 3b). 

1d.4-1-1 Groundwater Elevation 

Three groundwater elevation monitoring programs were identified in the CMA. Groundwater elevation 

or level data was used in the Groundwater Conditions (Section 2b), Monitoring Network (3a), and 

Sustainable Management Criteria (Section 3b). 

Water level data is collected semi-annually by the SBCWA at several wells throughout the CMA. This 

program formerly was run by the United States Geologic Survey (USGS). The United States Bureau of 

Reclamation collects monthly groundwater levels for wells within the alluvium of the Santa Ynez River as 

part of information operations of the Lake Cachuma Reservoir. The City also collects groundwater levels 

for their own well network on a monthly basis. 

1d.4-1-2 Groundwater Quality 

Two sources of groundwater quality data were identified in the CMA. Groundwater quality data was used 

in the Groundwater Conditions (Section 2b), Monitoring Network (3a), and Sustainable Management 

Criteria (Section 3b). 

The public water system within the CMA report water quality data for public water sources including wells 

to the Division of Drinking Water for compliance with the Safe Drinking Water Act. The data is collected 

by individual public water systems including the CMA GSA member agency, City of Buellton. 
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The Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program (ILRP) is a program of the State Water Resource Control Board 

that applies to commercial crop or pasture lands. Commercial farmers are required to submit the results 

of water quality testing in order to receive operating permits. 

1d.4-1-3 Groundwater Extraction 

Three sources of groundwater extraction data were identified for the CMA. Groundwater extraction data 

was used in developing the Water Budget (Section 2c) and the groundwater model. 

The SYRWCD, in its role of managing and conserving groundwater as a Water Conservation District, 

collects reported production data for all wells within its jurisdiction on a semi-annual basis and assesses a 

groundwater charge based on reported production. Not all wells are metered and production may be 

estimated by water use factors that include crop type and acreage, household size, and livestock numbers. 

The GSA member agency, City of Buellton, monitors the daily pumping volume by well. 

An additional source of groundwater pumping information ƛǎ 5²wΩǎ ²ŀǘŜǊ ¦ǎŜ ŀƴŘ 9ŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 

which conducts a yearly survey of public water agencies used in updating the California Water Plan23 

(DWR, 2019). These Public Water Systems Statistics Surveys generally provide monthly totals of water use 

by public water agency. 

1d.4-1-4 Streamflow Monitoring 

Streamflow monitoring is conducted by the USGS. Locations and volumes of current and historical 

monitoring are shown in the Groundwater Conditions (Figure 2b.6-1). 

1d.4-1-5 Precipitation Monitoring 

There are three identified sources of precipitation monitoring within the area of the CMA. Precipitation 

data is discussed in more detail in the Hydrogeologic Conceptual Model (Section 2a). 

                                                            
23  Previous version of this were published as DWR Bulletin 160. 
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County of Santa Barbara operates a series of weather stations throughout Santa Barbara County including 

within the CMA. National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) operates a single station at 

Lompoc. ¢ƘŜ /ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀ LǊǊƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ LƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ {ȅǎǘŜƳ ό/LaL{ύΣ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ 5²wΩǎ ²ŀǘŜǊ ¦ǎŜ ŀƴŘ 

Efficiency Branch operates the ά[ƻƳǇƻŎέ ŀƴŘ ά{ŀƴǘŀ ¸ƴŜȊέ stations. 

1d.4-2 Management Plans 

1d.4-2-1 Central Coast Water Authority Urban Water Management Plan 

Central Coast Water Authority (CCWA) water supply management is outlined in its 2020 Urban Water 

Management Plan (UWMP) (CCWA 2021). As a wholesale supplier of urban water, CCWA is required to 

prepare urban water management plans on a 5-year cycle.24 Past CCWA UWMP were prepared in 2005, 

2010, and 2016. CCWA supplies thirteen (13) water agencies in Santa Barbara County, and the CCWA 

UWMP follows this regional water supply perspective. UWMP describe existing and planned water supply 

sources, identify human and/or environmental threats to water reliability, outline how state-mandated 

water conservation targets will be met,25 establish water shortage contingency plans, and assess whether 

their existing and future water supplies will be sufficient over a 20-year planning horizon. Projections of 

growth and land use in the service area along with drought scenarios are incorporated in the long-term 

water supply assessment. 

1d.4-2-2 Buellton Uplands Groundwater Basin Management Plan 

In 1992, the State Legislature provided an opportunity for local groundwater management with the 

passage of AB 3030, the Groundwater Management Act (CWC Section 10750 et. seq. Part 2.75). Many 

basins developed groundwater management plans (GWMPs) to provide planned and coordinated 

monitoring, operation, and administration of groundwater basins with the goal of long-term groundwater 

resource sustainability. The Groundwater Management Act was first introduced in 1992 as AB 3030, and 

has since been modified by SB 1938 in 2002 and AB 359 in 2011. These significant pieces of legislation 

                                                            
24 Per CWC 10617, an urban water supplier means a supplier, either publicly or privately owned, providing water for municipal 

purposes either directly or indirectly, to more than 3,000 customers or supplying more than 3,000 AFY of water.  
25 The Water Conservation Act of 2009 (SB X7-7) requires that the state reduce urban water consumption by 20% by the year 

2020, as measured in gallons per capita per day. 
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establish, among other things, specific procedures on how GWMPs are to be developed and adopted by 

local agencies.  

The City of Buellton and SYRWCD started the GWMP process under AB 3030 in 1994 (SYRWCD and City of 

Buellton 1995). The GWMP was prepared for the Buellton Uplands ǿƘƛŎƘ άƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ ƴƻǊǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

Santa Ynez River that extends eastward from the Santa Rita Uplands Basin to the east of the City of 

.ǳŜƭƭǘƻƴΦέ ¢ƘŜ D²at ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŀ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘŜŘ ƎǊƻǳƴŘǿŀǘŜǊ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀƴ 

overall groundwater management goal and basin management objectives, described existing and an 

expanded monitoring program, and identified conservation actions (SYRWCD and City of Buellton 1995). 

As of January 1, 2015, new or updated GWMPs cannot be adopted in medium and high priority basins; 

therefore, the 1995 GWMP will be superseded by this GSP. 

1d.4-2-3 Santa Barbara County Integrated Regional Water Management Plan 

The Santa Barbara County Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Program began in 2005 

following the passage of Proposition 50, the Water Security, Clean Drinking Water, Coastal and Beach 

Protection Act of 2002. Chapter 8 of Proposition 50 authorized the legislature to appropriate $500 million 

for IRWM planning, the intent of which was to encourage agencies to develop plans using regional water 

management strategies for water resources and to develop projects using these IRWM strategies to 

protect communities from drought, protect and improve water quality, and improve local water security 

by reducing dependence on imported water. The Santa Barbara County IRWM developed and then 

adopted its first IRWM plan in 2007, and under Proposition 50 received $25 million for 14 countywide 

projects. The County IRWM program developed and then adopted its first IRWM plan in 2007, and under 

Proposition 50 received $25 million for 14 countywide projects. The County IRWM Plan was updated 

under the Proposition 84 Guidelines in 2013, and received 5.7 million for 13 countywide projects.  

Disadvantaged communities (DACs) in the CMA are discussed in Section 1d.6-1. In 2018, the region was 

awarded almost $900,000 in direct funds to DACs, and the region applied for further implementation 

funds (up to $6.3 million) in spring 2019. 

In July 2019, another update to the IRWM Plan was prepared to ensure that the County remains eligible 

for funding under the Proposition 1 Guidelines (County of Santa Barbara 2019a). The Proposition 1 IRWM 
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Grant Program provides funding for projects that help meet the long-term water needs of the state, 

including the need to decrease reliance on imported water sources, increase infrastructure resilience to 

the impacts of climate change, and locally manage and prioritize watershed resources and water 

infrastructure projects. This 2019 Update focused on improving the previous IRWM Plan and 

incorporating the outcome of the SGMA and the formation of groundwater sustainability agencies 

(County of Santa Barbara 2019a). The IRWM Plan region encompasses all of Santa Barbara County. IRWM 

grants are discussed in Section 5c as potential funding for GSP implementation and proposed project and 

management actions. 

