
Lee-Rodriguez, Nicole 

From: LAMARA HEARTWELL [joyblossom@mac.com]
Sent: Monday, May 17, 2010 10:41 PM
To: Wolf, Janet; sbcob; Gray, Joni; Farr, Doreen; Centeno, Joseph; Allen, Michael (COB); Carbajal, Salud
Subject: Column in NP re Botanic Garden
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Opinion: SHARED 
SPACE? Duplication and 
expansion of facilities for 
large gatherings is an 
expensive and dangerous 
proposition for 
community 
Sydney Baumgartner 
May 16, 2010 6:39 AM 
 
I'd like to challenge the Santa Barbara 
community to come together to solve a 
looming problem that affects us all so 
profoundly. The Santa Barbara Botanic 
Garden and the Santa Barbara Museum of 
Natural History were one united organization 
at their inception, sharing facilities and 
disciplines to study, explore and instruct Santa 
Barbara about its environment. 
 
Both of these venerable institutions are in the 
throes of expansion. 
 
The Botanic Garden has proposed large 
gathering facilities for instruction and is on the 
brink of county consideration and approval of 
its expansion. 
 
The Natural History Museum has invited 
neighbors from the city's Upper Eastside to 
view its plans for expansion of its facilities 
with greater capacity for gatherings, events, 



education and instruction, as well as better traffic 
circulation. 
 
Saint Anthony's Seminary is expanding its facilities 
for a larger school, a block and a half from the 
existing Roosevelt School. The Santa Barbara 
Mission, between these two schools, has a large 
facility for gathering and worshipping for neighbors 
and tourists. The Fielding Institute nearby has 
gracious meeting rooms for instruction. 
 
The duplication and expansion of more facilities for 
large gatherings is an expensive and dangerous 
proposition for our community. Coordination of the 
schedules of all of these facilities and the resulting 
number of people in this area at any given time 
becomes an impossible task. 
 
Add to this mix, sundowner winds, low humidity and 
the threat of fire down the lower corridor of Mission 
Canyon. Then consider the current economic pinch on 
the budgets of these institutions and the great cost of 
expansion of facilities to draw larger groups of people 
for educational purposes. 
 
Could we step back in time to consider a solution: 
 
Share use of existing facilities among these 
organizations to save considerable capital expense 
and to prevent duplication of existing buildings. 
Coordinate scheduling of events to relieve the traffic 
and congestion in Mission Canyon, the Upper 
Eastside and Alameda Padre Serra evacuation routes. 
Threat of fire in this area demands careful 
coordination and planning between these 
organizations. 
 
This level of cooperation between city and county 
entities may be a challenge, but the ultimate saving of 
lives in time of emergency, the actual savings in cost 
of new, duplicate facilities, the reduced footprint of 
added buildings on the land and the new sharing of 
facilities and information will make each of these 
organizations stronger and less competitive than they 
are at present. 
 
In a nutshell, it would be insanity to build and fill 
multiple auditoriums with people at the top and at the 
bottom of Mission Canyon Road, with the unrealistic 
hope that a sundowner wind would not spread a fire 
through this dry oak woodland corridor.
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I hope for a step back in the planning process and for 
cooperation between our beloved institutions. 
 
All Content Copyright © 2010 Santa Barbara News-Press / Ampersand 
Publishing, LLC unless otherwise specified. 
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Lee-Rodriguez, Nicole 

From: Rosanne Crawford [info@childtimenanny.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 9:47 AM
To: sbcob
Subject: Vital Mission plan apeal
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 I will try to be at the May 27th meeting however most likely have to be out of town for the Holiday 
weekend.  I would like to have my opinion known that I am not in agreement with the expansion. I have no 
problem with them replacing structures burned and upgrading existing facilities however the fire danger in 
our area is very real as we all saw last year. As a mission canyon resident residing within a short walk of 
the Garden, I feel this is a huge concern. I also do not think that all these proposed research facilities are 
necessary inn light of both UCSB and Santa Barbara City College, right here in our community that have 
excellent botany programs. As far as a venue for special events, with almost countless options available 
in our community, there is really no need or is this greed? 
  
