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ATTACHMENT 3: FEIR REVISION LETTER RV1

TO: Board of Supervisors

FROM: Alex Tuttle, Planner
Planning and Development, Development Reviewdbivi

DATE: May 26, 2010

RE: Revisions to 07EIR-00000-00001, the propose@dlHtIR for the Santa Barbara
Botanic Garden Vital Mission Plan (72-CP-116 RV@B-DP-043) to reflect
revisions proposed subsequent to completion ofptbposed Final EIR for the
project and prior to decision-maker action (inchglpotential certification of the
FEIR)

l. LOCATION

The project site is located at 1212 Mission CanfRwad in the Mission Canyon area, First
Supervisorial District.

Il. BACKGROUND

An EIR was prepared for the Santa Barbara Botamic&n Vital Mission Plan (07EIR-00000-
00001) to analyze the project’'s environmental inpand identify project alternatives. During
the public hearings on the project before the BaafrdSupervisors, the Board modified the
project consistent with the EIR analysis by relogathe Caretaker’s Cottage to the site of the
destroyed Director’s residence. Additionally, éeling completion of the proposed Final EIR, a
minor discrepancy in the boundaries of the Hist@arden, as discussed in Section 4.4 of the
EIR and the accompanying Historic Resources Assassmprepared by Historic Resources
Group (Appendix D to EIR), was identified and wated clarification. In response to
discussions with the County Fire Department, staffposed a modification to the replacement
ratios for oak tree mitigation in order to achievéetter balance between tree replacement and
fuel modification.

At the hearing of May 18, 2010, the Board of Supsms proposed a modification to the
mitigation measure related to the installation avgrs in the Historic Garden in order to further
reduce the impacts of the project. Subsequertéd’tanning Commission hearing of October
26, 2009, further attempts were made to enumehnatextent of Jesusita Fire rebuilds occurring
in Mission Canyon as they relate to the cumulatmpact discussions in the EIR. On May 18,
2010, in order to be responsive to concerns ramedppellants and members of the public,
while still meeting objectives of the project, tBeard of Supervisors proposed revisions to
several mitigation measures and identified new itmms$ of approval that further reduce project
impacts. In response to direction provided byBbard of Supervisors at that hearing, Planning
and Development prepared a comparison of the peapolkanges to those mitigation measures
and conditions approved by the Planning Commisaiwh an analysis of the implication of the
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changes on the EIR. This analysis is included ts@chAment A to this EIR Revision Letter and
is hereby incorporated by reference. As discudsgldw and in the attached analysis, the
revisions to the mitigation measures and new canditof approval do not result in any new
impacts or increase the severity of impacts ofptoposed project. In addition, the changes do
not alter the conclusions of the EIR or affectdldequacy of the mitigation measures in reducing
impacts to less than significant levels. This FERBvision letter (RV1) has been prepared to
discuss the basis for the revisions to the Fingl.El

Section IV of this Revision letter includes an &raection that contains minor corrections and
additions to the proposed Final EIR in additiortitose identified in Section 11l below that will
be incorporated into the document upon EIR cedtion.

II. CLARIFICATIONS AND REVISED MITIGATION MEASURES

Caretaker’'s Cottage

The EIR identified a significant but mitigable ingbgClass Il) associated with relocation of the
Caretaker’s Cottage outside of the Historic Gardemndaries. The EIR concluded that
relocation would disassociate the Cottage fromhistoric setting and location within the
Historic Garden, resulting in a significant imp&ztistorical resources. The EIR acknowledged
that the Cottage had previously been moved in 184fng the period of significance, but had
always remained within the Historic Garden bourefari

Alternative 4 of the EIR evaluated relocation o€ t@aretaker's Cottage to the site of the
Director’s residence in order to retain the cottagthin the Historic Garden boundaries. In May
2009, the Director’'s residence was destroyed inJbsusita Fire. Consistent with the EIR
alternatives analysis, the Board of Supervisorsrhadified the project to require relocation of
the Caretaker’'s Cottage to the site of the burniedcidr's residence and used as the Director’s
residence rather than rebuilding the destroyectttre. With this modification to the project,
impacts associated with relocation of the Caretak€ottage would be reduced to less than
significant levels consistent with the EIR analyaisl mitigation measure.

Historic Garden Boundaries

A discrepancy in the boundaries of the Historic dear and associated parcel numbers was
identified. The discrepancy arose as a resulbhatcurate parcel boundaries and configurations
on a site map that was utilized by Historic ResesiGroup (HRG) in identifying the boundaries
of the Historic Garden. The text description af thoundaries in the report, and which parcels
are excluded from the boundaries due to a laclseb@ation with the Garden’s operation during
the period of significance, does reflect the cdrberndaries and requires no changes. Page 4.4-
10 of the EIR, reflecting the HRG report, currerdtgtes:

Two acquisitions date from the period of significarbut are not included in the Historic Garden
boundary. One of these is an approximately two-pereel donated by Mr. and Mrs. A.B. Watkin
in 1941 and located at the southern end of the &ardhis portion is not contiguous with the
majority of the Historic Garden land and was notiaely used for Garden purposes (display,
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cultivation, research, etc.) during the period @fréficance.The second parcel consists of more
than six acres of the original Gane property and donated in 1948. This parcel was not actively
used for Garden purposes during the period of significance (in bold for emphasis)All other
parcels now controlled by the Santa Barbara Bota@arden were acquired after 1950 and,
therefore, not within the period of significance.

However, Figure A (below) in the report does ndlext this text description due to the error in
the parcel boundaries and configurations in thestlgithg base map.
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A corrected base map (see below) has been proadédhe boundary of the Historic Garden
adjusted accordingly. The correct acreage foufhaated boundary is 36.47 and includes seven
separate parcels:

« APN 023-340-015 (1926)
« APN 023-350-006 (1931)
« APN 023-052-001 (1932)
« APN 023-340-013 (1940)
« APN 023-340-014 (1940)
« APN 023-060-023 (1941)
« APN 023-060-022 (1947)

! parcel includes portion located west of Missiomyzm Road and labeled 1931 on the boundary map.
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The result of this correction is that the new buaidg$ proposed as part of the Horticultural
Offices (P-6/7/8 and P-9) on the east side of MissLanyon Road in the area of the existing
shade structures would be adjacent to but outsidbeoboundaries of the Historic Garden as
identified by HRG. The HRG report, as restatedha EIR, concluded that impacts to the
Historic Garden from development of these strustwveuld be less than significant (Class Il1).
The corrected boundary would not alter this conolus In addition, the boundary correction
does not alter the extent of trails that are inetuavithin the Historic Garden, since the Porter
Trail remains within the parcel north of the Houlitiral Offices. Thus overall, the boundary
adjustment represents a minor clarification base@m accurate underlying base map and does
not alter the impact conclusions or analysis inEle.

Page 4.4-10 of the FEIR has been revised as followdentify the correct parcel numbers:

. APN 023-340-015 (1926)
. APN 023-350-006 (1931)
« APN 023-052-001 (1932)
. APN 023-340-013 (1940)
. APN 023-340-014 (1940)
. APN 023-060-023 (1941)
. APN 023-060-022 (1947)
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Page 4.4-19 of the FEIR has been revised as follovesder to clarify the relationship of the
proposed new Horticultural Offices to the HistaBarden:

The proposed project also anticipates the consimncdf several new buildings-withedjacent

to the Historic Botanic Garden east of Mission Canyrwad. These include a new Herbarium
(P5), the horticulture offices (P6), horticulturersices (P7) as well as support facilities and a
garage New construction-withimdjacent tothe Historic Garden and east of Mission Canyon
Road does not appear to result in significant inipao the Historic Garden. The proposed
changes involve only one resource that has beetuateal as historically significant (Wood
Shed, see below), and important topographical festuplant life, and views that have
characterized the area throughout its history worgdhain. In addition, this area’s historical
propagation, maintenance, and service functions ldvaontinue. Therefore, proposed new
construction of structures east of Mission Canya@adRwould result inless than significant
impacts on the Historic Garden. Regardless, the histdvicod Shed was destroyed in the recent
Jesusita Fire and has thus lost its historic sigaifice. The Jesusita Fire did burn the hillside
leading up to the east ridge north of the driveMegding up to the Gane House, however many
individual trees remain and revegetation of thiearincluding the re-establishment of exhibits,
is expected over time.

Similar corrections apply to the Historic Resouréassessment prepared by Historic Resources
Group (Appendix D in the EIR).

Oak Tree Mitigation

The EIR identified significant but mitigable (Clagsimpacts to oak woodlands and adverse but
less than significant (Class Ill) impacts with respto individual native trees associated with
development of the proposed project. To mitigatesé impacts and ensure consistency with
County policies related to native tree protectitwe, EIR identified mitigation measures requiring
the replacement of each protected oak tree rematvadlO to 1 replacement ratio. This ratio is
consistent with Planning and Development’'s standaodditions for tree replacement. It
assumes that most of the trees would not survivehai out of 10 seedlings at least one tree
would reach maturity. The County Fire Departmeat hecently expressed a concern about the
application of the 10 to 1 replacement ratio fdas throject, since it would be contrary to their
attempts at reducing fuel loads in Mission Canytins also recognized that the Botanic Garden
would likely have a greater rate of success intpigntrees and ensuring their survival than a
typical developer, given their experience as a rbotd garden and the professional
horticulturalists that they have on staff. Forsthgeasons, the mitigation measures have been
modified by reducing the replacement ratio from118own to 3:1. The visual effect of the
reduction in replacement trees would be offsetigyuse of larger saplings (5 gallon containers)
for replacement. This would accomplish the same gad objective of the original mitigation
measures without adding significantly to the sifeal loads.