1d.4-2-4 Storm Water and Sewer System Management Plans 

In 2005, the City of Buellton (City) created a Storm Water Management Program to ensure that water 

quality from stormwater and storm events does not act of a source of pollution to nearby water bodies 

(City of Buellton 2005). In 2018 the County produced a County-Wide Integrated Stormwater Resource 

Plan which identified and evaluated water quality priorities for each watershed based on waterbodies 

with current water quality regulatory actions and the pollutant generating activities in each watershed 

(Geosyntec 2018). 

Additionally, the City also prepared a Sewer System Management Plan to properly manage, operate, and 

maintain all parts of the sanitary sewer system to reduce and prevent sanitary sewer overflows (City of 

Buellton 2020b). 
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1d.5 REGULATORY PROGRAMS 

1d.5-1 Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act and Clean Water Act Permitting 

The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act of 1969 (Porter-Cologne Act; codified in CWC Section 13000 

et seq.) is the primary state water quality control law for California. Whereas the federal Clean Water Act 

applies to all waters of the United States, the Porter-Cologne Act applies to waters of the state, which 

includes isolated wetlands and groundwater in addition to federal waters. The Porter-Cologne Act is 

implemented by the California State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and the nine Regional 

Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs). In addition to other regulatory responsibilities, the RWQCBs 

have the authority to conduct, order, and oversee investigation and cleanup where discharges or 

threatened discharges of waste to waters of the state could cause pollution or nuisance, including impacts 

to public health and the environment. The Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin (Basin or SYRVGB) 

is located in the southern part of the Central Coast Region (RWQCB Region 3) and within the Santa Ynez 

Hydrologic Unit, based on the RWQCB Water Quality Control Plan for the Central Coastal Basin (Central 

Coast Basin Plan; RWQCB 2019). These statutes are relevant to the GSP in that they regulate the quality 

of point-source discharges (e.g., wastewater treatment plant effluent, industrial discharges, and on-site 

wastewater treatment systems (OWTSs) and non-point source discharges (e.g., stormwater runoff) to the 

underlying aquifer.  

The Central Coast Basin Plan designates beneficial uses, establishes water quality objectives, and contains 

implementation programs and policies to achieve those objectives for all waters addressed through the 

Central Coast Basin Plan (CWC Sections 13240ς13247). The Porter-Cologne Act provides the RWQCBs with 

authority to include in their Basin Plans water discharge prohibitions applicable to particular conditions, 

areas, or types of waste. The Central Coast Basin Plan is continually being updated to include amendments 

related to implementation of total maximum daily loads, revisions of programs and policies within the 

RWQCB Central Coast Region, and changes to beneficial use designations and associated water quality 

objectives. The beneficial uses for groundwater are identified in the Central Coast Basin Plan as being 

suitable for agricultural water supply, municipal and domestic water supply, and industrial use (RWQCB 

2019). Unlike beneficial uses of surface water (which vary based on individual surface water), the RWQCB 
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designates the same beneficial uses for all DWR-designated groundwater basins throughout the Central 

Coast Region.  

The Central Coast Basin Plan defines water quality objectives for groundwater generally (for taste, odors, 

and radioactivity) and for specific beneficial uses (i.e., municipal/domestic supply and agricultural supply). 

The water quality objectives for municipal/domestic supply are the same as primary drinking water 

standards (i.e., maximum contaminant levels) found in Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations. For 

agricultural uses of groundwater, the Central Coast Basin Plan provides water quality objectives consisting 

of maximum concentrations for various inorganic chemicals (including certain metals and nitrate) and 

guidelines for various physical and general mineral properties (Tables 3-1 and 3-2 in RWQCB 2019). The 

Central Coast Basin Plan defines additional objectives for select constituents specific to certain 

groundwater basins, including the SYRVGB (RWQCB 2019). Table 1d.5-1 provides the median groundwater 

objectives for the Basin as defined in the Central Coast Basin Plan. 

Table 1d.5-1 
Median Groundwater Objectives for the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin 

Sub-Area TDS Chloride Sulfate Boron Sodium 
Total 

Nitrogen 

Santa Ynez  600 50 10 0.5 20 1 

Santa Rita  1,500 150 700 0.5 100 1 

Lompoc Plain 1,250 250 500 0.5 250 2 

Lompoc Upland 600 150 100 0.5 100 2 

Lompoc Terrace 750 210 100 0.3 130 1 

Source: RWQCB 2019. 
Notes: All values in milligrams per liter (mg/L); TDS = total dissolved solids. Extents and boundaries of Santa Rita and Santa Ynez sub-areas 
extents are not rigorously defined. Santa Ynez likely means Solvang and east (EMA). Santa Rita likely applies to the Santa Rita Upland (WMA) 
and Buellton Upland (CMA). 

 

It should be noted that the Central Coast Basin Plan addresses inland waters, coastal waters (enclosed 

bays, estuaries, and coastal lagoons), and groundwater, whereas the Water Quality Control Plan for Ocean 

Waters of California (Ocean Plan; SWRCB 2019) establishes beneficial uses and water quality objectives 

for waters of the Pacific Ocean. Also, the Ocean Plan prescribes effluent quality requirements and 

management principles for waste discharges and specifies certain waste discharge prohibitions. The 

Ocean Plan also provides that the SWRCB shall designate Areas of Special Biological Significance and 
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requires wastes to be discharged a sufficient distance from these areas to assure maintenance of natural 

water quality conditions (SWRCB 2019). The Vandenberg State Marine Reserve, established by the 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife in September 2007, is an approximately 32.9 square mile 

Marine Protected Area adjacent to the Basin that extends just beyond Rocky Point to the south, to near 

Purisima Point to the north, and up to approximately 3.75 miles offshore from the mean high tide line 

(CDFW 2016). The recreational and/or commercial take of all marine resources is prohibited within the 

Vandenberg State Marine Reserve. There are no Areas of Special Biological Significance, as identified by 

the SWRCB, in or adjacent to the Basin. 

The Porter-/ƻƭƻƎƴŜ !Ŏǘ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜǎ ŀ άwŜǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ²ŀǎǘŜ 5ƛǎŎƘŀǊƎŜέ ŦƻǊ ŀƴȅ ŘƛǎŎƘŀǊƎŜ ƻŦ ǿŀǎǘŜ (liquid, solid, 

or otherwise) to land or surface waters that may impair a beneficial use of surface or groundwater of the 

state. CWC Section 13260(a) requires that any person discharging waste or proposing to discharge 

wasteτother than to a community sewer systemτthat could affect the quality of the waters of the state 

file a Report of Waste Discharge with the applicable RWQCB. For discharges directly to surface water 

(waters of the United States), a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit is 

required, which is issued under both state and federal law. For other types of discharges, such as waste 

discharges to land (e.g., spoils disposal and storage), erosion from soil disturbance, or discharges to waters 

of the state (such as groundwater and isolated wetlands), Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) are 

required and are issued exclusively under state law. WDRs typically require many of the same best 

management practices (BMPs) and pollution control technologies as required by NPDES-derived permits.  

The NPDES and WDR programs regulate construction, municipal, and industrial stormwater and non-

stormwater discharges under the requirements of the Clean Water Act of 1972 and the Porter-Cologne 

Act, respectively. The construction and industrial stormwater programs are administered by the SWRCB, 

whereas individual WDRs, low-threat waivers, and other Basin-specific programs are administered by the 

Central Coast RWQCB. Programs and policies that have particular relevance to the Basin include the 

following: 

1. Stormwater General Permits (Construction and Industrial General Permits). SWRCB and the 

Central Coast RWQCB administer a number of general permits that are intended to regulate 

activities that collectively represent similar threats to water quality across the state and thus can 
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appropriately be held to similar water quality standards and pollution prevention BMPs. 

Construction projects more than one-acre in size are regulated under the statewide Construction 

General Permit and are required to develop and implement a stormwater pollution prevention 

plan. Similarly, industrial sites are also required to develop a stormwater pollution prevention 

plan that identifies and implements BMPs necessary to address all actual and potential pollutants 

of concern. There are currently 16 entities within the Basin subject to an industrial stormwater 

pollution prevention plan based on a review of industrial storm water reports submitted to the 

SWRCB (SWRCB 2021b). Three (2) of the 16 entities are located in the CMA. These entities include 

Lucas and Lewellen Winery, HSS Recycling Center, and Mission Ready Mix (SWRCB 2021b). 

2. Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program. Water discharges from agricultural operations include 

irrigation runoff, flows from tile drains, irrigation return flows, and stormwater runoff. These 

discharges can affect water quality by transporting pollutants, including pesticides, sediment, 

nutrients, salts (including selenium and boron), pathogens, and heavy metals, from cultivated 

fields into surface waters and/or groundwater. To prevent agricultural discharges from impairing 

the waters that receive these discharges, the Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program (ILRP) regulates 

discharges from irrigated agricultural lands. Regulation by ILRP is accomplished by issuing WDRs 

or conditional waivers of WDRs to growers. These orders contain conditions requiring water 

quality monitoring of receiving waters and corrective actions when impairments are found. 

Through a series of events related to the passage of SB 390 (Alpert), the ILRP originated in 2003. 

Initially, the ILRP was developed for the Central Valley RWQCB. As the Central Valley RWQCB ILRP 

progressed, a groundwater quality element was added to the filing requirement for agricultural 

lands that had previously been subjected to only surface water discharge concerns. To date, the 

different RWQCBs are in different stages of implementing the ILRP. The Central Coast RWQCB has 

a conditional waiver program for irrigated agricultural lands throughout the region, focusing on 

priority water quality issues such as pesticides and toxicity, nutrients, and sedimentsτespecially 

nitrate impacts to drinking water sources. There are a number of enrollees to the program within 

the Basin (SWRCB 2021c). 

3. On-site Wastewater Treatment Systems Requirements. Requirements for the siting, design, 

operation, maintenance, and management of on-site wastewater treatment systems (OWTS) are 
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ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ {²w/.Ωǎ h²¢{ tƻƭƛŎȅ ό{²w/. нлмуύΦ ¢ƘŜ h²¢{ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǎŜǘǎ ŦƻǊǘƘ ŀ ǘƛŜǊŜŘ 

implementation program with requirements based upon levels (tiers) of potential threat to water 

quality. The OWTS policy includes a conditional waiver for on-site systems that comply with the 

policy. Since 1991, on-site sewage disposal systems in the County have been regulated by the 

County Public Health Department, Environmental Health Services Division. Santa Barbara County 

regulations for on-site sewage disposal systems are contained in Article I, Chapter 18C of the 

County Code, which was most recently updated in 2015. These regulations set forth specific 

requirements related to (1) permitting and inspection of on-site systems; (2) septic tank design 

and construction; (3) drywell and disposal field requirements; and (4) servicing, inspection, 

reporting, and upgrade requirements. Standards pertaining to system sizing and construction are 

contained in the California (Uniform) Plumbing Code. Additional requirements for on-site sewage 

disposal systems in the County are adopted as part of community plans or as project-specific 

mitigation measures or conditions applied to development proposals lying within a designated 

ά{ǇŜŎƛŀƭ tǊƻōƭŜƳ !ǊŜŀέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜ /ŜƴǘǊŀƭ /ƻŀǎǘ w²v/. ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜŘ the /ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ [ƻŎŀƭ 

Agency Management Program, developed by Environmental Health Services with local 

stakeholders, on November 20, 2015, and it became fully effective January 1, 2016. 

4. Individual Waste Discharge Requirements. Individual Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) are 

required for point source discharges to land not otherwise covered under a general permit 

program or conditional waiver. The purpose of individual WDRs is to define discharge 

prohibitions, effluent limitations, and other water quality criteria necessary to ensure discharges 

do not result in exceedances of Central Coast Basin Plan objectives for receiving waters, including 

groundwater. There are 74 individual active WDRs in the Basin, 21 of which are located within the 

CMA. Of the 21 active WDRs in the CMA, 19 are associated with private agricultural operations 

(e.g., vineyards) and two are issued to wastewater treatment facilities (SWRCB 2021c). The two 

wastewater treatment facilities are the City of Buellton Wastewater Treatment Plant (WDR Order 

No. 99-134) and Solvang Wastewater Treatment Plant (WDR Order No. R3-2007-0069) (SWRCB 

2021c). These facilities are subject to a monitoring and reporting program which requires regular 

sampling of influent, effluent and receiving waters to verify that the facilities are meeting 

applicable water quality standards (e.g., the Ocean Plan). Required submittals under the WDR 
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permits include a variety of monitoring, inspection, and technical reports that are submitted 

monthly and annually to the Central Coast RWQCB, and requirements for reporting and rectifying 

emergency/unplanned discharges (e.g., sanitary sewer overflows). 

Implementation of this CMA GSP would not affect the applicability or implementation of the regulatory 

programs discussed above. Continued implementation of Porter-Cologne Act and the Clean Water Act 

permitting would advanŎŜ ǘƘŜ D{tΩǎ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƛƭƛǘȅ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǿŀǘŜǊ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜǎ ƴŜǿ 

development and redevelopment projects proposed within the Basin to comply with NPDES permits, 

WDRs, and OWTS requirements as part of its permitting and approval process. These programs will 

continue to provide benefits to water quality by requiring both point and non-point discharges to comply 

with Central Coast Basin Plan water quality objectives and to be protective of Central Coast Basin Plan 

beneficial uses throughout SDa!Ωǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƘƻǊƛȊƻƴΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

stormwater permits means specific performance standards for capture and infiltration of stormwater 

runoff would be implemented where applicable, providing opportunities for enhanced recharge of the 

Basin. 

1d.5-1-1 Beneficial Uses and Users 

The beneficial uses for groundwater identified in the Central Coast Basin Plan include municipal and 

domestic supply (MUN), agricultural supply (AGR), industrial process supply (PROC), and industrial service 

supply (IND) (RWQCB 2019). The beneficial uses and users in the CMA Plan Area include, but are not 

limited to, the following: (1) holders of overlying groundwater rights; (2) municipal, domestic and 

agricultural well operators; (3) public water systems; (4) local land use planning agencies; (5) 

environmental users of groundwater; (6) surface water users; (7) federal government; (8) disadvantaged 

communities; and (9) entities listed in SGMA (CWC Section 10927) that are monitoring groundwater 

elevations in all or part of the CMA managed by the GSA. Of the beneficial uses and users listed, the 

municipal and agricultural sectors are the primary groundwater users in the CMA Plan Area. Private 

groundwater well owners who extract less than 2 AFY are considered de minimis users under SGMA.26 

                                                            
26  CWC Section 10721(e) ñDe minimis extractorò means a person who extracts, for domestic purposes, two acre-feet or less 

per year. 
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1d.5-2 Groundwater Well Permitting 

Statewide standards for the construction, repair, reconstruction, or destruction of wells are found in DWR 

Bulletin 74-81 and 74-90 (i.e., California Well Standards) (DWR 1981 and 1991). The California Well 

Standards include requirements to avoid sources of contamination or cross-contamination, proper sealing 

of the upper annular space (i.e., first 50 feet), disinfection of the well following construction work, use of 

appropriate casing material, and other requirements. In October 2017, Governor Brown signed SB 252, 

which became effective on January 1, 2018. SB 252 requires well permit applicants in critically overdrafted 

basins to include information about the proposed well, such as location, depth, and pumping capacity. 

The bill also requires the permitting agency to make the information easily accessible to the public and 

the GSAs. The CMA Basin is not designated as critically overdrafted (DWR 2016). 

The Santa Barbara County Environmental Health Services issues groundwater well permits in the Basin. 

The Santa Barbara County Environmental Health Services notifies water agencies in the Basin of newly 

permitted wells in the Basin. Well owners within the boundaries of the Santa Ynez River Water 

Conservation District must register their new and existing wells regardless of whether the well is 

operational or not. 

1d.5-3 Title 22 Drinking Water Program 

The SWRCB Division of Drinking Water (DDW) regulates public water systems in the state to ensure the 

delivery of safe drinking water to the public. A public water system is defined as a system for the provision 

of water for human consumption through pipes or other constructed conveyances that has 15 or more 

service connections or regularly serves at least 25 individuals daily at least 60 days out of the year. All six 

water companies in the CMA Plan Area are classified as public water systems (SWRCB 2021a). Private 

domestic wells, wells associated with drinking water systems with less than 15 residential service 

connections, industrial wells, and irrigation wells are not regulated by DDW. Single-parcel and multiple 

parcel/state small water systems are regulated by the County. DDW enforces the monitoring 

requirements established in Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR) for public water system 

wells, and all the data collected must be reported to DDW. Title 22 also designates the maximum 

contaminant levels (MCLs) for various waterborne contaminants, including volatile organic compounds, 
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non-volatile synthetic organic compounds, inorganic chemicals, radionuclides, disinfection byproducts, 

general physical constituents, and other parameters. Water quality compliance monitoring of all source 

water is required every 12 to 108 months (1 to 6 years) depending on the constituent. For example, nitrate 

as nitrogen shall be tested for every 12 months, whereas gross alpha (radiological) is required to be tested 

for every 108 months. Additionally, public water systems are required to submit annual consumer 

confidence reports that detail the water quality testing results. Similarly, the County enforces the 

monitoring requirement established in Title 22 for single-parcel and multiple-parcel/state small water 

systems. Small water systems are required to complete water source yield and quality testing as part of 

the permit application process, and water quality testing at regular defined intervals upon receipt of an 

approved permit. 