Rosanne Crawford 
2726 Ben Lomond Dr. 
Santa Barbara Ca. 93105 
805 569 0985 



Lee-Rodriguez, Nicole 

From: Rebecca Eldridge [rjesb2001@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 3:09 PM
To: sbcob
Subject: SBBG plan
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I have been following the long, long process the Santa Barbara Botanic Garden has been 
subjected to regarding their building plan.  I was very surprised to read after the last meeting of 
the limitation on visitors that is being proposed, especially for special events. 
  
I worked at the Garden from 1986-1994, and my brother has lived on Tunnel Rd. since the early 
1970s [he lost his home in the Jesusita fire] so I am familiar with the Garden and with the 
Mission Canyon area, and with the fire danger.  Visitors to the Garden generally come at a rather 
gentle pace and it is rare to feel on a daily basis that the place is overrun with masses of people 
needing to be evacuated in an emergency.  Most of the weekday visitors are there when Mission 
Canyon residents are away from their homes so I find it difficult to imagine the doomsday 
scenarios those who are opposing the garden are painting. 
  
Severely limiting the number of visitors for special events would seriously hamper fundraising 
efforts, which is precisely what the neighbors opposing the garden want to do.  They are not 
interested in the research and educational aspects of the Garden. 
  
What has amazed me through all of this with the concerns raised about fire danger and 
evacuating, is that I have not heard any of the Mission Canyon neighbors campaigning to close 
the Tunnel Rd. trail.  Drive up Tunnel Rd. on any nice weekend and there are cars blocking the 
road, making it impossible for fire trucks to pass.  Should a fire break out while all those hikers 
are up on Tunnel Trail [a real possibility since they seem to be so helpful with 'trail maintenance' 
and irresponsible acts such as the incident that started the Jesusita fire] not only would the hikers 
have difficulty retreating to their vehicles and then evacuating, but so would Mission Canyon 
residents who find their routes restricted by all the parked vehicles.  No one opposed to the 
garden's plan seems to be outraged over this.  And certainly the Garden with all their planning, 
fire hydrants, closing on red flag alert days, etc., are far more conscientious and considerate of 
their neighbors than the hoards of people who flock to Mission Canyon on weekends to hike the 
trails. 
  
Please reconsider the restrictions on visitors for special events especially so the Garden can 
continue to be a viable, important asset to the entire community.  With careful planning and 
thoughtful scheduling, the Garden should be able to hold special events that do not put the 
residents of the canyon in jeopardy.    
  
Sincerely, 
  
Rebecca J. Eldridge 
3995 Maricopa Dr. 
Santa Barbara, CA 93110 
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Lee-Rodriguez, Nicole

From: Francesca Galt [frangalt@cox.net]
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 12:31 PM
To: sbcob
Cc: Tuttle, Alex
Subject: busses to SBBG

Dear Supervisors,

The buss service to the SBBG is a not a safe or reasonable situation. Excessive noise comes from the acceleration uphill 
( it is uphill from Foothill ) and the brakes coming back downhill, plus all the stopping and starting.
 
There never were regular scheduled busses north of Foothill and residents and visitors consider these country roads.

 The second turnout is especially for bikers and hikers  who come into the canyon. There are no shoulders in most places 
so a buss puts all pedestrians at risk.

 Busses damage the safety, quiet and the whole ambience of the place. 

If necessary to have a regular weekend  service - and experience shows that the busses are usually empty - a small van 
or shuttle is sufficient. 
 
 Any service should be carefully monitored and discontinued when shown to be unused.

We greatly appreciate careful consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

Francesca Galt
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Lee-Rodriguez, Nicole

From: Francesca Galt [frangalt@cox.net]
Sent: Thursday, May 20, 2010 4:23 PM
To: sbcob
Subject: Historic Landmark decision 

Dear Supervisors,

Thank you so very much for your vote to uphold the recommendations of the County Historic Landmark Advisory 
Commission.

This will help to ensure that the Santa Barbara Botanic Garden will be a treasured and respected site into the future.

It  shows that the people can make a difference and gives us hope for the system.