Additionally, there is no need to require a perfamte security for installation of required oak
tree mitigation planting since the Botanic Gardsnin the business of tree planting and the
County would retain its ability to ensure that fflantings are installed in compliance with the
Tree Protection and Replacement Plan through iteipeompliance and monitoring program.
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Therefore, Mitigation Measures BIO 2-1 and BIO Balve been revised as follows:

BIO 2-1  In accordance witPRC Section 21083.4 (SB 1334), up to 50 percethi@project’s
impacts shall be mitigated by planting of treefolews:

a. For each oak tree removal (5 inches dbh or gredter)applicant shall plart-ten{liee

C.

(3), 45-gallon size coast live oak trees obtained fromallgcoccurring saplings or seed
stock, preferably from the same watershed. Thestshall be planted, gopher fenced,
and irrigated (drip irrigation on a timer) for a ylear maintenance period. Planted trees
that do not survive during the maintenance periuall e replaced at a 1:1 ratio and
monitored and protected for an additional five gear

Mitigation of oak trees at a—2@B1 ratio shall be accompanied by replacement of
understory species placed in appropriate soilsspaded appropriately in an area large
enough to mitigate the loss.

Trees shall be planted outside of fuel modificattmmes identified in the project’s Fire
Protection Plan.

Plan Requirements/Timing: Proposed seed collection and planting plans sleathown on
a landscape plan and submitted to P&D for revied/agpproval. Prior to Zoning Clearances,
the applicant shall obtain approval of the plan ahdll submit a performance security to
P&D for maintenance Prior_tothe proposed permit, the trees and understoryiespehall be
planted, fenced, and irrigated to the satisfactibR&D.

Monitoring : Through consultation of a certified arborist, #pplicant shall demonstrate to
P&D that the planted trees and understory speceesiaviving and are self-sustaining. P&D
staff shall ensure adequate installation and maémee of trees and understory species.
Performance security release for maintenargeires P&D sign-off.

BIO 5-1 Tree Protection and Replacementln order to protect existing native coast live oak
and minimize adverse effects of grading and cooBtm onsite, the applicant shall implement a
tree protection and replacement plan. No groustudiance including grading for buildings,
accessways, easements, subsurface grading, sewsgsall and well placement shall occur
within the critical root zone of any native tredess specifically authorized by the approved tree
protection and replacement plan. The tree pratecéind replacement plan shall include the
following:

J-

Any tree that is removed shall be replacecadiB:1 basis with-b-gallon size saplings
grown from seed obtained from the same watershetieaproject site. Trees that are
damaged (i.e. more than 20 percent encroachmemtthiet critical root zone) shall be
monitored for 10 years. If at any time during thienitoring period the health of the tree
declines, it shall be replaced on-a31l0basis. Where necessary to remove a tree and
feasible to replant, trees shall be boxed and négda If relocation is unsuccessful, the
tree shall be replaced on—a31D basis. A drip irrigation system with a timerafifbe
installed. Trees shall be planted prior to occupaclearance and irrigated and
maintained until established (five years). Thenpitegs shall be protected from predation
by wild and domestic animals, and from human ieterfice by the use of staked, chain
link fencing and gopher fencing during the maintereaperiod._Planted trees that do not
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survive during the maintenance period shall beassl at a 1:1 ratio and monitored and
protected for an additional five years.

k. Any unanticipated damage that occurs to treeseamsitive habitats resulting from
construction activities including, for example, egsive tree pruning or limbing shall be
mitigated in a manner approved by P&D. This miilga may include but is not limited
to posting of a performance security, tree replaggnon a-18:1 ratio and hiring of an
outside consultant biologist to assess the damageracommend mitigation. The
required mitigation shall be done immediately unther direction of P&D prior to any
further work occurring on site. Any performancelsities required forinstallation-and
maintenance of replacement trees will be released&D after its inspection and
approval of such-nstallation-amdaintenance.

I.  Trees shall be planted outside of fuel modifmatzones identified in the project’s Fire
Protection Plan, unless approved by the County B&gartment.

Plan Requirements and timing: Prior to Zoning Clearance, the applicant shalbnsit
grading plans, building plans and the tree pradecéind replacement plan to P&D for review
and approval. All aspects of the plan shall belemgnted as approved. Prior to Zoning
Clearances, the applicant shall post a performagacarity in an amount acceptable to P&D
to guarantee the maintenanceti@e replacement. Timing on each measure shaltdieds
where applicable on each respective plan; wheretherwise stated, all measures must be in
place throughout all grading and construction #tis.

Monitoring : P&D or a designated monitor shall conduct sitgpéctions throughout all
phases of development to ensure compliance with ewaduate all tree protection and
replacement measures. Release of performanceitgefr maintenanceshall not occur
unless all measures have been complied with tedtisfaction of P&D.

These modifications do not alter the conclusionthefFEIR in terms of the residual impacts of
the project on oak woodlands and individual oalegre The effectiveness of the mitigation
measures remain the same.

Paver Installation

The EIR identified a significant but mitigable ingbassociated with the installation of pavers
throughout the Historic Garden, including the hefieate unpaved trail system. The Historic
Resources Assessment that was prepared to evaheat@storical significance of the Garden
concluded that “trails represent an important dedeature of the Historic Garden, providing
access to planted areas and scenic vistas whiletanm@ng the naturalistic and informal

character championed by landscape architects Loottvde Forest and Beatrix Farrand.” The
assessment further concluded that “the proposed paaing will compromise the naturalistic

design of the Historic Garden which has been hisatly characterized by the subtle variations
found in nature. Paving of the trails will resuit a significant loss of naturalistic landscape
features and will formalize and make uniform whatsvoriginally designed as an informal and
unaffected landscape, resulting in a potentialiygicant impact.”

A mitigation measure was identified to reduce thipact to a less than significant level. The
measure restricted additional paving to no more th@% above existing levels within the
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Historic Garden, and Ilimited the pavement to the midstration/Education area,
Horticulture/Support area, the currently paved @nareas surrounding the Meadow, and
selected adjacent areas for accessibility.

In considering this issue, the Board of Supervisevssed the mitigation measure to prohibit the
paving of any trails in recognition of their impance as a character-defining feature of the
historic designed landscape, limiting paving toyotlose areas necessary for required paths of
travel for ADA purposes and Fire Department emecgerehicle access to and around buildings.
This change further reduces impacts to historiousses from proposed paving. However, the
impact to historic resources associated with tletaltation of pavers and hardscape remains
significant but mitigable (Class Il). Mitigation édsure CULT 3-2 in the FEIR is therefore
revised as follows:

shall be of natural materlal and be I|m|ted to tlmitlch IS requwed for—Requed

pavegbath of travelaccess for ADA purposesd _emergency vehicle access @wounty
Fire Department purposes to and around proposedonddingsshal-net-counttowards
the—10%Hhmit Paving shall not be permitted on existing dndils. It is also
recommended that the Applicant consider the regaeinthe Administration/Education
courtyard with more historically appropriate masérbased on historic photos. Trail
design shall reflect the naturalistic and inforrpatterns historically associated with the
trail system. It is recommended that for the autfyepaved areas and for areas to be
paved in accordance with this measttee—10% additionalpaved—areadlternate
materials such as decomposed granite and permgetke be investigated and that a
materials palette be developed to ensure sustéitgabntegration with the natural
environment, and sensitive transition from hardecap natural sections. Plan
Requirements and Timing: Paving and hardscape plans shall be reviewed and
approved by P&D and SBAR prior to Zoning Clearaisseiance.

Monitoring: P&D shall conduct field inspections to ensurempbance with the
approved paving plans.

Related Projects and Cumulative Impacts

The May 2009 Jesusita Fire destroyed 74 homes drat@essory structures (e.g. garages, sheds, etc.)
within Mission Canyon and further west towards Higly 154. At the time of preparation of the
proposed Final EIR (July 2009), only one appliaatior a rebuild of a single family dwelling destealy

in the Jesusita Fire had been submitted. Sinddithe, more applications have been submittedifale
family dwelling and accessory structure rebuildsl aepairs. As of May 24, 2010, a total of 32
applications have been submitted for single famiselling rebuilds, 11 applications have been sutemhit

for accessory structure rebuilds, and an additid@akpplications have been submitted for repairs of
damaged structures. Of these, 14 permits for eifaghily dwelling rebuilds have been issued, 10misr

for accessory structure rebuilds have been issueti18 permits for repairs have been issued.
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It is unknown at this point the extent or timing @building efforts associated with the remaining
properties that suffered damage or loss from tiseisian Fire but have yet to submit applications. |
would be speculative to presume that all of thé hasnes will be rebuilt, though it is expected thatst

of the rebuild efforts related to lost residendest fare to occur will happen within the next twangein
order to minimize the length of owners’ displacemiam their homes. However, due to insufficient
insurance payouts, it is possible that some ofildeehomes may not be rebuilt or at least not tons
time.

At the same time, it will likely take more than opear from the date of final approval of the Gartden
project before building permits have been obtaittedtart construction, based on the various stegis t
must be taken and conditions that must be complitdbefore permits can be issued. Once permés ar
obtained, buildout of the project would occur inapls over the next decade. The fire rebuild piojec
that have received issued building permits wilelikbe completed before construction associatel wit
the Vital Mission Plan commences. Thus, the amadfidverlap between construction of the proposed
project and Jesusita Fire rebuilds is not expettedesult in significant cumulative impacts on the
environment.