1d.5-4 Water Supply Planning and Water Use Efficiency 

Over the years, California has passed a series of Senate Bills (SB), including SB X7-7, SB 610, SB 221, SB 

1262, and most recently SB 606, that together outline the regulatory framework for water conservation 

and water supply planning, and for considering issues of water availability in the environmental and 

permitting process for land use plans, projects, and subdivisions. These bills have been codified in the 

CWC Sections 10608ς10609.42, which establish water use and demand reduction targets; Sections 

10610ς10657, which address UWMPs; and Sections 10910ς10914, which address water supply 

assessments, and California Government Code Section 66473.7 (part of the Subdivision Map Act of 1893), 

ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴǎ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘǎ ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ǾŜǊƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ όƛΦŜΦΣ άǿƛƭƭ-ǎŜǊǾŜέ ƭŜǘǘŜǊǎύΦ /ƻƭƭŜŎǘƛǾŜƭȅΣ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

laws, along with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, prompt cities, counties, special 

districts, and water suppliers to evaluate growth in a broader geographic and temporal context, by 

coordinating land use planning with water availability and sustainability. SB 1262, which became effective 

in 2017, made changes to existing law to integrate to some extent existing law governing written 

verifications and water supply assessments with the passage of SGMA. The sections of the California 

Water Code (CWC) addressing water supply now contain several provisions relating specifically to 

groundwater, which if used wholly or in part to supply a project or subdivision, triggers additional 

analytical steps that could expand the necessary scope of a CEQA document, water supply assessment, 

and/or written verification, as applicable. SB 1262 added language in the subdivision map act clarifying 

additional considerations when part or all of the water supply comes from groundwater, especially in 
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adjudicated basins, basins in critical overdraft, and/or basins designated as high or medium priority 

pursuant to SGMA. In addition to incorporating information from UWMPs, water supply assessments may 

incorporate relevant information from GSPs prepared pursuant to SGMA. 

AB 1668 and SB 606, passed in May 2018, would require the SWRCB, in coordination with DWR, to adopt 

long-term standards for the efficient use of water, as provided, and performance measures for 

commercial, industrial, and institutional water use on or before June 30, 2022. The bill, among other 

things, establishes a standard for indoor water use of 55 gallons per capita daily to be reached by 2025, 

52.5 gallons per capita daily beginning in 2025, decreasing to 50 gallons per capita daily beginning in 2030, 

or as determined jointly by DWR and SWRCB in accordance with necessary studies and investigations. 

DWR will also adopt long-term standards for outdoor residential water use and outdoor irrigation in 

connection with commercial, industrial, and institutional water use. With the 20% by 2020 conservation 

goal pursued in the Water Conservation Act of 2009, these bills extend UWMP requirements, but will 

measure compliance with uniform standards based on the aggregate amount of water that would have 

been delivered the previous year by an urban retail water supplier if all that water had been used 

ŜŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘƭȅ όǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ ŀ ǿŀǘŜǊ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΩǎ ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜύΦ ¢ƘŜ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ Ƙŀǎ ŀ ǾŀǊƛŀƴŎŜ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ 

available to allow for exceptions in special circumstances approved by DWR. AB 1668 continues the 

requirements for urban water suppliers to submit UWMPs every 5 years (though in years ending in 6 and 

1 instead of 0 and 5), and makes water suppliers ineligible for any water grant or loan if it does not submit 

a UWMP. The bills also add requirements for agricultural water management. 

1d.5-5 Operational Flexibility and Conjunctive Management Considerations 

Operational flexibility is a key consideration in integrated water resource management because it helps 

water purveyors adapt to known legal, operational, and environmental constraints and plan for an 

uncertain future, especially as it relates to drought resiliency and the effects of climate change. 

Operational flexibility can be measured over a given time horizon and/or geographic scale (e.g., water 

district service area) as the difference between available water supply and service area demand. 

Operational flexibility is maximized when a water purveyor has a large variety of sources in a water supply 

portfolio, when it has local control over such sources, and when such sources are connected to each other 

(e.g., conjunctively managed). On a general statewide scale, water purveyors are increasingly looking to 
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minimize reliance on imported water supplies by promoting stormwater recharge, maximizing 

wastewater recycling, and sustainably developing local sources of water. 

Water purveyors in the CMA Plan Area rely primarily on groundwater. The City of Buellton is the only 

water agency in the Plan Area that receives SWP water. Because of the significant reliance on 

groundwater, it is of utmost importance that local groundwater is sustainably managed. With the passage 

of SGMA and the sustainable management criteria established in this GSP (Chapter 3), once adopted, 

minimum thresholds and measurable objectives may be established for each sustainability indicator to 

avoid undesirable results and mitigate potential effects to beneficial uses and users of groundwater in the 

Basin. 

1d.5-6 Water Rights Agreements and Environmental Regulations 

State water rights and environmental regulations, to a large extent, control the operations of Cachuma 

Reservoir (Lake Cachuma), the flow in the Santa Ynez River below Bradbury Dam, and storage of water 

within the Santa Ynez Alluvial Subarea. Bradbury Dam, which impounds water on the Santa Ynez River 

forming Lake Cachuma, was constructed by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) in 1953 to 

provide a reliable water source for Cachuma Project Member Units including Santa Ynez River Water 

Conservation District Improvement District No. 1, Goleta Water District, the City of Santa Barbara, 

Montecito Water District, and Carpinteria Valley Water District. In addition, water from Lake Cachuma is 

released to satisfy downstream users on the lower Santa Ynez River with senior water rights to surface 

water and to recharge the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin (Basin or SYRVGB). Releases from 

Lake Cachuma are governed by two water accounts, the Above Narrows Account and Below Narrows 

Account, which accrue credits (acre-feet of water) that can be used to provide water to downstream users. 

Releases from the Above Narrows Account are made to benefit downstream water users between 

Bradbury Dam and the Lompoc Narrows. Releases from the Below Narrows Account are conveyed to the 

Narrows for the benefit of water users in the Lompoc Plain subarea (Stetson 2021). 

Reclamation currently owns and operates Bradbury Dam in accordance with permits and water rights 

orders issued by the SWRCB. In 1958, water rights Permits 11308 and 11310 were issued to Reclamation 

to store water from the Santa Ynez River. The permits were later modified in years following through a 
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series of hearings and revised orders (Orders WR 73-37 and WR 89-18) to address the volume and timing 

of water releases from Lake Cachuma to satisfy downstream water rights. In 1987, the California 

Sportfishing Protection Alliance filed a complaint with the SWRCB against Reclamation alleging Cachuma 

Project operations were adversely impacting federally listed endangered anadromous steelhead trout 

(Oncorhynchus mykiss, O. mykiss) in the lower Santa Ynez River. In response to the allegation and as 

required by SWRCB WR 94-5, Reclamation prepared, with direction from SWRCB as lead agency under 

CEQA, a draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) that evaluated measures needed to protect the 

steelhead fishery. The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) simultaneously completed a Biological 

Opinion (NMFS 2000) pursuant to Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species Act of 1973 for the 

ReclamatiƻƴΩǎ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƛƴǘŜƴŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ .ǊŀŘōǳǊȅ 5ŀƳΦ Lƴ нлмм, the SWRCB released a final EIR 

(SWRCB 2011), and subsequently certified the final EIR. The SWRCB subsequently issued WR 2019-0148 

based on the findings of the final EIR which requires Reclamation to provide higher flows in the lower 

Santa Ynez River during above normal and wet water years, and to provide flows equivalent to those 

required under the Biological Opinion in all other water year types. In addition, WR 2019-0148 requires 

Reclamation to study the feasibility of additional measures that may be necessary to restore the steelhead 

fishery to good condition, including fish passage around Bradbury Dam and habitat restoration in the 

upper Santa Ynez River and its tributaries where the majority of historical spawning and rearing habitat 

exist. WR 2019-0148 is the latest water rights order issued to Reclamation. Studies that may result in 

additional amendments to the original water rights permits are ongoing. 
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1d.6 LAND USE CONSIDERATIONS 

The following section presents a review of population data and land use characteristics for the CMA Plan 

Area, including the various land use plans and their applicability to groundwater resource management. 