Sincerely,

Fran Galt



Lee-Rodriguez, Nicole 

From: Ingrid Kaper [ingkaping@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 26, 2010 8:20 PM
To: sbcob; SupervisorCarbajal; Centeno, Joseph
Cc: Wolf, Janet; Farr, Doreen; Gray, Joni
Subject: Santa Barbara Botanic Garden
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I am writing in support of the Vital Mission Plan of the Santa Barbara Botanic Garden. 
I can’t understand why they are being fought every step of the way. The current plan is 
extremely scaled back and is bare bones. The building and rebuilding that needs to be 
done is crucial to enable the Garden to continue its historic mission to educate, 
research and conserve. The changes proposed make the canyon safer from fire, with 
better access for fire trucks and equipment. There are many reasons for you to approve 
and allow the Garden to proceed with their plans. I urge you to stop these unnecessary 
delays and let the Garden do what they do best: educate, research, and conserve. 
Ingrid Kaper 
1316 Jason Dr 
Lompoc, Ca 93436 
  
______________ 
Live Well, 
Laugh Often, 
Love Much. 
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
                              



Lee-Rodriguez, Nicole 

From: Michael Brooks [mbrooks2@ix.netcom.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 26, 2010 11:07 PM
To: sbcob
Subject: Support of Botanic Gardens
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Please allow the plans for the Botanic Gardens to pass. I am a fourth generation Santa Barbaran and am 
in total support of the Gardens, as well you should be. 
Thank you, 
Michael Brooks 
805-967-9525 



Lee-Rodriguez, Nicole 

From: Peter and Paulina Conn [pconnt43@cox.net]
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 5:26 AM
To: sbcob
Subject: Fwd: Botanic Garden/pumpkin tank firefighting/brochure
Attachments: Pumpkin Tank.pdf; ATT00001.txt; ATT00002
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Begin forwarded message: 
 
From: Peter and Paulina Conn <pconnt43@cox.net> 
Date: May 26, 2010 11:03:34 PM PDT 
To: Centeno Joe <jcenteno@co.santa-barbara.ca.us>, Salud Carbajal 
<scarbajal@sbcbos1.org>, Supervisor Wolf Janet <jwolf@sbcbos2.org>, Farr Doreen 
<dfarr@countyofsb.org>, Gray Joni <jgray@co.santa-barbara.ca.us> 
Subject: Botanic Garden/pumpkin tank firefighting/brochure 
 
Dear Board of Supervisors, 
 
I question the wisdom and logic of a helipad and pumpkin tank on the SB Botanic Garden 
property when we have an excellent, safer, and less costly  water source just one minute 
(Jesusita Fire time) away at the Lauro Canyon reservoir . To keep a "pumpkin" water tank filled 
at the SBBG will tie up at least two firefighters and one fire hydrant. 
Brochure below shows that these pumpkin tanks are used when a water supply is limited. The 
water supply for helicopters is not limited for the SBBG. 
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PumpkinTankTM

Open Top Water Reservoir for
Wildland/Urban Interface
Firefighting

Features

• Self-supporting; no frame or parts to assemble
• Compact for easy storage
• Lightweight
• Rugged industrial fabric which is mold and mildew
   resistant
• Highly visible contrasting tank colors
• Unique floatation collar design; no inflation required
• Extra large diameter open top for easy helicopter
   bucket filling
• Models/sizes available to suit all helicopter buckets
• Low maintenance; easy to clean and repair
• Multi-point tie down system for protection from rotor wash
• Easy discharge through standard 3" NPT outlets
• Quick and easy set up by 1 to 2 people, depending on size

Ground Application
In ground operations, fire-fighters can use the Pumpkin Tank
as an emergency water reservoir, or as a readily available
water source during prescribed burning.

The self-supporting Pumpkin Tank may be easily filled from
the nearest water source creating a portable water reservoir.
In remote areas, the Pumpkin Tank can be filled by pumping
water from a natural source such as a stream or lake.