The Jesusita fire rebuild projects that have badmmgted would contribute incrementally to various
cumulative impacts; however, all of the cumulativepacts of these projects would be short-term
construction related impacts and would not contébtio any long-term effects as they simply restore
properties to a previous condition. In this regdhe addition of these projects to the list ofated
projects would not alter the conclusions of the .EIR

The proposed Final EIR discusses the cumulativeceffof the Jesusita Fire and rebuilding projects
(generally) as they relate to aesthetics, bioldgesources, land use, and noise. The contribwifdhe
Jesusita Fire rebuilds and repairs identified abtivecumulative impacts in other issue areas was
determined to not be significant and therefore m@sncluded in the proposed Final EIR. Nonethgles
brief discussion of these projects as it relatesutmulative impacts in these other issue areasoiged
below now that more applications have been subditte

Air Quality

The Jesusita Fire projects would contribute increally to short-term air quality impacts in comttioa

with the proposed project and other planned, pendind recently constructed projects. As discussed
Section 4.2 of the EIR, short-term constructiorated air quality impacts are considered less than
significant. These projects are rather small adesand would not be expected to generate signifidast

or emissions that would result in a significant cletive impact when added to the list of othertesla
projects.

Cultural Resources

The Jesusita Fire destroyed or damaged two hiathyrisignificant buildings in the Botanic Garden,
namely the Gane House and Wood Shed. As a rekalt, historical significance has been lost and
rebuilding of these structures, along with othefrsite non-historic structures, would not resultan
cumulative impact on historic resources. Also ig®d in the fire was the Campbell Bridge, ideatdfi
as one of the seven historic features in the LanklfRasolution for County Landmark #24. Rebuilding
this bridge in a similar design, respecting itadris features, would not contribute to a cumulatimpact

on historic resources. Additionally, these projeatsuld not contribute to cumulative impacts on
archaeological resources, as they simply involbeitding lost or damaged structures in place.
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Fire Protection

The cumulative fire analysis discussed the cumudatnpacts of buildout of the Botanic Garden prgjec
along with buildout of the Mission Canyon commuratyd associated planned and pending projects on
emergency evacuation in a wildfire scenario. Reéing of the single family dwellings and accessory
structures destroyed in the Jesusita Fire wouldementally add construction vehicles to an already
constrained roadway network along with the othéateel projects. However, these effects would be
short-term and would be offset by the reduced esdidl population in the community while houses are
being rebuilt. Additionally, they would not corfiute traffic at night, when evacuation is mostidifit

due to poor visibility. Further, unlike residentenstruction workers do not need time to gathesqel
belongings and valuables, and would likely be tist fto evacuate, clearing the area before many
residents have even left their homes. These kblpribjects would not contribute to any long-term
impacts except that the new structures will betlwith more fire-resistant building material thamat
previously existed, thus improving defensibilityith the mitigation measures imposed on the prpject
these related projects would not affect the sigaifce of the Garden’s contribution to these curivgat
impacts.

Geologic Processes

The Jesusita Fire rebuilds would contribute incretaléy to cumulative erosion and sedimentation
impacts associated with grading and site disturbandowever, most of these projects would include
little or no grading given their scope and the thett the sites have already been developed antdyra
In addition, any impacts would be short-term andilddbe mitigated through standard erosion control
measures.

Public Facilities and Recreation

These Jesusita Fire rebuild projects would haveumaulative impact on public facilities, includingater
and sewer service. They would add to the amoumattruction and demolition waste generated by
related projects. However, this would have no ingaon the project’'s cumulative contribution tosthi
impact. These rebuild projects would also havecamulative impact on recreation, as they merely
involve rebuilding what was destroyed.

Transportation/Circulation

As discussed in the land use section, the Jesksiarebuilds would result in short-term constronti
traffic. This would be at least partially offsey the reduced residential population in the comyuni
while homes are being rebuilt. In any case, thegmcts would be short-term and would not result in
any of the area roadways or intersections beingadiegl to a level of service below what was already
analyzed in the EIR. The EIR already includes raatyasis of cumulative traffic impacts and theseted
projects would have no bearing on long-term cunwdataffic levels. Additionally, many of the reil
projects are spread throughout the Mission Canyen,and many of the construction vehicles would
utilize different travel routes to access theséediint project sites. This would help to minimite
potential for cumulative traffic impacts affectismgle intersections or road segments.

Water Resources/Flooding
The Jesusita Fire rebuilds would contribute incnetaléy to cumulative short-term water quality impac

resulting from erosion and sedimentation assocaidugrading and site disturbance. However, nabst
these projects would include little to no gradingsite disturbance given their scope and the fzatt the
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sites have already been developed and graded ipaste In addition, any impacts would be shonater
and would be mitigated through standard erosiotrobmeasures.

In sum, the Jesusita Fire rebuild and repair ptsjagould add incrementally to many of the
environmental effects generated by the list ofteglgprojects. However, these impacts would betshor
term and would not result in changing the signifima of the project’s cumulative contribution in asfy
the issue areas.

V. FEIR ERRATA

This errata section contains minor corrections additions to the proposed Final EIR, in

addition to that which was identified in Sectioh dbove, which will be incorporated into the

final certified EIR. None of the proposed correns or additions alter the conclusions of the
EIR analysis or identify new significant impactgcept as discussed above.

The corrections and additions are listed belowEy section, along with an explanation for the
change. Deleted text is in strikeout. New textnigerlined.

Executive Summary

» Page 1-29, Mitigation Measure CULT 2-2The phrase "Native American representative
should not be crossed ouReason: This error reflects a discrepancy between the Biexu
Summary and the text in Section 4.4 of the EIR.

First paragraph should read:

CULT 2-2 In the event potentially significant archaeologiganains are encountered, work shall be
stopped immediately or redirected until the P&D rappd archaeologist and_a Native
American representativas-applicableevaluateshe significance of the find pursuant to
County Archaeological Guidelines. If remains avarfd to be significant, they shall be
subject to a Phase 3 mitigation program consisteith County Archaeological
Guidelines and funded by the applicant.

Section 4.1 Aesthetics and Visual Resources

 Page 4.1-33, Mitigation Measure AES 2-Zhe mitigation measure has been revised to
eliminate the requirement for performance secwitiReason: The Botanic Garden is in the
business of landscaping and the decision makersidened it unnecessary to require the
Garden to pay performance securities for the iladi@ah and maintenance of landscaping.
The County would retain the ability to ensure caanpte with the landscaping requirements
through its permit compliance and monitoring progra

TheMonitoring paragraph should read:

Monitoring : P& LB j
fepany—mﬁldeu{—uﬂde#the—\A{al—Mquen—PlanComphance staff shaII ensure conS|stency of

installation with approved plans and shall respancomplaints.
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Section 4.5 Fire Protection

» Throughout Section 4.5 and Executive Summaiyie section has been amended where
applicable to clarify that red flag days would beckdred by the National Weather Service
rather than the County Fire Department. In addjtreferences in the document to Red Flag
days or Red Flag Fire Alert days have been replage€®Red Flag Warning.” These changes
would apply throughout the document as well asRhe Protection Plan.Reason: The
County Fire Department relies on the National WeatBervice for red flag declarations.
The effectiveness of this provision is unchangethasveather criteria used for declaring red
flag conditions have not changed, only the mannewxhich the declarations are issued. A
Red Flag Warning is the current terminology usedthy National Weather Service for
identifying red flag days.

» Page 4.5-10, Last paragraphThe text should be amended to clarify that the @piire
Department requirement for road widths appliesrteape roads.Reason: Mission Canyon
Road is a public road and therefore this width negpent does not apply. Additionally, the
width requirements for a private road would be lestw24 feet with no parking, 32 feet with
parking on one side, and 40 feet with parking othstdes of the roadway.

The paragraph should read:

“Access to the Garden is provided via Mission CanRRmad, a public roadThis road has pavement
width of 20 to 22 feet from Foothill Road to then&aBarbara Botanic Garden site. The read does
would not meet County Fire Departmeetjuirements for road width applied to private avhich

are based on the number of parcels served. Ihdtésion a road width of 282 to 40 feet would be
necessary, depending on whether or not parking dvdnd allowed, in order to meet County
requirements._ However, since the road is publits toad width requirement does not apply
addition..”

» Page 4.5-17, Last paragraphThe text should be corrected to eliminate referemnceon-
compliance associated with the lack of designaeadredary accessReason: There is no
code requirement for secondary access that apfidhis project. Secondary access is
preferred to aid in emergency access, but not redun this case. Thus, the discussion of
project elements providing theame practical effecon page 4.5-18 to offset the lack of
secondary access is beneficial but unnecessary.

The paragraph should read:

“With implementation of the FPP the prOJect willeet or exceed all appllcable Code
requirementse . g :
pﬁmapy—aeeess%e—the—west—prepertyﬂewevehths—naemlane—wmle secondary
access, which is considered beneficial for emergi@acess and evacuatias,not provided
as part of this project, its absence is offsetisaptbvided_thesame practical effeatith the
provision of the following measures:”
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e Enhanced fire resistive construction to 2007 CalifaBuilding and Fire Code standards,
including:
o] Life safety interior sprinklers

Exterior fire rated walls

Glazing, dual pane, tempered windows

Vent design, size, and placement

Appendage restrictions

Attic protection (sprinklered or design features)

Others per County Code

* Road circulatory system improvements with new roads improved, widened and paved
existing roads.

* Improved water availability, fire flow and volume.

* Fire Department approved fuel modification zonesiad all structures.

* Annual inspections and maintenance of fuel modificezones.

* Emergency Preparedness Plan.

* Registration of all telephone numbers in Missiomym with Reverse 911

* Planned and rehearsed evacuation, reduced relianc#ission Canyon Road in wildfire
emergency.

* Training and annual emergency drills.

* Restrictions on general public visitation during feag warningstaysas-declared-by-the-County
Fire-Chief Limited participation and mandated shuttle bassportation associated with events
during High Fire Season Preparedness Levels.

* Remote Area Weather Station establishment in Mis€ianyon.