State law requires that all cities and counties adopt a comprehensive, long-term general plan that outlines 

physical development for ǘƘŜ Ŏƻǳƴǘȅ ƻǊ ŎƛǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ Ǉƭŀƴ Ƴǳǎǘ ŎƻǾŜǊ ŀ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƧǳǊƛǎŘƛŎǘƛƻƴΩǎ ŜƴǘƛǊŜ 

planning area so that it can adequately address the broad range of issues associated with the city or 

ŎƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ ¦ƭǘƛƳŀǘŜƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ Ǉƭŀƴ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ŀƴŘ 

embodies public policy relative to the distribution of future public and private land uses. The general plan 

may be adopted as a single document or as a group of documents relating to subjects or geographic 

segments of the planning area. 

Most of the planning documents relevant to the CMA Plan Area fall under the umbrella of the Santa 

Barbara County Comprehensive Plan (CompreƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ tƭŀƴύΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŀ άƭƛǾƛƴƎ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘέ ƳŀŘŜ ǳǇ ƻŦ 

Ƴŀƴȅ ǇŀǊǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ǇŜǊƛƻŘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǳǇŘŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ ¢ƘŜ 

core structure of the document is to have broad countywide land use policies that are refined in various 

community plansτthe local setting, policy issues, and community concerns are taken into account 

through a public participation process. All elements of a general plan, whether mandatory or optionalτ

including community plan principles, goals, objectives, policies, and plan proposalsτmust be internally 

consistent with each other and all elements have equal legal status (i.e., no element is legally subordinate 

to another).  

The development and implementation of this GSP is relevant to several general plan and community plan 

elements because each contain policies and implementation actions that are intended to be protective of 

water resources. All applicable land use plans acknowledge the major constraints on growth that the lack 

of water availability preseƴǘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ general plans broadly encourage water conservation, and 

prohibit development, such as tentative map and subdivision approvals, unless the availability of water 

can be demonstrated. Several plan elements intersect, including the Conservation Element, the 

Environmental Resource Management Element, and the Groundwater Resources Element, and contain 

policies specifically aimed at water resources and groundwater sustainability. 
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In a few cases, identified below, the passage of SGMA and the adoption of this GSP may supersede some 

of the land use plan policies or underlying assumptions within them. Where this occurs, it is expected that 

future general plan and community plan updates, and/or updates to general plan theoretical buildout 

estimate, will consider the sustainability goals, sustainable management criteria, and the projects and 

management actions of this GSP, resulting in revisions to relevant land use plans elements. 

1d.6-1 Land Use and Population 

The primary developed land uses in the Plan Area consist of residential, commercial, and agricultural uses 

(Figure 1d.6-1, Land Use). Agricultural land is the single largest land use type comprising approximately 

80% of the entire Plan Area. The predominant types of agriculture within the Plan Area include field crops, 

pasture, and vineyards. Table 1d.6-1 presents a summary of land uses in the Plan Area. 

Table 1d.6-1 
Summary of Land Use in the CMA Plan Area 

Land Use Number of Parcels Area (Acres) 
Percent of 

Total 

Agricultural 190 16,694.1 79.4% 

Commercial 178 200.7 1.0% 

Highways and Streetsa 8 606.3 2.9% 

Industrial 57 113.9 0.5% 

Institutional 5 16.4 0.1% 

Multi-Family Residential 334 38.1 0.2% 

Recreational 9 71.0 0.3% 

Single-Family Residential 1,678 3,122.0 14.9% 

Undefinedb 35 8.9 <0.1% 

Utilities/Rights-of-Way 34 30.8 0.1% 

Vacant 56 121.7 0.6% 

Total 2,584 21,023.8 100% 

Source: Santa Barbara County 2019 parcel GIS data layer. 
Notes:  
a Includes road right-of-ways and areas not included in the parcel data layer. 
b Consists of parcels where land use type has not been defined. Based on a review of aerial imagery, it appears these parcels 

are primarily residential and commercial. 
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There are several sources of population data for the Plan Area, most of which are derived from decennial 

census counts, which last occurred in 2010.27 Sources of population information are as follows: 

ω U.S. Census Bureau: The U.S. Census Bureau conducts a census count every 10 years. Census data 

are gathered by tracts, blocks, and census-designated places. Census blocks were intersected with 

the CMA boundary to determine the population within the Plan Area for 2010. Census blocks that 

intersected the boundary of the CMA were area-weighted to determine the population that falls 

within the Plan Area. 

ω City and County General Plans: The City of Buellton (City) and the County of Santa Barbara 

(County) gather data on development, growth, and land use patterns, and make population 

estimates in conjunction with census data. The general plans relevant to the Plan Area were 

reviewed for historical and current population data.  

ω Santa Barbara County Association of Governments: Santa Barbara County Association of 

Governments (SBCAG) is a regional planning agency comprised of the County and eight 

incorporated cities within the County. The SBCAG produces demographics data and growth 

forecasts for the County which were reviewed and used to forecast population growth within the 

Plan Area. 

On a countywide level, population growth is associated primarily with the growth of incorporated cities. 

Between 2000 and 2010, the cities of Buellton, Guadalupe, and Santa Maria experienced significant 

population increase upwards of 29% while population change within the unincorporated areas of the 

County was 0% (SBCAG 2012). In 2010, the total population of the County was 423,800. By 2040, the total 

population of the County is forecast to be 519,965, an increase of 96,165 or approximately 23% from 2010 

(SBCAG 2012). 

Based on U.S. Census Bureau data, the population of the Plan Area in 2010 was approximately 5,592. As 

shown in Table 1d.6-2, the population of the Plan Area is concentrated in the City of Buellton. The City of 

Buellton alone accounted for approximately 86% of the Plan Area population in 2010. Using the regional 

forecast growth rate for each 5-year period for 2010 to 2040, the population of the Plan Area is projected 

                                                            
27  Results from the 2020 census were unavailable at the time of writing this GSP. 
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to be approximately 6,861 by the year 2040 (Table 1d.6-2). Figure 1d.6-2 shows the population density 

throughout the Plan Area. 

Table 1d.6-2 
Past, Current, and Projected Population for  

Santa Barbara County, City of Buellton, and CMA Plan Area 

Area 
Population 

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040 

County 423,800 428,614 445,891 470,445 495,000 507,482 519,965 

City of Buellton 4,811 4,866 5,062 5,341 5,619 5,761 5,903 

Plan Area 5,592 5,656 5,883 6,207 6,531 6,696 6,861 

Source: SBCAG 2012 and 2013; 2010 U.S. Census Bureau GIS data layer. 
Notes: 2015 to 2040 population of City of Buellton and Plan Area estimated based on County growth forecast for same period. 

 

As defined in California Health and Safety Code, Section 116275, disadvantaged communities (DAC) are 

Census geographies having less than 80% of the statewide annual median household income. Based on 

2018 DAC mapping at the Census Block Group level, approximately 14% (2,988.6 acres) of the Plan Area 

is considered disadvantaged (median household income of less than $56,982). The portion of the Plan 

Area identified as disadvantaged consists of unincorporated rural land in the western part of the CMA 

(DWR 2021b). 

1d.6-2 General Plans 

General plans are considered applicable to the GSP to the extent that they may change water demands 

within the Basin or affect the ability of the CMA GSA to achieve sustainable groundwater management 

over the planning and implementation horizon. The general plans applicable to the Plan Area include the 

Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan (Comprehensive Plan) and City of Buellton General Plan. These 

two general plans are described below and summarized in Table 1d.6-3. 
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Table 1d.6-3 
Summary of General Plan Policies Relevant to Groundwater Sustainability in the CMA Plan Area 

Element Policy/Action No. Quoted Description GSP Consistency 

Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan 

Conservation 

Element ï 

Groundwater 

Resources Section 

Goal 1: To ensure adequate quality and quantity of groundwater for present and future County residents, and to eliminate prolonged overdraft of any 

groundwater basins. 