Aerial Application

When access to water supply is otherwise limited pilots who
are heli-bucketing can quickly fill their buckets from a
Pumpkin Tank and proceed to the fire site. The Pumpkin
can be replenished with water while the pilot ferries between
the water source and the fire site, thereby maximizing
valuable helicopter time.

Other Applications

• Potable water reservoir for camps (with optional
   potable water fabric)
• Water relay tank
• Long or short term water storage
• Protecting urban interface exposures
Please note: If using exclusively for mixing foams and/or
retardants use Fireflex Foam / Retardant Tanks.

Accessories and Options

• Ball valves/fittings
• Ground pads
• Transport bags
• Repair kits
• Secondary internal impact pads available for large
size tanks

Drainage Outlets:
• 1" to 6" NPT

                         Specifications on overleaf.

10/27/03



Other sizes available (custom) on request.
Specifications subject to change without notice.
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ATT00001
>
>
> I recommend that the helipad be denied.
>
> This spot is also one of the prime view spots that is handicap 
> accessible. It also allows the disabled to enjoy the Porter Trail area 
> which they can not do now. The Porter Trail is one of the few 
> relatively level and natural looking areas that the disabled in wheel 
> chairs can experience in the same way that the able bodied visitors 
> can.
>
> Thank you for your consideration.
>
> Sincerely,
> Paulina Conn
> 682-5183
>
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Lee-Rodriguez, Nicole

From: Peter and Paulina Conn [pconnt43@cox.net]
Sent: Wednesday, May 26, 2010 12:18 AM
To: Centeno, Joseph; sbcob; Carbajal, Salud; Wolf, Janet; Farr, Doreen; Gray, Joni
Subject: Re: SBBG Map- significant parcel  omitted from Cultural Landscape Master Plan

Attachments: IMG_2889.jpg; ATT00001.txt; IMG_3852.jpg; ATT00002.txt

IMG_2889.jpg (152 
KB)

ATT00001.txt (331 
B)

IMG_3852.jpg (197 
KB)

ATT00002.txt (3 
KB)

Dear  Supervisors Carbajal, Wolf, Farr, Gray, and Centeno,

Please include AP 023-060-018 (1941) in the Cultural Landscape Master Plan (CLMP). It is the very important triangle of 
land at the Y of Tunnel Rd. and Mission Canyon Rd. The two photos below show its significance as the first public view of 
SB Botanic Garden property. It is planted in native California plants. Since it was acquired in 1941, it is part of the period 
of significance between 1926 and 1950. This parcel was omitted from the CLMP on the SBBG map that showed the 
Landmark, the CLMP parcels, and the entire Garden.





ATT00001

IMG_2889.JPG This triangle of land behind the signs at the Y of Tunnel 
Rd. and Mission Canyon Rd. belongs to the SBBG. Acquired in 1941. It is 
part of the period of significance and belongs in the Cultural 
Landscape Master Plan. Photo 8-4-09 by Paulina Conn
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ATT00002

IMG_3852.JPG Another view of the land at the Tunnel Rd. and Mission 
Canyon Y. This is the first view the public has of the SBBG. This 
triangle of land on the left is north of the sign pointing to the 
Botanic Garden at the Y of Tunnel Rd. and Mission Canyon Rd. Acquired 
in 1941, it is AP 23-060-018.  It is part of the period of significance 
and should be included in  the Cultural Landscape Master Plan. Photo 
4-24-10  by Paulina Conn

Please do not certify the EIR until the very important parcel, AP 
023-060-018 (acquired in 1941), which was omitted from the Cultural 
Landscape Master Plan is included in the CLMP. Although Alex Tuttle, 
Planner for the SB Botanic Garden, indicated in the email response 
below that this parcel "was not used as part of the active Garden 
during the period of significance."  Mr Tuttle also indicates that 
parcels AP 023-060-022 (1947 , the Director's home parcel) and AP 
023-060-023 (1941, the water tank parcel) are included in the Cultural 
Landscape Master Plan. These parcels were not used as part of the 
active Garden and still are not part of the public part. It does not 
make sense to omit AP 023-060-018 from the Cultural Landscape Master 
Plan as this very important parcel introduces the public to the SBBG at 
the Tunnel Rd and Mission Canyon Y while including parcels AP 
023-060-022 and 023 .  The omission may also indicate that HRG did 
inadequate independent research. This also indicates the importance of 
upholding your own Historic Landmarks Advisory Commission's oversight 
on this issue.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely yours,
Paulina Conn