O O0OO0OO0OO0Oo

Page 4.5-31, Mitigation FIRE 1-1The mitigation measure has been amended to cliaty
red flag days would be declared by the National WexaService rather than the County Fire
Department.Reason: The County Fire Department relies on the Nationalatkier Service
for red flag declarations. The effectiveness @& thitigation measure is unchanged as the
weather criteria that go into declaring red flag@itions have not changed, only the manner
in which the declarations are issued.

Page 4.5-32, Mitigation FIRE 1-2The mitigation measure has been amended to cliaty
red flag days would be declared by the National WWexaService rather than the County Fire
Department.Reason: The County Fire Department relies on the Nationalatkier Service
for red flag declarations. The effectiveness @& thitigation measure is unchanged as the
weather criteria that go into declaring red flagaitions have not changed, only the manner
in which the declarations are issued.

Section 4.12 Water Resources, Drainage, and Flgodin

Page 4.12-30, Second full paragrapfihe reference to Table 4.12-11 should be cordetcte
Table 4.12-6.Reason: This simply reflects an error in the referencedablmber.
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Attachments

Attachment A — Analysis of Proposed Revisions ttidgdition Measures/Conditions of Approval
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00138)\Environmental Review\EIR Revision Letter-aBw Letter June 1.doc



Appendix A: Analysisof Proposed Revisionsto Mitigation M easures/Conditions of Approval

Santa

Barbara Botanic Garden Vital Mission Plan

Existing Condition

Proposed Condition

Discussion

Condition #63:; Intensity of Use. Total visitation
shall not exceed 110,000 persons per year foritsie
year following project approval. Thereafter,
visitation shall be limited to a 1.8% annual ina&aup
to a maximum
Beginning the first year following project approy
attendance associated wittarden classésind evenfs

shall be limited to a 1.8% annual increase ab)

existing levels (existing levels equate to 1,778
classes and 1,983 for events, based on a 10

average from 1997 to 2006), up to a maximum in@re
of 50% (i.e. 2,667 for classes and 2,974 for eve

respectively) without subsequent approval by

Planning Commission. These limits shall be based December 1 and April 30 and up to seven large apesients

a 3-year rolling average. If these limits are exizl

in any single year, the Garden shall take the rsacgs

steps to adjust its scheduling in order to adheréhé
limits on a three-year rolling average. No singlent
shall exceed 300 guests at any one time, subjebiet

separate restrictions during the High Fire Sea
in Condition #
classes and educatidg

Preparedness Levels included
Attendance for individual
programs (i.e. trainings and lectures) shall conyith
the maximums identified in the project descriptidwo
more than three events individually exceeding
attendees in any given month, inclusive of comny
events, shall be permitted.

to

increase of 50% (i.e. 165,00

Condition #63: Intensity of Use. Total visitation shall nof

fexceed 110,000 persons per quhe—ﬁ{-st—year—feuemﬂg

alaAttendance associated wﬂarden classesand sgemadavents
shall be limited to-a-1-8%-annual-increase-abovsting-levels
oyexisting-levels-equate-th 778forclasseand 1,983orevents
foespectivelypased on a 10-year average from 1997 to 2086),
) ] ¢

dar-events,—respectivelyvithout-subseguent-approval-by-
NBanning—Commissian The Garden may hold up to 10 lar
thepecial events (i.e. events greater than 80 gudstyeen

between May 1 and November 30 of each year consisig¢h

5 the any-one-time cap&hese-limitsshall-be-based-on-gear

rolling-average.If any ofthese limits are exceeded in any sin
year, the Garden shall be required to make a quurelng

Dreduction in the applicable limit for the followingarand-shall

This revision eliminates th
growth rate applied to the proje
and institutes an “any-one-time
cap. The limitations on us
would help to ensure that th
site’s population at any one tim
and activities do not compromis
the health, safety, comfort, ¢
convenience of the surroundin
ofdighborhood in terms ¢
hevacuation, traffic, noise, or oth
gpotential land use conflicts.
These changes are mo
restrictive than the previoy
condition, which allowed up to
50% increase in visitation an
glettendance associated with class
and events, and allowed events
up to 300 people. This conditig
pgvas not derived from the EIR.

Dr

staff, volunteers, visitors, and guests) shall besite at any on
time between May 1 and November 30 and no more
&eople shall be on-site at any one time betweermber 1 an
niApril 30. Staff, and their families, who reside-site shall not
be counted towards these limits. During constongt
construction workers shall not count towards thiawdits. No
slmgle event-shall exe e_eel Sgglgu_ests T“ any _SIIEE BE. bjeet

stems from required ordinang
dindings for approval and it
revision does not affect th
conclusions of the EIR o
adequacy of mitigation measure
However, by incorporating mor
restrictive use caps, impac
evaluated in the EIR associate
with increases in intensity of ug
svould be further reduced as

! Classes shall include daytime and nighttime clssemmer programs, docent and Master Gand&aining, and lectures. School groups shatll comint

towards the annual class limit.

2 SpecialEevents shall include fundraisers, community groupetings, private parties, recognition events, syrigpaad workshops, and other events not open
to the_generapublic. Special events shall not include schoolugs visiting the Garden. Special events of 8Gtguer more shall count towards one of the

permitted 17 annual events and shall count towHrelsannual attendance limit of 1,983. Special &vehless than 80 guests shall not count towdrdsl¥

permitted special events but shall count towardsathnual attendance limit of 1,983. Commutkigyents open to the public or where visitation isesjpr out

throughout the day shall not count towards the ahavent limit, but shall otherwise comply withgldondition.

1



Existing Condition Proposed Condition

Discussion

Preparedness-Levelsincluded-in-Condition-#2attendance for

individual classes and educational programs (fa@nihgs and
lectures) shall comply with the maximums identified the
project description._All events shall concludedmnset, and al
guests and workers shall be off-site within onerhddo more
than -threetwo events individually exceeding 80 attende
between December 1 and April 30 and one event leetWéay
1 and November 38-any-given-monthinclusive-of community
events shall be permitted each month

Monitoring: The Garden shall submit an annual monitor
report to P&D by the end of February for each prj@ar
documenting total visitation, at-any-one-time adi@mce, and
the number_and schedulé programs—and-activitiesents and
classesand associated attendanece-within—each-use-—catéyd

order to demonstrate compliance with this conditiokntil

construction of the new visitor entrance, whichlisin@orporate
a turnstile system or other technologically baspdreach to
monitoring any-one-time and annual attendance, Gaeden
shall hand out cards to each visitor to track theniper of
visitors on-site at any one time and require thatieer’s license
or other form of ID be left at the visitor kioskrfeach group, td
be returned upon exiting the Garden. No more tkzn
maximum number of cards can be allocated to visitrany
one time, taking into account staff, volunteers] agsearcher
also present at the Garden.

result of this revision.

€S

ng

Condition #39. Mitigation Measure N 2-1: All
music and organized social gathering events simall
in sufficient time to allow for attendees to disgeiand

Condition #39. Mitigation Measure N 2-1: All music and
@rganized social gathering events shall end by etuasdin

sufficient-time-to-allow-forattendees+tand staff shaltlisperse
exit the property by no later than 10 p.m. Amplifi and exit the property-by-no-laterthan-10-within one hour
sound shall cease by 9 p.m. Sound amplificatidmmplified seuwnd-music shall be prohibiteeease—by—9—p-m
equipment shall be directed away from the neardistited amplification for speaking shall be permit Seund
residences. Noise levels shall not exceed 65 dBAeat aAmplification equipment shall be directed away frdire
property lines during special events where ampulifisnearest residences. Noise levels shall not excBedB®é at the
sound is provided. Sound monitors shall be utllize | property lines during special events where—amylif
at least two locations on the property lines clbses seundnusic and/or amplification of voices provided. Soung
off-site residences in order to measure sound deveionitors shall be utilized in at least two locasoonn the
during events. Plan Requirements and Timing: | property lines closest to off-site residences iteorto measure
Prior to Zoning Clearance, the Santa Barbara Botasbund levels during event®?lan Requirements and Timing:

The original condition/ mitigatior
measure allowed amplified mus
to last until 9 pm. The update
condition would prohibit
amplified music and require th
all events end by sunset. Th
the change to the mitigatio
measure is more restrictive th
ighat previously proposed. Th
| prohibition of amplified musig
would decrease the potential f
> noise  to  adversely  affeg
surrounding neighbors who a

Garden shall submit to P&D for review and approyaPrior to Zoning Clearance, the Santa Barbara Bot&drden

ic

IS,

=]

AN
e

or
t
(e

classified as sensitive nois

e



Existing Condition

Proposed Condition

Discussion

documentation from their website and prototypi
rental contracts demonstrating compliance with
mitigation.

cahall submit to P&D for review and approval, documagion
Hiom their website and prototypical rental contsq
demonstrating compliance with this mitigatioriM onitoring:

P&D shall respond to neighbor complaints. The izppt shall
submit annual reports by the end of February ohezdendar
year to the County Permit Compliance plandecumenting
compliance with this condition for the prior yeaBound datg
gathered during events in which music andiomplificatiored
sound-of voice is utilized shall be included in these ann
reports, including the maximum dBA experienced he
property linesduring each event. The reports shall include
dates and times that such events are held andtygeabf music
or amplification of voiceis used, if any. The report shall al
include a log of complaints received by neighbonsl avhat
measures are being taken to respond to the cortgplaln the
event that noise levels are exceeded during a apewent,
appropriate measures shall be imposed on_the usésjons
allowing for music and/or provisions allowing farse of
amplificatiored-seund of voicefor the following year's event
to ensure compliance with this condition.

receptors. Amplification used fg

cspeaking purposes would be I¢
likely to exceed the County’
sensitive noise threshold of €
decibels at the property line
Nonetheless, the requirement f
sound monitoring would remai
in place to ensure noise levels
uahe property lines are consiste
twith County noise threshold
tAderefore, the adequacy of th
mitigation measure is unchang
sand the changes would not trigg
any new impacts or change t
conclusions of the EIR, a
discussed in Section 4.8 of tf
EIR.