Policy 1.1 The County shall encourage and assist all of the County's water purveyors and other groundwater 

users in the conservation and management, on a perennial yield basis, of all groundwater 

resources. 

Consistent. 

Action 1.1.1 The County shall encourage and, where feasible, financially assist in continued studies of new or 

supplemental water sources and the more efficient use of existing sources, for the purpose of 

avoiding, reducing, or eliminating prolonged overdraft. To ensure that such water is used to reduce 

overdraft (as opposed to supplying only new uses), the County shall encourage water purveyors to 

give first priority to offsetting existing demands met by overdrafting groundwater supplies. 

Consistent. 

Action 1.1.2 The County will seek the voluntary cooperation with purveyors during the early planning of any 

supplemental water sources that the purveyors propose or plan to develop. The County will 

coordinate with the purveyor, to the extent allowed by the purveyor, to ensure that: (1) 

environmental constraints are fully incorporated into the location and design of such projects; and 

(2) mitigations are applied to the fullest extent feasible and consistent with County permit 

conditioning policies and practices to minimize the magnitude of significant impacts. 

Consistent. 

Policy 1.2 The County shall encourage innovative and/or appropriate, voluntary water conservation activities 

for increasing the efficiency of agricultural water use within the County. 

Consistent. 

Action 1.2.1 The County shall provide support to the Soil Conservation Service, the Resource Conservation 

District, and other appropriate agencies to continue the Irrigation Management Program and other 

such water conservation and management efforts. 

Consistent. 
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Element Policy/Action No. Quoted Description GSP Consistency 

Action 1.2.2 The County shall support the expansion of existing efforts by the U.C. Cooperative Extension/Farm 

Advisor, in cooperation with the Agricultural Commissioner, Soil Conservation Service, Resource 

Conservation District, and other appropriate agencies, to develop and update a verifiable 

comprehensive database on agricultural water use and conservation effectiveness. Such efforts 

should include incentives for groundwater users to collect and provide more accurate data, as 

needed to permit the development of more precise determinations of consumptive groundwater 

use. 

Consistent, but SGMA now 

provides additional 

regulatory authority and 

tools to collect groundwater 

data. 

Policy 1.3 The County shall act within its powers and financial abilities to promote and achieve the 

enhancement of groundwater basin yield. 

Consistent. GSA now has 

additional authorities to do 

the same. 

Policy 1.3.1 Where feasible and consistent with the Countyôs applicable Comprehensive Plan element(s), the 

County shall encourage and assist appropriate agencies in ongoing or future projects and programs 

which increase groundwater recharge and basin yield, as long as such projects and programs can 

be shown not to degrade groundwater quality. Such activities could include, but would not be limited 

to, cloud seeding, range management, dams, and spreading basins. 

Consistent. 

Goal 2: To improve existing groundwater quality, where feasible, and to preclude further permanent or long-term degradation in groundwater quality. 

Policy 2.1 Where feasible, in cooperation with local purveyors and other groundwater users, the County shall 

act to protect groundwater quality where quality is acceptable, improve quality where degraded, 

and discourage degradation of quality below acceptable levels. 

Consistent. 

Action 2.1.1 In reviewing or preparing basin management plans under the Groundwater Management Act and 

other applicable law, the County shall consider both the quantity and quality of groundwater in 

affected basins. Pumpage that causes intrusion of poor quality water, if and where identified, should 

receive particular attention for improved management. 

This policy should be 

updated to reflect SGMA, as 

it supersedes the 

Groundwater Management 

Act. 

Action 2.1.2 In basins or sub-basins with water quality problems, the County will encourage reduction of salt 

and other pollutant loading from all sources through cooperative, voluntary efforts and, where 

feasible, will take direct action in this regard. 

Consistent. Note that while 

cooperative and voluntary 

efforts are preferred, SGMA 

gives GSA authority to 

mandate mitigation if 

sustainability criteria are 

threatened or exceeded. 
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Element Policy/Action No. Quoted Description GSP Consistency 

Policy 2.2 The County shall support the study of adverse groundwater quality effects which may be due to 

agricultural, domestic, environmental and industrial uses and practices. 

Consistent. 

Action 2.2.1 The County shall cooperate in ongoing and future studies which determine the current and potential 

extent of agricultural, domestic, environmental and industrial pollutants in various County aquifers, 

and to ascertain better methods by which agriculturalists can prevent increasing pollutant loads in 

the future. Such studies should be coordinated with the basin planning and enforcement work done 

by the RWQCB and SWRCB, and should involve other appropriate agencies and groundwater 

users. 

Consistent. 

Goal 3: To coordinate County land use planning decisions and water resources planning and supply availability. 

Policy 3.1 The County shall support the efforts of the local water purveyors to adopt and implement 

groundwater management plans pursuant to the Groundwater Management Act and other 

applicable law. 

These policies and actions 

should be updated to reflect 

SGMA, as it supersedes the 

Groundwater Management 

Act. 
Action 3.1.1. The County shall encourage the preparers of groundwater management plans to consider 

environmental factors, including but not limited to the potential link between groundwater resources 

and riparian habitat. 

Policy 3.2 The County shall conduct its land use planning and permitting activities in a manner which promotes 

and encourages the cooperative management of groundwater resources by local agencies and 

other affected parties, consistent with the Groundwater Management Act and other applicable law. 

Action 3.2.1 The County Flood Control & Water Conservation District or the County Water Agency, as feasible 

and as requested by a local agency or agencies pursuant to the Groundwater Management Act, 

may assume responsibility in preparing a groundwater management plan pursuant to the 

Groundwater Management Act and other applicable law. 

Policy 3.2 The County shall use groundwater management plans, as accepted by the Board of Supervisors, 

in its land use planning and permitting decisions and other relevant activities. 

Action 3.3.1 The Board of Supervisors, in consultation with the County Planning Commission, shall accept a 

groundwater management plan which promotes and is consistent with the Goals of this 

Groundwater Resources Section of the Conservation Element. Such acceptance shall be rescinded 

where specific facts and circumstances indicate that a plan has been rendered inadequate to 

promote these Goals. 
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Element Policy/Action No. Quoted Description GSP Consistency 

Action 3.3.2 The County shall conserve waters to the extent feasible through exercise of the County's 

discretionary land use planning and permitting decisions, and shall promote such conservation 

through related public and private actions. 

Policy 3.4 The County's land use planning decisions shall be consistent with the ability of any affected water 

purveyor(s) to provide adequate services and resources to their existing customers, in coordination 

with any applicable groundwater management plan. 

Consistent. 

Action 3.4.1 The County, in its planning activities, shall work cooperatively with local water purveyors, the 

County Water Agency, the County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, State and 

Federal agencies concerned with water resources, and private groups and individuals with 

particular interest and expertise related to water resources. 

Consistent. 

Action 3.4.2 Santa Barbara County shall develop its land use plans and policies in a manner which takes into 

account all groundwater uses (e.g., domestic, agricultural, natural resources and habitats, etc.). 

Consistent. 

Action 3.4.4 Santa Barbara County shall encourage and assist local water purveyors in developing adequate 

water supplies (groundwater, surface water, desalination, etc.) to serve their customers and 

communities consistent with the applicable general plan(s). 

Consistent. 

Action 3.4.5 The County shall facilitate the efforts of purveyors to serve overlying landowners from the 

purveyor's system. 

Consistent. 

Policy 3.5 In coordination with any applicable groundwater management plan(s), the County shall not allow, 

through its land use permitting decisions, any basin to become seriously overdrafted on a prolonged 

basis. 

Consistent. Note that the 

Basin is not designated as 

critically overdrafted by 

DWR. 

Action 3.5.1 Based on input from the County Water Agency and P&D, the Board, in coordination with the 

responsible water purveyor(s), shall designate any basins within the county as ñseriously 

overdraftedò if the following conditions are present: Prolonged overdraft which results or, in the 

reasonably foreseeable future (generally within ten years) would result, in measurable, unmitigated 

adverse environmental or economic impacts, either long-term or permanent. Such impacts include 

but are not limited to seawater intrusion, other substantial quality degradation, land surface 

subsidence, substantial effects on riparian or other environmentally sensitive habitats, or 

unreasonable interference with the beneficial use of a basin's resources. The County's fundamental 

policy shall be to prevent such overdraft conditions. 