On May 25, 2010, at 10:59 AM, Tuttle, Alex wrote:

> yes
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Peter and Paulina Conn [mailto:pconnt43@cox.net]
> Sent: Tuesday, May 25, 2010 10:58 AM
> To: Tuttle, Alex
> Subject: Re: SBBG Map omitted parcel for Cultural Landscape Master 
> Plan?
>
> Are parcel numbers AP -060-023 (1941, water tank parcel) and
> AP023-060-22 (1947, director's home parcel) included? The map looked
> like they were.
>
> Thanks,
> Paulina
> On May 25, 2010, at 10:29 AM, Tuttle, Alex wrote:
>
>> That parcel was not included in the boundaries of the Historic Garden
>> because, while purchased in 1941, was not used as part of the active
>> Garden during the period of significance.  This discussion is included
>> in the Historic Resources Evaluation.
>>
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Peter and Paulina Conn [mailto:pconnt43@cox.net]
>> Sent: Sunday, May 23, 2010 10:43 PM
>> To: Tuttle, Alex
>> Cc: Centeno, Joseph; Woodward John; Carbajal, Salud; Wolf, Janet;
>> Farr, Doreen; Gray, Joni
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ATT00002
>> Subject: SBBG Map omitted parcel for Cultural Landscape Master Plan?
>>
>> Dear Alex,
>>
>> At the Board of Supervisors' hearing on May 18,  a map of the SBBG was
>> shown on which was marked, by various dotted lines, the Landmark and
>> the parcels to be included in the Cultural Landscape Master Plan. 
>> Those
>> parcels for the Cultural Landscape Master Plan (CLMP) were to be the
>> ones acquired by the SBBG prior to 1950 were they not?
>>
>> The parcel at the corner of Tunnel Rd. and Mission Canyon, APN
>> 023-060-018, was acquired in 1941. I did not see that it was included
>> in the delineation on the map as being included in the CLMP.  Did I
>> miss it?
>>
>> Thank you.
>>
>> Sincerely,
>> Paulina Conn
>> 682-5183
>>
>>
>
>
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Lee-Rodriguez, Nicole 

From: DCHall284@aol.com
Sent: Friday, May 28, 2010 11:21 AM
To: sbcob
Subject: Botanic Garden Plan

Page 1 of 1

5/28/2010

I support the Botanic Garden's reasonable Vital Mission Plan. 
 
Douglas Hall 
709 Toro Canyon Rd. 
Santa Barbara, Ca.  93108 



1

Lee-Rodriguez, Nicole

From: Francesca Galt [frangalt@cox.net]
Sent: Monday, May 31, 2010 5:45 PM
To: sbcob
Cc: Tuttle, Alex
Subject: deliberation on SBBG     agenda #6

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Blue

Dear Supervisors,

I urge you to require review and approval by CHLAC of all changes coming to the planning department related to the 
HIstoric Landmark, the entire Historic garden and the Historic Landscape Design Concept of the SBBG.

This is specialized knowledge and your County Historic Landmarks Advisory Commission will help prevent a  continuous 
series of costly mistakes.

Sincerely,

Francesca Galt




















	Public Comment Combined 3.pdf
	Public Comment Combined 3.pdf
	Public Comment Combined 3.pdf
	Public Comment Combined 3.pdf
	Hartwell.pdf
	sbCOB6030s_9277_000.pdf

	Crawford.pdf
	Eldridge.pdf
	Galt.pdf
	Galt 2.pdf
	Kaper.pdf
	Brooks.pdf
	Conn 1.pdf
	Conn 2.pdf
	Conn 3.pdf
	Conn2 1.pdf
	Conn2 2.pdf
	Conn2 3.pdf
	Conn2 4.pdf
	Conn2 5.pdf

	garden ltr.pdf

	Hall.pdf

	Galt.pdf
	Conn.pdf