5

Project Description: The Botanic Garden has four o
site existing residential units contained withirreth
buildings. These include the Director’s residence
two employee residential structures (one singleifar

dwelling and one duplex). All residences are o@ip one duplex). All residences are occupied by futlet staff of

by full-time staff of the Botanic Garden. The pci
includes converting the existing administrationldinig
(cottage) to its original use as a residence, coctitg
a garage addition to the Director's residence,
restoring the existing single family dwelling anapdex
as two single family residences (the existing dup
would be converted to a single family residencehat
Hansen Site. In addition, the project inclug
construction of two new single-family dwellingstae
Hansen Site, and one single family residence at
Cavalli property in the event sewer service
introduced into the adjacent residential area. sT
would result in a net gain of three residentialtsl

nProject Description: The Botanic Garden has four on-s
existing residential units contained within threeildings.
These include the (now burneBjrector’s residence and twj
nemployee residential structures (one single-famelling and

the Botanic Garden. The project includes convgrtthe
existing administration building_(Caretaker€ottage) to its
original use as a residence and relocating it & dite of the
abirector’'s residence to be used as the Directo€sidence
(which was destroyed in the Jesusita Fieenstructing a garag
laddition to the Director’s residence, and restoting existing
single family dwelling and duplex as two single fm
aesidences (the existing duplex would be convetted single
family residence) at the Hansen Site. In addititve, project
theludes construction of-twe-new-singhmily-dwellingsat-the
idansen-Site.—anane single family residence at the Cav
lproperty in the event sewer service is introducetb ithe
niadjacent residential area. This would result imeb gaim—ret

beyond what exists currently, for a total of seuaits.

t@he purpose of this change was

orequirements limiting the numbe
of caretaker units on any given |
in the REC zone. The Caretake
Cottage would remain within th
boundaries of the Histori
Garden. This is consistent wi
the original mitigation measur
ediscussed in Section 4.4 of ti
EIR identified to reduce impact
to historic resources associat
with relocation of the Caretaker
Cottage. Impacts t
archaeological resources wol
allso be reduced with this chan
to the project as groun
disturbance within the recordg

ensure compliance with ordinang

=

at
nt

D.
ne
d

ne

ne

gain—of-threeof residential units beyond what exists curren

tharchaeological site would b




Existing Condition

Proposed Condition

Discussion

for a total of-sevefour units.

reduced. These changes wg
evaluated as project alternativ
in Section 6.0 of the EIR, whic
concluded that these chang
would reduce impacts relative
the proposed project. No ne|
impacts would result from thi
change beyond what wa
analyzed in the EIR and therefor
the Final EIR and EIR Revisio
Letter are adequate to support t
modification.

Project Description: Fencing. Approximately 30%
of the Garden property is currently fenced withioas
fence materials (cyclone, post with wire, and woind
areas generally along portions of Mission Cany

Road, Tunnel Road, Las Canoas Road, and along Read, and along the south and east property boiesdaf the

south and east property boundaries of the Cavadi

The Garden proposes to replace and install a 3%
high perimeter fence along most of the Garden pitgp
boundaries, and will maintain, except as noted e
an existing six-foot high, black cyclone securignée
which is limited to specific portions of the Misgig
Canyon Road and Tunnel Road property bound
Existing and proposed fencing would result

approximately 70% of the Garden property perime
being fenced.

The perimeter fence is proposed to be a 3% fodi
visually and wildlife permeable post with smoothrev
or stone pillar with two flat rail design, avoidin
designated fence openings within riparian/wildl
corridors. In addition, fencing would not be pldg
where setbacks are required from riparian vegetd
and installation shall not require oak tree remg
impacts. The perimeter fence would be set back
feet from adjacent roadways where feasible gi
topographic and vegetation constraints.

The exjsti

Project Description: Fencing. Approximately 30% of the
Garden property is currently fenced with variouscke materials
(cyclone, post with wire, and wood) in areas geheralong
grortions of Mission Canyon Road, Tunnel Road, Lasdas

SCavalli Site. The Garden proposes to replace astll a 3%%-
fémot high perimeter fence along most of the Gargesperty

eboundarles —anel—mﬂ—mamtmn—e*eept—as—neted—be\lewn

Funnel-Road-property-boundarfExisting-and-proposedl btal

fencing would result in approximately 70% of the ar
iproperty perimeter being fenced.

2ter

The perimeter fence is proposed to be a 3% fodt higually
and wildlife permeable post with smooth wire ornstapillar
higith two flat rail design, avoiding designated fenopenings

within riparian/wildlife corridors. In addition,ehcing would

The existing six-foot sitguUfence—a

oot be placed where setbacks are required fromriaipa evaluated
fegegetation and installation shall not require osdetremoval
eimpacts. The perimeter fence would be set bacKesk from
tiadjacent roadways where feasible given topograpdmd
vaiagetann constramts

S

six-foot security fence, a portion of which alongrhel

tedkre not previously identified.

This change to the project wou
replace the existing chain lin
fencing with the 3 % foot fencin
which is proposed along othg
boundaries of the project sit
The existing cyclone fencing wg
identified in the EIR ag
aesthetically out of character wi
the neighborhood and a potent
barrier to wildlife movement an
hazard to pedestrian and bicyq
users on the roadways. Replaci
this fencing with the 3 Y-foo
fencing would improve wildlife
movement and result in a mo
visually compatible design. Th
change is consistent  wit
Alternative 4 of the EIR whicl
replacement of th
existing cyclone
Therefore, the change does 1
alter the conclusions of the EIR
result in any new impacts th

fencing,

ere
eS

ne

ot
or
At




Existing Condition Proposed Condition Discussion
Road was constructed subsequent to the Notice atdngen-portions of-the-site—alenalylission Canyon Road and

Preparation and is considered part of the proposkghnel Road would be replaced with the 3 % -foajhh

project, is a black-vinyl coated cyclone fence gest
with wildlife portals and would be maintained awis
portions of the site along Mission Canyon Road

Tunnel Road. The existing fencing along TunneldRp&

included in the project would be relocated to pdevan

approximate six foot setback from the roadway| &8
minimize visibility of the fence and accommodaté

pedestrian passage along the roadway, where feg
given the site’s topographic and vegetation coimgsal
Currently, nearby residents who are also member
good standing of the Garden and who have K
granted permission are permitted access to Ga
paths via existing secured gates during reg
operating hours. The Garden intends to continu

allow neighboring residents to gain access throitgh

gates under the current terms, but reserves tie tiag
restrict access in the future.

perimeter fence This replacement shall occur prior to
concurrent with the construction of the first bmkub Phase |

sﬁhllrrently, nearby residents who are also membergaod
standing of the Garden and who have been grantadigson

saie permitted access to Garden paths-via-exiséogred-gates
egduring regular operating hours. The Garden inteadsntinue

rderallow neighboring residents to gain access tiinoiis gates

2 jiothe future.

ulander the current terms, but reserves the righestrict access

i
or

D

Condition #21. Mitigation Measure CULT 3-2:
Limit pavement (including areas improved with paye

and hardscape to the Administration/Education aree

Horticulture/Support area, the currently paved ic@n

areas surrounding the Meadow, and selected adjacs

areas for accessibility. Paved pedestrian acceds
trail areas shall constitute no more than ten parceé
(10%) above the existing paved areas within

Historic Garden regardless of material. Requirazep
access for ADA and County Fire Department purpd
to and around proposed new buildings shall not t
towards the 10% limit. It is also recommended that
Applicant  consider the repaving of
Administration/Education  courtyard  with mo
historically appropriate material based on histg
photos. Trail design shall reflect the naturalisticd
informal patterns historically associated with thail
system. It is recommended that for the currentlyeol
areas and for areas to be paved in accordancethistt

théPaving shall not be permitted on existing dirtlgailt is also

Condition #21

M|t|gat|0n Measure CULT 3-2:

tthe—eurrentty—paved—eentraLareas—serrearmng—tbaMN—and

tlﬂegardtess—ef—rqqaterr«ﬂtew paving shaII be of natural mater
and be limited to that which is required fdRequiredpavegath

sefs travel access for ADA_purposeand emergency vehicl
piecess forCounty Fire Department purposes to and aro

proposed new buildingshat-ret-count-towards-the-10%Hm

raeecommended that the Applicant consider the reppehthe
risdministration/Education courtyard with more histatly
appropriate material based on historic photos.| Tiegign shall
reflect the naturalistic and informal patterns dnigally
associated with the trail system. It is recommenithat for the
n currently paved areas and for areas to be pavestdordance

The EIR identified a significan
but mitigable impact to histori
resources from the propose
paving of trails throughout th
Historic Garden (Section 4.4 ¢
the EIR). To mitigate this impac
the EIR limited any new pavin
alo a maximum of 10% aboyv
existing amounts. Th
emodification to the mitigation
unteasure proposed by the Board
tSupervisors would further [limit
new paving to only that which is
required for Fire Department and
ADA access to and around
buildings. No trails would be
permitted to be paved under the
revised mitigation  measure.
Therefore, the mitigation measure

O~

L= 1)

D D

of

measure (the 10% additional paved area), alter

nefith this measurethe—10%additional-paved—arealternate

is more restrictive than previousl|y




Existing Condition

Proposed Condition

Discussion

materials such as decomposed granite and perm

grids be investigated and that a materials palet

developed to ensure sustainability, integratiorhlite
natural environment, and sensitive transition fr
hardscape to natural sectiori@an Requirements and

Timing: Paving and hardscape plans shall be revie|
and approved by P&D and SBAR prior to Zoni
Clearance issuance.