Consistent. These now 

constitute the main 

sustainability indicators 

under SGMA. Note that the 

Basin is not designated as 

critically overdrafted by 

DWR. 
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Element Policy/Action No. Quoted Description GSP Consistency 

Action 3.5.2 In seriously overdrafted basins, the County shall not approve discretionary development permits if 

such development requires new net extractions or increases in net extractions of groundwater, 

pending development and County acceptance of a basin management plan, consistent with the 

Groundwater Management Act or other applicable law, which adequately addresses the serious 

overdraft. 

Consistent. Note that the 

Basin is not designated as 

critically overdrafted by 

DWR. 

Policy 3.6 The County shall not make land use decisions which would lead to the substantial overcommitment 

of any groundwater basin. 

Consistent. 

Policy 3.6 New urban development shall maximize the use of effective and appropriate natural and 

engineered recharge measures within project design, as defined in design guidelines to be 

prepared by the Santa Barbara County Flood Control and Water Conservation District 

(SBCFCWCD) in cooperation with P&D. 

Consistent. 

Action 3.6.1 In cooperation with the USGS and local water purveyors, the County should conduct or participate 

in a study to identify in more detail those areas where natural and enhanced recharge is occurring 

or may occur in each of the County's major groundwater basins and develop detailed design 

guidelines for ways to protect recharge areas from further degradation. 

Consistent. 

Policy 3.8 Water-conserving plumbing, as well as water-conserving landscaping, shall be incorporated into all 

new development projects, where appropriate, effective, and consistent with applicable law. 

Consistent. 

Action 3.8.1 The County shall continue to encourage and, where feasible, financially participate in water-saving 

landscape experiments and education programs, such as those conducted by the Water Agency's 

Regional Water Conservation Program. 

Consistent. 

Action 3.8.2 The County shall continue to develop and refine uniform standards and guidelines for water 

conservation in new development projects, which shall recognize that different physical 

characteristics within various areas may require more than a single set of standards and guidelines. 

All cities within the County shall be encouraged to adopt similar standards and guidelines. 

Consistent. 

Policy 3.9 The County shall support and encourage private and public efforts to maximize efficiency in the 

pre-existing consumptive M&I use of groundwater resources. 

Consistent. 

Action 3.9.2 The County, in consultation with the cities, affected water purveyors, and other interested parties, 

shall promote the use of consistent ñsignificance thresholdsò by all appropriate agencies with regard 

to groundwater resource impact analysis. 

Consistent. 
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Element Policy/Action No. Quoted Description GSP Consistency 

Action 3.9.3 The County shall continue to refine and update its ñsignificance thresholdsò as new data becomes 

available and as overdraft conditions persist, as specified in the Countyôs CEQA Guidelines. The 

Countyôs acceptance of duly prepared and adopted groundwater management plans also may 

necessitate the adjustment of appropriate groundwater thresholds. 

Consistent. Note that the 

Basin is not designated as 

critically overdrafted by 

DWR, and sustainable 

management criteria of this 

GSP may necessitate 

updated significance 

thresholds. 

Goal 4: To maintain accurate and current information on groundwater conditions throughout the County. 

Policy 4.1 The County shall act within its powers and financial abilities to collect, update, refine, and 

disseminate information on local groundwater conditions. 

Consistent. 

Action 4.1.1 The County Water Agency shall continue to monitor water levels from existing monitoring wells 

and, in coordination with the U.C. Cooperative Extension/Farm Advisor, shall request, on a 

voluntary basis, private and public water purveyors and major private groundwater users, including 

agricultural users, to provide periodic records of groundwater production. Unless deemed 

unnecessary by the Water Agency's Board of Directors for any year, the Agency shall compile an 

annual report on the status of pumping amounts, water levels, overdraft conditions, and other 

relevant data, and shall submit this report to the Board of Supervisors for its acceptance and 

possible further action. The annual report to the Board shall include a review of the results of all 

groundwater quality monitoring conducted in the County. 

Consistent. The GSA will 

have this responsibility. The 

GSA will send annual 

reports required by DWR to 

the County as well. 

Action 4.1.2 The County, in consultation with the cities, other counties, affected water purveyors, and other 

interested parties, shall promote the use of consistent standards by all appropriate agencies with 

regard to groundwater resources. 

Consistent. Note that 

sustainability criteria for 

basins under management 

of a GSP will be specific to 

each basin. 

Action 4.1.3 The County recognizes the need for more accurate data on all groundwater basins within the 

County and shall continue to support relevant technical studies, as feasible. 

Consistent. 

Action 4.1.4 The County should identify areas where natural resources and habitats depend upon groundwater, 

and where such resources and habitats have been adversely affected by groundwater overdraft. 

Consistent. 
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Element Policy/Action No. Quoted Description GSP Consistency 

Action 4.1.6 The service area boundaries of existing and planned private water companies shall be defined. 

These companies shall be requested to provide this information to P&D and the County Water 

Agency no later than 12/31/94 or, for subsequently organized companies, within six months of their 

final formation. 

Consistent. 

Action 4.1.7 The County recommends that all public and private water companies, districts, and agencies, to 

the extent legally possible, maintain mutual aid agreements with adjacent districts or private water 

companies in case of water shortages. Any such agreements shall be noted by the County Water 

Agency in its annual report (see Action 4.1.1). Such agreements would be based on short-term or 

emergency needs or identified economic benefits to all parties. 

Consistent. 

Action 4.1.8 All water districts and city water departments which have prepared a Water Conservation Plan 

(under the 1984 Urban Water Management Act) and/or other long-term water planning studies, 

shall be asked to submit a copy of such plan(s) to the County Water Agency and P&D for review 

and comment. P&D shall meet with these purveyors to discuss the population/land use projections 

and their current status. 

Consistent. 

Action 4.1.9 The County Water Agency shall continue to work with local water purveyors and other appropriate 

entities to promote the efficient use of water by all users through education and incentive programs. 

Progress on such programs shall be reported by the County Water Agency in its annual report (see 

Action 4.1.1). 

Consistent. GSP annual 

reports will be submitted to 

the County at the same time 

they are submitted to DWR. 

Action 4.1.10 The County shall continue to encourage and, where feasible, financially participate in USGS, DWR, 

SWRCB, and local water purveyors' studies of water quality in basins throughout the County. 

Consistent. 

Action 4.1.11 The County shall continue to encourage and, where feasible, materially assist the seawater 

intrusion monitoring programs of the USGS, local water purveyors, and other appropriate agencies. 

Consistent. 

Action 4.1.12 The County shall encourage and, where feasible, materially contribute to the refinement and 

updating of agricultural water use (ñdutyò) factors by the Soil Conservation Service, the U.C. 

Cooperative Extension/Farm Advisor, or other appropriate entities. 

Consistent. 

Action 4.1.13 The County shall encourage and, where feasible, materially contribute to the refinement of 

estimates of agricultural water return flows by the State Department of Water Resources, the U.C. 

Cooperative Extension/Farm Advisor, or other appropriate entities. 

Consistent. 
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Element Policy/Action No. Quoted Description GSP Consistency 

City of Buellton General Plan 

Conservation/Open 

Space Element ï 

Water Resources 

and Water Quality 

Goal: Improve and maintain water quality of the region 

Policy C/OS-1 Encourage efficient water use by existing and future development. Consistent. 

Policy C/OS-2 Encourage implementation of Best Management Practices to eliminate/minimize the impacts of 

urban run-off and improve water quality. 

Consistent. 

Santa Ynez Valley Community Plan 

Public Facilities and 

Services ï 

Wastewater 

Goal WW-SYV: Ensure adequate wastewater treatment and disposal throughout the planning area. 

Policy WW-SYV-1 Development and infrastructure shall achieve a high level of wastewater treatment, in order to best 

serve the public health and welfare. 

Consistent. 

Policy WW-SYV-2 Pollution of surface and groundwater shall be avoided. Where contribution of potential pollutants of 

any kind is not prohibited and cannot be avoided, such contribution shall be minimized to the 

maximum extent practical. 

Consistent. 

Public Facilities and 

Services ï Water 

Goal WAT-SYV-1: Protect the quality of surface and ground waters from degradation; maintain adequate, safe water supplies; and protect groundwater 

basins from prolonged overdraft. 

Policy WAT-SYV-1 Development in the Santa Ynez Valley Planning Area shall incorporate appropriate water efficient 

design, technology and landscaping. 

Consistent. 

Action WAT-SYV-

1.1 

The County Water Agency shall work with the SYRWCD ID #1 to promote educational programs 

that encourage efficient water use. 

