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APPEAL TO THE SANTA BARBARA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
OF PLANNING COMMISSION DECISION
DATE OF HEARING OCTOBER 26, 2009
RE SANTA BARBARA BOTANIC GARDEN VITAL MISSION PLAN
99-DP-043, 72-CP-116 RV0O1

APPELLANT: MISSION CANYON ASSOCIATION
DATED: NOVEMBER 5, 2009

The Mission Canyon Association hereby appeals the October 26, 2009 approval by
the Planning Commission of the Santa Barbara Botanic Garden Vital Plan and
associated EIR and conditional use permits. While we realize SBBG would like as
part of their upgrade of their facilities to expand and become a venue for private
events as other botanic gardens have done, the fact is that the SBBG is located on
upper Mission Canyon Road, which has one emergency exit out of the canyon,
Foothill Road. Itis closely surrounded by hundreds of neighbors on Las Canoas,
Mission Canyon, and Tunnel roads in a boxed amphitheater like canyon. Itis the
responsibility of Mission Canyon Association, which represents more than a
thousand households, to voice concern when the safety of the people living and
visiting Mission Canyon is threatened, and to stand against changes that will
adversely affect the historic and unique characteristics of this residential
neighiborhood.

1. Appeal Issue #1: Regarding Finding 1.4.3. Fire Protection and Condition 63.
Intensity of Use

Mission Canyon Association strongly disagrees that the Fire Protection Plan,

when viewed in conjunction with the allowed increase in visitors, successfully

mitigates impacts with respect to defensibility from wildfire risks, emergency

access and evacuation, and increased activity on-site.

Nowhere in the planning documents is provision made for increasing road
capacity to handle any increase in visitors, specifically at the stone bridge at the
base of Mission Canyon Road above the wye with Tunnel Road. That bridge is
narrow and leads to a dicey three-way intersection. This represents a potentially
deadly choke point during a mass evacuation of the hundreds of residentson
upper Mission Canyon and Las Canoas roads.

The stresses on the road system go beyond Mission Canyon. During the Tea Fire,
both Montecito residents west of Sycamore Canyon and Mission Canyon
residents evacuated via Foothill Road and Mission Canyon Road. That fire was
further north in the Mountain Drive area, but even so, heavy congestion at the
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Mission Canyon and Foothill intersections created chaos and extreme driving
behavior.

It is this scenario coupled with the way we saw the Jesusita Fire leap from the
top of the canyon (Spyglass Ridge Road) to the lower canyon (Montrose Road) in
less than 20 minutes that makes Mission Canyon Association ask for the Board of
Supervisors to understand that limiting visitors to the Garden is a serious safety
issue.

- 2 Appeal Issue #2: Impact of large private events

The terms of the Planning Commission approval will allow the Garden to host
large private events with amplified sound and to serve alcoholic beverages,
thus changing the whole atmosphere of the Canyon. MCA does not agree the
Garden should become a venue for private parties such as weddings and
company promotional events. The Mission Canyon Association requests the
Planning Commission reconsider approval of details of this project in light of
information provided by the MCA based on years of analysis of the Canyon’s
safety concerns. We request SBBG attendance be capped at no more than a
10 percent increase over current levels, and that the Garden be closed at
sunset foroutdoor activities.

Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

MCA




Total Votes per Choice, all Residents

Describe Mission Canyon's Attributes

180

160

140

120

100

80

60

Attributes