Monitoring: P&D shall conduct field inspections
ensure compliance with the approved paving plans.

catdeerials such as decomposed granite and permgetike be
2 investigated and that a materials palette be dpeeldo ensure
sustainability, integration with the natural envingent, and
peensitive transition from hardscape to naturalisest Plan
Requirements and Timing: Paving and hardscape plans sk
wWeel reviewed and approved by P&D and SBAR prior doizg
n€learance issuance.

M onitoring:
acompliance with the approved paving plans.

P&D shall conduct field inspections to ensursite and therefore, the Final El

contemplated and would furthe
2 reduce  impacts to  histori
resources by preserving the
existing dirt trails in thein
alturalistic  state. No ne
impacts would be created |
further limiting the amount o
paving that can be installed o

R
and EIR Revision Letter are
adequate to support the modified

mitigation measure.

N/A

Condition #101: No Land Use Permit or Zoning Clearan
shall be issued for development under the Vitaldidis Plan
without 1) a finding of consistency with policiesnda

Community Plan, and 2) a finding of compliance watdinance
amendments of the Board initiated Mission Canyom@winity
Plan.

development standards of the adopted Mission Canyand Use & Development Cod

c&his proposed condition simpl
restates what is already
requirement under the County

It has no affect on the project.

Condition #31. Mitigation Measure FIRE 1-1: The
FPP is documented in the report entitBadta Barbara
Botanic Garden Vital Mission Plan Conceptual Fire
Protection Plan, Dudek, Draft July 2009 (contained
Appendix E of the FEIR). The FPP shall be revise
provide greater flexibility in the maintenance

irrigated planted exhibits of native California pia
within the fuel modification zones. SBBG shall

required to implement all requirements set forthhis
FPP, which has been approved by the SBCFD
P&D, or subsequent updated versions of the plal
approved by the SBCFD and P&D. Specific operatia
elements of the plan include the following:

a. Closure of Garden to the public, including special or if already open shall immediately closglesure—of
events, on all Red Flag Alert days called whjch Gardento-the public—including-special-everts,all Red
include Mission Canyon; Flag -Alert-Warning days -calledissued by the Nationg

b. Restrictions on special events during High Hire Weather Servicahich include Mission Canyon;

Season Preparedness levels, including 1) maxin
attendance of 180 guests for any single event,

Condition #31. Mitigation Measure FIRE 1-1: The FPP is
documented in the report entitleBanta Barbara Botanic
Garden Vital Mission Plan Conceptual Fire Protection Plan,
rDudek, Draft July 2009 (contained in Appendix Bl FEIR).
d The FPP shall be revised to provide greater fléjbin the
ofmaintenance of irrigated planted exhibits of natvalifornia
plants within the fuel modification zones. SBBGakshbe
beequired to implement all requirements set forththis FPP,
which has been approved by the SBCFD and P&D,
asubsequent updated versions of the plan as approyeite
n BBCFD and P&D. Specific operational elements of fien
naktlude the following:

a. The Garden shall not open to the public, includévents,

nu Restrictions on special events—during—High—Fire-s8as
and Preparedness—levbistween May 1 and November ,

Defining the high fire season &
lasting from May 1 through

November 30 does not change the
adequacy of the mitigatio
measure.  Providing definitiv

dates provides more assurarice
and predictability to the Garden
and public and improves the
rpnitoring and enforceability
the condition. May 1 throug
November 30 represents the
period of the year historicall
considered the high fire seasan.
Placing greater restrictions on use
between May 1 and November
is consistent with the original
lintent of the mitigation measur
which was to place greater
1 restrictions on use during the hi

30fire  season. Changing the




Existing Condition

Proposed Condition

Discussion

2) the use of shuttle buses or trolleys to trarts
guests for any event exceeding 80 guests, wi
requirement that the shuttle buses remain on
for the duration of the event to facilitate rap
evacuation of the guests in a single trip.

At no time shall commercial buses greater than
axles or 45 passengers be sanctioned by the

G
for carrying visitors to and from the BotarI

Garden during High Fire Season Prepared
levels.

Plan Requirements and Timing: The FPP shall b
included in the project's deed encumbrances.

addition, a requirement for annual inspection df
active and passive fire protection mitigation measy
including vegetation management, shall also
included in the project’'s deed encumbrances. SE
shall submit an annual report to P&D in February
each year documenting the number, size, and dét
special events and activities held during periodls
High Fire Season Preparedness Levels during
previous year and measures taken to ensure corogl
with the above requirements.
include a list of days in which the Garden closed tb
Red Flag conditions, and any activities that wj
canceled or rescheduled as a result. The Gardgh
be responsible for determining when red f
conditions have been declared for the area. Tiad
be accomplished by monitoring the NOAA website
least three times each day (8am, 12pm, and 4pm
maintaining a daily log identifying days and times
which red flag conditions have been declared and
programs or activities affected as a result. Tbg
shall be submitted to P&D along with the annuabrép
The methods for monitoring how and when red f
conditions have been declared can be modified by
County Fire Department at any time.

The report shall alaonual inspection of all active and passive firetgetion

por including 1) -maximum—attendance—of - 180-gpiseforany
ith a single-evento more than one special event per mpatid
site 2) the use of shuttle buses or trolleys to trartsgoests for|
id any event exceeding 80 guests, with a requireniettthe
shuttle buses remain on-site for the duration efdhent to
two facilitate rapid evacuation of the guests in a lgingp_and
rdenparking for the shuttle be provided at a site al@sof
¢ Mission Canyon and adjacent high fire hazard awsad
ess accessed from Garden Street and soutf using the
Mission for off-site parking, vehicles shall exitet parking

lot using the Garden Street driveway.
c. At no time shall commercial buses-greater-thandwes-or
In 45-passengertonger than 31 feebe sanctioned by th
al Garden for carrylng visitors to and from the Bota@arden
vé&shool buse

D

BG provision.
ofl. The Garden shall hold at least one unannounceddfile

es 0 each year.

0

fPlan Requirementsand Timing: The FPP shall be included
ahe project’'s deed encumbrances. In additiongairement for

mitigation measures, including vegetation managémsimall
eedso be included in the project's deed encumbranceBBG
sthall submit an annual report to P&D in Februaryeath year
agocumenting the number, size, and dates of speeihts and

5 activities held-during-periods-of High-Fire-Seafaparednes

andhpliance with the above requirements. The regloatl also
include a list of days in which the Garden closes do Red
drlag conditions and any activities that were canceled
rescheduled as a result. The Garden shall be msipe for
determining when red flag warningsenditons-have been
adpelaredissued by the National Weather Servioe the area.
frhis shall be accomplished by monitoring the NOA&bsite at
least three times each day (8am, 12pm, and 4pm)
maintaining a daily log identifying days and tiniaswvhich red

from “2 axles or 45 passenger
to “31 feet long” results in

capacity of buses that
transport guests to and from t
Garden, since buses 31 feet
seats and 2 axles or
school field trips from

restriction is consistent with th

5no more than 45 passenge

be used for school field trips shall be exempt froms thFurther, this limitation has bee

modified to apply year-round
which is more restrictive than th
original mitigation measure whic
only limited bus sizes during th
rhigh fire season. Therefore, tl
mitigation measure is mor
restrictive than the origind
measure and impacts to fi
hazards and public safety wou
be further reduced under th
revised mitigation measure
scompared to the origing

q

a&evelsduring the previous year and measures taken torendanguage. Restricting the locatig

for off-site parking and shuttlin
to Garden Street south wou
durther remove the off-sit¢
parking location from the fire
hazard area and area of poten
evacuation. This would furthe
reduce impacts relative to th

flag warningenditions have been declared and any program

andposed project as it wa
previously assumed that off-si
sparking could occur in lowe

limitation on the size of buse

a
greater limitation on the size ar
lor:

less in length have fewer than 4
les
Exempting school buses used f{
this

eoriginal intent of the mitigation
measure, since school buses c4d

S
=

d
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he

or
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activities affected as a result. This log shall sabmitted to
P&D along with the annual report. The methodsnfimnitoring
how and when red flag conditions have been declasdbe
modified by the County Fire Department at any time.

Mission Canyon. Given th
infrequency of utilizing off-site
parking locations and th

utilized primarily on weekend

at least one unannounced fire d

Garden’s Fire Protection Pla
mitigation measures would n
impacts and the analysis a

conclusions of the Final EIF
remain adequate.

N/A

Condition #102. The Garden shall be closed to the pub
including special events, on days when the Gard®&mote
Access Weather Station (RAWS) records the followiwaather
conditions:

* Relative humidity of 15% or less with either suséal
winds of 25 mph or greater or frequent gusts ofri§th or
greater (for a duration of 6 hours or more); or

* Relative humidity of 10% or less for a period of H8urs
or more (with no wind criteria); or

« Widespread and/or significant dry lightening (to
determined by the National Weather Service).

Plan Requirements and Timing: The RAWS system shall b

linked to a website accessible to the public. TGaeden shal

check the RAWS data three times each day and ¢toskee
public at any time the readings exceed the requerdmeters

Monitoring: A daily log identifying days and times of the

readings, including those during which these pataraehave,

lid\dding this condition provides
mechanism for utilizing loca
weather data specific to Missid
Canyon in determining when th
Garden must close due

localized red flag conditions. |
addition to closure on declarg
red flag warning days, this ne
condition provides an addition:
pprotective measure in ensurif
the Garden does not compromi
ethe health, safety, or welfare

the surrounding community as
relates to fire safety and th

sgluring days experiencin
localized red flag weatheg

been exceeded and any programs or activities affeat a

conditions. The addition of thi

8

e
likelihood that they would be

outside of peak traffic periods,
impacts to local roads ar
intersections in terms of level of
service or capacity would not he
significant. Lastly, adding a
requirement that the Garden haqld

each year codifies in the condition
what is already included in the

Therefore, these changes to the

minimization of fire hazards

D

N

Dt

create any new or more severe
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result shall be maintained and provided to P&D alwith the
annual report identified in Condition #31. P&D Bhaview

complaints.