Consistent. 

Policy WAT-SYV-2 Existing and future water supply and quality shall continue to be periodically evaluated with specific 

measures identified to maintain adequate supply levels and quality, if deemed necessary. 

Consistent. 

Action WAT-SYV-

2.1 

The County will continue to work with local water purveyors to assess water demand under Plan 

buildout conditions and identify the necessary infrastructure improvements to serve that demand 

and/or identify new sources of water or improved treatment facilities that may be necessary to meet 

demand. 

Consistent. 

Resources and 

Constraints ï 

Goal BIO-SYV: The Biological Resources of the Santa Ynez Valley Community Plan Area are an Important Regional Asset that Should be Protected, 

Enhanced and Preserved. 
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Element Policy/Action No. Quoted Description GSP Consistency 

Biological 

Resources 
Policy BIO-SYV-5 Pollution of the Santa Ynez River, streams and drainage channels, underground water basins and 

areas adjacent to such waters shall be minimized. 

Consistent. 

Source: County of Santa Barbara 2009a, 2009b, 2010, 2019b; City of Buellton 2008. 

Notes: GSP = Groundwater Sustainability Plan; SGMA = Sustainable Groundwater Management Act; GSA = Groundwater Sustainability Agency; Basin = Santa Ynez River Valley 

Groundwater Basin; RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board; SWRCB = State Water Resources Control Board; P&D = Planning and Development Department; DWR = 

California Department of Water Resources; M&I = municipal and industrial; CEQA = California Environmental Quality Act; U.C. = University of California; USGS = U.S. Geological 

Survey; PRC = California Public Resources Code; CWSA =  Certificate of Water Service Availability. 
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1d.6-2-1 Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan 

The Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan (Comprehensive Plan) outlines land use and growth 

policies at the county-wide level, and has several elements particularly relevant to groundwater 

sustainability, including the following: 

ω Conservation Element. The Conservation Element describes and recommends policies and 

programs designed to protect water resources, agricultural resources, ecological systems, 

historical and archaeological sites, and mineral resources (County of Santa Barbara 2010). 

ω Groundwater Resources Section. The Groundwater Resources Section is a stand-alone section of 

the Conservation Element that provides a review of groundwater resource limitations throughout 

the County, and establishes groundwater resource policies for each of the groundwater basins in 

the County (County of Santa Barbara 2009).  

ω Environmental Resources Section. The Environmental Resource Management Element is a 

compendium of the Seismic Safety and Safety Element, the Conservation Element, and the Open 

Space Element and includes topics such as prime agricultural lands, slopes, biological resources, 

habitat areas, floodplain and floodways, and geologic hazards, among others (County of Santa 

Barbara 2009). 

ω Community Plans. The- Comprehensive Plan is supplemented by individual community plans that 

take into account the local setting, policy issues, and community concerns. There are no 

community plans applicable to the GSP Plan Area.  

1d.6-2-2 City of Buellton General Plan 

The City of Buellton (City) General Plan outlines the CƛǘȅΩǎ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎΣ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 

ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΩǎ ƭƻƴƎ-term development goals. Many of the goals and policies included in the- CƛǘȅΩǎ General 

Plan supplement those contained in the Comprehensive Plan. The element of the City of Buellton General 

Plan with goals and policies that explicitly address water resources is the Conservation and Open Space 

element (City of Buellton 2008). 
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1d.6-2-3 Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan Elements 

In the Groundwater Resources section of the /ƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ tƭŀƴΩǎ Conservation Element, the County 

included several findings that generally remain accurate, although certain expectations, particularly with 

regard to the availability of State Water Project (SWP) water, may no longer be accurate. For example, at 

the time of preparation (1994), the County recognized that new supplemental water sources, such as SWP 

water and augmentation of local supplies, would be available and could serve to replenish groundwater 

basins or be used in lieu of groundwater. However, the availability of SWP water supplies varies with 

hydrologic cycles where during wet years, the SWP is generally able to deliver sufficient water to meet 

delivery requests. However, during extended dry periods, the SWP can deliver only a portion of requested 

deliveries (DWR 2020b, CCWA 2020). For example, the City has experienced periodic drought-related 

curtailments of water supply from the SWP in recent years requiring the City to rely more heavily on local 

groundwater supplies (City of Buellton 2021). Existing conditions therefore challenge the expectation 

ŎƻƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ DǊƻǳƴŘǿŀǘŜǊ wŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ /ƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ Plan (County of Santa 

Barbara 2009a). Furthermore, the land use plans describe groundwater-related actions as voluntary 

cooperative and collaborative efforts that are not mandated under the regulatory schemes that existed 

at the time. With the passage of SGMA, specific mandates now exist. 

1d.6-2-4 Santa Ynez Valley Community Plan 

The Santa Ynez Valley Community Plan (Community Plan) was developed in response to concerns 

regarding the changing character of the Santa Ynez Valley as a result of increased growth and land use 

change. The Community Plan supplements the CountyΩǎ Comprehensive Plan and provides a framework 

ŦƻǊ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴ ǿƘƛƭŜ ƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ 

residents. The Community Plan covers approximately 72 square miles (46,933 acres) of the Santa Ynez 

Valley and encompasses the unincorporated townships of Santa Ynez, Ballard, and Los Olivos. The 

Community Plan does not apply to the incorporated cities of Buellton and Solvang. The predominant land 

use designation within the Community Plan area is agriculture, followed by residential and very limited 

commercial and industrial. The Community Plan sets development standards to maintain the rural 

character and scenic value of the Santa Ynez Valley including limiting subdivision of larger agriculture 
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parcels into smaller parcels, requiring new development to be compatible with adjacent agricultural lands, 

and preserving existing land designated for agriculture, among others (County of Santa Barbara 2009b). 

1d.6-3 Other Planning / Land Use Considerations 

All discretionary projects proposed within the Basin are subject to compliance with CEQA. In 2019, the 

DƻǾŜǊƴƻǊΩǎ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƻŦ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ wŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜŘ ŀƴ ǳǇŘŀǘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ /9v! DǳƛŘŜƭƛƴŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ŀ 

new requirement to analyze projects for their compliance with adopted GSPs. Specifically, the new 

applicable significance criteria include the following: 

ω Would the program or project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 

substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable 

groundwater management of the basin?  

ω Would the program or project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control 

plan or sustainable groundwater management plan? 

Therefore, to the extent general plans allow growth that could have an impact on groundwater supply, 

such projects would be evaluated for their consistency with adopted GSPs and for whether they adversely 

impact the sustainable management of the Basin. Under CEQA, potentially significant impacts identified 

must be avoided or substantially minimized unless significant impacts are unavoidable, in which case the 

lead agency must adopt a statement of overriding considerations. 

The County has long implemented its own CEQA significance thresholds based on heightened public 

ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴ ŀƴŘ ŀǿŀǊŜƴŜǎǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎŎŀǊŎƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ ƎǊƻǳƴŘǿŀǘŜǊ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎΦ ¦ƴŘŜǊ /ƻǳƴǘȅ ƎǳƛŘŜƭƛƴŜǎΣ 

άǎŀŦŜ ȅƛŜƭŘέ ƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ άǘƘŜ ƳŀȄƛƳǳƳ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ǿŀǘŜǊ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǿƛǘƘŘǊŀǿƴ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ ōŀǎƛƴ όƻǊ 

aquifer) on an average annual basis without inducing a long-ǘŜǊƳ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎƛǾŜ ŘǊƻǇ ƛƴ ǿŀǘŜǊ ƭŜǾŜƭέ ό/ƻǳƴǘȅ 

of Santa Barbara 2021). The Environmental Thresholds and Guidelines Manual prepared by the County 

(County of Santa Barbara 2021) outlines the appropriate use and application of various environmental 

impact thresholds as they relate to groundwater resources. The County originally determined in 1992 that 

the safe yield of the Buellton Uplands Basin (roughly equivalent to what is now considered the Buellton 

Upland subarea) was 1,300 AFY, with pumping that put the Buellton Uplands Basin into overdraft with an 
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ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ άǊŜƳŀƛƴƛƴƎ ƭƛŦŜ ƻŦ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ǎǘƻǊŀƎŜέ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƻ ōŜ мупΦс ȅŜŀǊǎ ό/ƻǳƴǘȅ ƻŦ {ŀƴǘŀ .ŀǊōŀǊŀ 

2021). 
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