EIR. The Board of Superviso
has proposed this condition

ordinance findings for approval.

condition does not change the
conclusions of the EIR. Fir
the annual report to ensure compliance and respwndhazard impacts would remajn
significant but mitigable absent
this additional condition, as
discussed in Section 4.5 of the

support of the necessaf

[0

=]

<

N/A Condition #103. Whenever the National Weather Servic€his condition has been added|to
issues a “Fire Weather Watch” -- which means thitical fire | provide an additional layer qf
weather conditions are possible -- the Botanic &arshall not| safety during periods of high firg
open to visitors, or if already open shall immeelatclose. | hazard conditions. It has been
However, the Botanic Garden may open, or remaim alpging | included in to support the
a "Fire Weather Watch,” if Botanic Garden provid®s on-| ordinance findings for approval.
premises Fire Watch of at least one person, whipadified as| Its inclusion does not alter the
both a California State Certified Firefighter 1 aadNational| conclusions of the EIR or affe¢
Wildfire Coordinating Group Field Observer, or ealent| the adequacy of the mitigatign
qualifications as determined by Santa Barbara Gokline, and| measures in reducing fire impagts
who is in direct communication by radio or telepbomith the| to less than significant levels.
Botanic Garden’s Lead Emergency Contact, so that Rine
Watch can observe and report critical fire weattmrditions to
the Botanic Garden’s Lead Emergency ContactPlan
Requirements and Timing: The Garden shall check the
NOAA website three times each day and maintain iy diag
identifying days and times in which a Fire Weatli¢atch has
been declared and any programs or activities &ffeas a result].

If a Fire Watch officer is retained to remain op#ns shall be
included in the daily log. This log shall be mitted to P&D
along with the annual report identified in Conditigt31.
Monitoring: P&D shall review the annual reports to ensure
compliance and respond to complaints.

N/A Condition #104. The criteria for closing the Garden shall p&his condition has been added|to
included in all rental contracts to third partieslizing the | minimize the potential fo
Garden for special events or meetings. The Gastiah post a members of the public to come o

temporary sign at the intersection of Mission Canfgnad and

Foothill Road near Fire Station #15 informing theblic of
Garden closures. The sign shall be removed imrteddiapon

on days when the Garden
closed due to high fire haza

the Garden and travel the roads

is
d
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re-opening of the Garden. Additionally, the Gardéall send

email blasts to P&D as well as the Santa BarbamféCence

and Visitor's Bureau, Mission Canyon Associatiomd aareal

hotels informing them of Garden closures.

conditions. Additionally, thig
condition would ensure that
renters using the site for a special
event are aware of the restrictions
and the criteria for closure of the
Garden and cancellation of
events. This condition does npt
cause any new physical impagts
as it is simply an informationg
and disclosure provision.

N/A

Condition #100. Additional shovel test pits shall be conductetihis condition does not affect th

by a County-qualified archaeologist in a mannerseiant with
County Archaeological Guidelines and current prsifasal
standards to determine the presence or absence
archaeological deposits within the area of propafistlirbance
along the Hansen site driveway associated with wegd
improvements and utility trenching. A plan for thebsurface
testing shall be prepared and submitted to P&D afpproval
prior to commencement of the test pits. The resaolt the
testing shall be included in a report and submited&D for
review and approval prior to Zoning Clearance igseafor
development in that area of the site. If additiaegources are
identified and determined to be significant purdudn
Condition #19, redesign and/or relocation of thiaistructure
improvements shall be evaluated to avoid disturbasfcthese
resources. If avoidance is not feasible, subsdqglaa recovery
consistent with Condition #17 shall be conducted.

adequacy of existing mitigatio
> mefsures related |
archaeological resources pas
discussed in Section 4.4 of the
EIR. The EIR identified impacts
to cultural resources in the area|of
the shovel test pits and thege
impacts were already mitigated |n
the EIR to less than significant
2 levels. The shovel test pits would
be occurring in areas of the site
that were originally proposed {
be disturbed with future
development, so it would not
result in the disturbance of any
new areas that were npt
previously evaluated in the EIR as
part of the proposed projeat.
Thus, this additional condition i
not necessary to reduce impacts to
less than significant levels,
though it provides for more of
methodical review of the site.
The condition was included t
address concerns raised by the
Native American community an

e
conclusions of the EIR or the
n
(0]

=]

support the applicable ordinance
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findings for approval.
Condition #18. Mitigation Measure CULT 2-1: | Condition #18. Mitigation Measure CULT 2-1: | This mitigation measure
Archaeological monitoring shall be conducted by Archaeological monitoring shall be conducted by aufy- | contributes to reducing the

County-approved archaeologist in all areas of guo,
alterations (including excavation or grading
building construction, paving, pathway improveme
fencing, or infrastructure as well as fuel modifioa
activities that would involve subsurface disturban
e.g., tree removals) on the project site and wighiblic
roadways, and during demolition of E26-R. T
archaeological monitor shall have the authoritynadt
any activities impacting potentially significa
archaeological resources and
monitor/archaeological consultant must be permitte
adequately evaluate the find in accordance with &E
criteria. Prior to the commencement of any grou
disturbing activity, the archaeological monitor I§h
instruct construction staff as to the archaeoldg
sensitivity of the site and procedures to followtlre
event that an archaeological resource is encouht
See mitigation measure CULT 2-2, below, for furtt
discussion of measures to be taken if resources
encounteredPlan Requirements/Timing: Prior to
issuance of a grading permit, a contract or Lette
Commitment between the applicant and a Cou
approved archaeologist, consisting of a pro
description and scope of work, shall be preparéde

contract/letter must be executed and submitted&d B Monitoring:

for review and approval.

theonitor/archaeological

uapproved archaeologist and Native American monitorall
omreas of ground alterations (including excavatiograding for
nbuilding construction, paving, pathway improvemefercing,
or infrastructure as well as fuel modification sities that
cwould involve subsurface disturbance, e.g., treaosals) on
the project site and within public roadways, andrirdy
hdemolition of E26-R. The archaeological monitstsall have
the authority to halt any activities impacting putelly
nisignificant archaeological resources and
consultant must be permittén
dadequately evaluate the find in accordance with EEGxeria.
®rior to the commencement of any ground-disturkangvity,
nthe archaeological__and Native Americamonitors shall
ainstruct construction staff as to the archaeoldgseasitivity of
dhe site and procedures to follow in the event tlaat
archaeological resource is encountered. See miitigeneasure
eIGULT 2-2, below, for further discussion of measuebe taken
néf resources are encountere®lan Requirements/Timing:
Bror to issuance of a grading permit, a contractetter of
Commitment between the applicant and a County apor
[ archaeologist and Native American monjt@onsisting of a
ryoject description and scope of work, shall beppred. The
econtract/letter must be executed and submitted &D For
review and approval.

P&D shall confirm monitoring by the
archaeologist and Native Americand P&D grading inspector
shall spot check field work.

(=]

n

impacts of the project to less th
significant levels, as discussed
Section 4.4 of the EIR. Th
revision to this mitigation
measure increases the oversi
project site to
archaeological

ensure  arf
deposit

identified.
impacts to cultural resources we
already mitigated in the EIR t
less than significant levels

Therefore, the adequacy of thi

mitigation is not affected and th
conclusions  of
unchanged.

Condition #20. Mitigation Measure CULT 3-1: The

volume, massing, and siting of all new constructianassing, and siting of all new construction botst @ad west of

both east and west of Mission Canyon Road g
respect the historic character and features of
Historic Botanic Garden and conform to the Secye
of the Interior'sStandards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties with  Guidelines for  Preserving,
Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Restructuring Historic

Condition #20. Mitigation Measure CULT 3-1: The volume,

hilission Canyon Road shall respect the historic attar and
tleatures of the Historic Botanic Garden and confdomthe
dBecretary of the InteriorsStandards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving,

Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Restrueturing—Reconstructing
Historic Buildings and Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural

Buildings and Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural

Landscapes.

This change to Mitigation
Measure 3-1 follows the action

the County Historic Landmarks

Advisory Commission in
requiring their review and
approval of the elements of th

Cultural Landscape Master Plan

that pertain to the County Histor
Landmark #24. This does n

11

the EIR are

an

in

e

ght
of ground disturbance within the

y

s
tlncountered during grading are
Previously identified
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Landscapes.

Plan Requirements/Timing: Prior to approval o
Zoning Clearances, the Applicant shall prepare
Cultural Landscape Master Plan for the Hista
Botanic Garden to be used as a guide for prg
implementation, as well as a framework for ongo
Garden management. This plan will reiterate
historic design intent for the Garden; identify wer-
defining features; prescribe a process to ensusé
historic  features are  protected through
implementation of the proposed project; ass
transparency in  implementation; and gu
maintenance, interpretation, and visitor experie
incorporating the Garden’s history. The Cultu
Landscape Master Plan shall include the following:

a) Documentation of character-defining features
the Historic Garden, including the preparation
an Historic Structures Report for each historica
significant  building on the property, an
documentation of existing conditions for trai
planted sections, structures, objects, and o
significant features.

b) Goals and design principles based on the Segr
of the Interior's Standards to guide Gard
development.

c) Brief history of Garden development,
construction chronology, and description of {
Garden’s historic significance.

d) Methodology for implementing the proposed p
and its various mitigation measures.

e) Treatment approaches for each facet of
proposed project including building design, pav

nce
ral)

of
of

ally
d

D)
ther

c)
ot
en
d)
a
he
e)

an

ng

and fencing materials and location, trail a

nd

Plan Requirements/Timing:
Clearances, the Applicant shall prepare a Cultuealdscape
> Master Plan for the Historic Botanic Garden to lsedias 3
riguide for project implementation, as well as a feamrk for
jectgoing Garden management. This plan will reitertiie
rgstoric design intent for the Garden; identify idwer-defining
thieatures; prescribe a process to ensure that icidemtures are
protected throughout implementation of the propopegject;
thssure transparency in implementation; and guidaterance,
Dirtterpretation, and visitor experience incorporgtine Garden’s
uhgstory. The Cultural Landscape Master Plan shadlude the
dmllowing:

Documentation of character-defining features thie
Historic Garden, including the preparation of arstbliic
Structures Report for each historically significdniilding
on the property, and documentation of existing diorms
for trails, planted sections, structures, objeeisd other

significant features.

Goals and design principles based on the Segref the
Interior's Standards to guide Garden development.

Brief history of Garden development,
and description of the Garden’s histori

chronology,
significance.

Methodology for implementing the proposed plam dts
various mitigation measures.

Treatment approaches for each facet of the peabproject
including building design, paving and fencing metisrand
location, trail and section maintenance and inttipe
program. An historic plant palette, along with astbric
building materials palette will be identified fozsearch and
the treatment purposes, but should not limit futureeriats use

or plantings.

change
of the EIR as the required conte
Plan &

Landscape Master

unchanged.

a congtouc

the adequacy of the
Prior to approval of Zoning mitigation measure or conclusions

and elements of the Cultural

nt

re
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Final plans and completed reports shall be subditie

section maintenance and interpretive program.
historic plant palette, along with a historic birig

materials palette will be identified for researctda shall be submitted to the County HLAC for reviewdaapproval

treatment purposes, but should not limit fut
materials use or plantings.

P&D prior to Zoning Clearance. Final designs shall
reviewed and approved by South County BAR prio
Zoning Clearance issuance.

Ainal plans and completed reports shall be subdhiibeP&D
prior to Zoning Clearance. The Cultural Landscapsestdr Plan

uref _applicable elements within the Landmark prior
construction of any alterations to the LandmaFknal designs
shall be reviewed and approved by South County BR#Br to
Zoning Clearance issuance.

to

Project Description, Construction Phasing:
Implementation of the Vital Mission Plan is expette
occur in two sequential phases, consisting of
following:

Phase | will consist of all infrastructu

improvements (water and sewer line extensid

and all new Eastside
Horticultural Center,
Center/Herbarium, Gane House
Hansen and Cavalli improvements, etc.).
Phase Il will consist of all
development (i.e. Education Center, Childre

development (

Laboratory, Entry Sequence, North Wing remog

Blaksley Library remodel, Restroom remod

etc.).

Phase | shall be completed within five years frém
start of construction. This time period can beeaged
by the Planning Director up to an additional year
good cause shown. The construction of Phase |l
not commence until at least 12 months following
completion of Phase | new development.

Conservation
rebuild, ard

new Westside

Project Description, Construction Phasing:
Implementation of the Vital Mission Plan is expe&tte occur in
theo sequential phases, consisting of the following:

e« Phase | will consist of all infrastructure improvemts

ns) development (i.e. Horticultural Center, Conservaf
.e. Center/Herbarium, Gane House rebuild, and Hanseh
Cavalli improvements, etc.).

Phase Il will consist of all new Westside developmg.e.
Education Center, Children’s Laboratory, Entry Same,
North Wing remodel, Blaksley Library remodel, Restm
n’s remodel, etc.).

dhfrastructure improvements, including water andvese line
ekextensions, shall be completed and hydrants testembnfirm
compliance with Fire Department standards (curyedt?50
tgpm at 20 psi residual pressure) before commen
construction of the remaining Phase | developmext more
fthan two buildings shall be constructed at any tich&ing
stizhases | and 1l.Phase | shall be completed within five ye
tHeom the start of construction. This time peri@hde extende

shown. The construction of Phase Il shall not cemeoe until
at least 12 months following the completion of Rhasnew
development_or half the length of construction dfage |,
whichever is longer

e (water and sewer line extensions) and all new Em%mm to commencing constructio

AISf the Phase |

. ) » jFurther, the language has be
by the Planning Director up to an additional yeardood cause

The construction phasing hg
been revised in order to clarif
that infrastructure improvement
namely water and sewer lin
extensions, would be complets

of the rest of Phase
%révelopment. This was th
original intent of the phasing, S

this revision clarifies that intent.

In addition, the quiet period i
between Phase | and Phase Il
been revised to provide th
Garden with an incentive t
complete the construction in
timely and efficient

order to ensure that hydrants &
operational prior to constructio
developmen

modified to clarify that no morg
than two buildings can b
constructed simultaneousl!
consistent with the constructig
phasing that was contemplated
the EIR. For example, Phase
in the EIR included

mannet.
Cffese changes were made

O —S g0 IP<

nas

reconstruction of the Gane Hou
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and construction of the ne
Herbarium/Conservation Centg
which together total 13,73
square feet of floor area. The E
impact analyses based

conclusions  of  constructio
impacts on the peak constructi
activity that could occur under th
proposed construction phasin
No combination of two new
buildings on the east or west sid
of Mission Canyon Road woul
exceed this square foota
already contemplated in the El
Therefore, these changes do |
trigger any new impacts d
change the conclusions of tf
EIR. The increased quiet perid
is designed to grant surroundir

support the necessary finding th
the project would not compromig
the health, safety, an
convenience of the surroundir
community.

N/A

Condition #99. An informational meeting shall be held wi
the public to receive comments and input on plansired to be
prepared prior to Zoning Clearance, including th&e |
Protection Plan (Condition #31), Construction Tiaf€ontrol
Plan (Condition #33), Transportation Management nH
(Condition #46), and Construction Housekeeping H
(Condition #69). This informational meeting shadl held prior
to approval of said plans and prior to Zoning Cé&ae issuanc
for Phase | construction. P&D will make draft gdaavailable
and inform the Mission Canyon Association and Fagerof
Mission Canyon and post the date and time of th@nmational
meeting on P&D’s website at least 10 days prigth® meeting.

Hrhis condition was developed ag
compromise in order to resolve ;
- appeal issue raised by the Frien
of Mission Canyon. Thig
Planformational meeting does n
lahange the conclusions of the E
or the effectiveness of th
b mitigation measures.  Rather,
provides an opportunity fo
concerned residents and memb
of the public to review an
comment on various plan

P&D shall retain discretion over plan approval aochpliance.

residents relief from ongoing
construction. These changes

prepared as conditions

14
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approval prior to their approva
by P&D.

Project Description, Temporary Exhibits: In
addition to the permanent structures identifiedvab
the Garden would periodically erect
installations, representing either seasonal dispdaiyart
exhibits. Seasonal displays would be in placenio
more than 90 days and temporary art exhibits sic|
have occurred in the past (e.g. Toad Hall, Herlkéta
would be in place for no more than three yeg
Temporary art exhibits would not exceed 1,200 sg
feet in size.

b permanent structures identified above,
seasonal displays or art exhibits.
place for no more than 90 days and temporary dribés such
has have occurred in the past (e.g. Toad Hall, iFartker) would
be in place for no more than-thrego years. Temporary a
exhibits would not exceed 1,200 square feet in size

har

Project Description, Temporary Exhibits: In addition to the
the Gardesuldy
temporanyeriodically erect temporary installations, represegy either
Seasonalalisphould be in

This revision reduces the leng
of time a temporary exhibit ca
remain on-site from three yea
down to two years. This chang
was identified to address concer
raised by the public as to th
tappropriateness of tempora
exhibits within the Garden and
consistent with the Board’
previous action on the He
Parker exhibit. The EIR ha
identified less than significan
impacts associated with th
temporary exhibits given that th
site would be returned to its pri
state once the exhibits we
removed. By reducing the leng
of time such exhibits can rema

installed, impacts would b

further reduced.
Project Description, Meadow Terrace: The project| Project Description, Meadow Terrace: TFhe—project—alsq The change to the proje
also includes terracing of the Meadow Oaks arethen includes-terracing-of- the-Meadow-Oa hetwide-of| description reflects the Count
west side of the Meadow, an area that has histyricdhe—Meadow,—an—area—that-hashistorcdlleen—used—as @Historic Landmarks Advisory
been used as a gathering space and where a lakgegasher dyi@bi Commission’s denial of th
tree previously existed but was removed due to H A : Meadow Terrace project. Th
failing condition. This feature, referred to asef EIR identified a significant bu
Meadow Terrace, would consist of three low-levelkr mitigable impact to historid
retaining walls defining the terrace levels. Théak| A resources associated wi
Meadow Terrace project area is approximately 4,08 construction of the Meado

square feet, with planting beds along the edgeaoh
retaining wall and decomposed granite making up
terraces. A total of approximately 150 linear feét
retaining walls is proposed and would have a nat
Santa Barbara sandstone facing.
exposed height of the retaining walls would be

inches and they would be designed to provide spats

for the public. The Meadow Terrace would be use

The maxinntme

Terrace. Elimination of thg
Meadow Terrace from the proje
description would avoid impact
to historic resources associat
with this element of the projec
The site would be returned to i
dorior condition. This would occu

prior to issuance of Zonin
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both an exhibit of annual and low growing color
California perennials and other native plants and
area for hosting special events. The Meadow Ter|
project would be designed so that hardscape
minimized and the terrace reflects the naturaliatid
informal design historically associated with theaar
The hard edge of terrace retaining walls shall
softened, potentially with earthen berms and pheysti
to minimize the effect of abrupt changes in elamat
Terrace surfaces and areas between the retainilig
shall remain unpaved and the retaining walls shal
continue east of the footpath surrounding the Mead
An oak tree shall be planted to replace the traeulas
removed so that spatial relationships between

Meadow Oaks area and the Meadow are maintaineq

Clearance for
Phase I.
b of

not

development
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