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Santa Barbara County Appeal to the Planning Commission Application Page 2

SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

L/f 8 Copies of the atiached application.

__t~78 Copies of a written explanation of the appeal including;
¢ If you are not the applicant, an explanation of how you are an “aggrieved parly’ (“Any
person who in person, or through a representative, appeared at a public hearing in
connection with the decision or action appealed, or who, by the other nature of his
concerns or who for good cause was unable to do either.”);
¢ A clear, complete and concise statement of ihe reasons of grounds for appesal:
w YWhy the decision or determination i S@Mmsmteﬂi with the provisions and purposes
of the County’s Zoning Ordinances or other applicable law; or
There was error or abuse of discretion;
The decision is not supported by the evidence presented for consideration;
There was a lack of a fair and impartial hearing; or
There is significant new evidence relevant to the decision which could not have
been preaanted at the lime the dec;zsm i was made.
see dffaciied 77—
1 Qh@ck g}avabfe o County of Santa Barbara.

y’"“ f - ,\r 5/ (‘f{

§ % %O

v Mote: There are additional requirements for certain appesals including:
a. Appeals regarding a previously approved discretionary permit — If the approval of a
Land use permit required by a previously approved discretionary permit is appealed, the
applicant shall identify: 1) How the Land Use Permit s inconsistent with the previously
approved discretionary permit; 2} How the discretionary permit's conditions of approval
that are required to be completed prior to the approval of 8 Land Use Permit have not
heen completed; 3} How the approval is inconsistent with Section 35,106 (Noticing).

b. Appeals regarding Besidential Second Units (ASUs) ~ The grounds for an appeal of
the approval of a Land Use Permit for a RSU in compliance with Section 35.42 230
(Resicential Second Units) shall be limited to whether the approved project is in
comipliance with development standards for RSUs provided in Section 35 42 230 F
(Development Standards).
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Santa Barbara County Appest to the Planning Commission Applicstion

COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA APPEAL TO THE:

PLANNING COMMIBSION: __ COUNTY ____ MONTECHO

RE: Project Title -'S%,-*:, - T, i

Case No. PO~ OO0 000034

Date of Action IV larch #

| hereby eppeal the _____approval __,~approval wiconditions denial of the:

BEoard of Architectural Heview — Which Board?

aﬁ”@%am%mg Commission decision ~ Which Commission? U Qi

Hlanning & Devslopment Direstor decision

Zoning Administrator decizio

ke Agorieved parly — I you are not the applicant, provide an ““3{?}%:@?‘!& ion of how
you are and “agorieved | i”%m"i} % definad on pags two of this appeal form:

i
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Santa Barbara County Appeal to the Planning Commission Application ST Page b
Regsonof g ,Qmﬁs for the a?ﬁ@&! Wiile ﬂ"@ reason far the appme bel ow of Quimsi 53 cep &3 of your

= A clear, complete and concise statement of the reasons wé*:y the decision or determination is
inconsistent with the provisions and purposes of the County’'s Zoning Ordinances or other

applicable law, and
s (rounds shall be sgjec‘ fically siated if it is claimed mar thers was error or gbuse of discretion,

or lack of a falr and impariial hearing, or that the decision is not supported by the vl ’jM‘EC

presented for consideration, or that there is w%}m;s;ﬁ”"’ naw evidence relevant fo the decision
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Sante Barbare County Appeal o the Planning Commission Application Paos 6

Fiease Include any other Information vou feel is relevant (o this application.
¥

CERTIFICATION OF ACCURACY AND COMPLETENESE signatures must be completed for sach ne. 1If one or

more of the paries are the same, please re-sign the appiicable lins,

Applicant’s signature authorizes County siaff o enter the property desoribed above for the nurnoess of Inspection,

{ frereby declare undzr penally of pesfury thet the information contained in this appfication snd all afieched materials are coran, e
and complete. | acknowiedge and agree ihal the County of Saria Barbara is relving on the accuracy of s information and my
fepresentations i order 1o process tis application and that anv parmits issiied by the Courrly may be rescindsd T i is determined that
the iformation and materials subvnitted arg notirue and oorrect. { further acknowledoe that | may be fable for any vosis associiad
with regcission of such permis,

Print neme and gign — Fim ) iy ;o v Daie
T " ) v a- R n/";?Y R _;L/‘ ....... — .,ff= R
Gwendolyn  Lafes Tl &4 ( S T R %
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Print name and sign - Praparer of this form 4 S Dde
Print name and sign - Applicand Uate
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happens over the long term if these beautiful birds hang their
nests from the branches of the fake tree, and endures constant
- exposure to EMEsS? A guslified, independent biologist should
be consulted to provide findings based on a long-term study of
birds including orioles, barn owis, red tailed, ved shoulder
hawks and many others,
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Sites Appropriate for the Verizon Tower:

Page 4 of ?ﬁ* Staff Report states that the tower is to serve the West
' 50 1t would be better 1o place it there,
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Verizon maps did not show the area across Baseline fivﬂ

referred to as Camp 4, where there are NO dwelli

humans, and large open areas suitable to locate the iﬁw’&?f far
3 2

blic viewing area of Baseline Avenue.
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Verizon agent, Michelle Ellis, along with Lﬁ«:a% lawyer of Dennis
., 3 {2

I
nowever, it was not noted that Verizon contacted the
1

e, so how could this be verified?
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During the March 11 Hearing, it was stated that the parcel at
Hanche Estates was rejected due to the fact that “no
commercial usage” was allowed. The same criteria should be
applied as g valid reazon for the neighbors of Dennis Merchant



for opposing the cell tower station. Eﬂséeaé} the wording was
changed to “infrastructure” which is allowed on agricultural
land. It should be noted that for the Merchants, who will be
receiving money for rental space, the Verizon tower is very
nuch a E}aeﬁmmm ‘5 50, Rancho Estates should not have been

able to dismiss the project on the same grounds,

. o

i

ey

Verizon did not mention, until prompted by the panel, why th
tower was not placed at the Santa Ynez Valley ﬁz rport {a
commercial site}. It was because the neighbors did not mﬁ{
the unsightly tower and protested to zirport management.

I

§4
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Verizon did not mention, until prompted by the ;amﬁ why {
tower was not pl e Chumash Casino building {z
commercial site]. The Chumash did not want the unsightly

tower,

; asons for rejection of the Verizon tower
sho %ﬁg}% @; ng %”as M‘W Verizon tower station at 1 |
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The Commission did not consider the fact that concerned
neighbors would not have purchased ﬁ"seiz” agricultural
property if they had known that “commercial” industry and/or
the supposed “infrastructure” of any size, much less this

"'?ﬁaﬁ&"’f‘é’ gi’mﬁe would he situated in the neighborhood.

z%w—z;”. re, Verizon has plans *’:{}“ expansion by other
%m%m munications  providers, deighbors  should  be
concerned that this commercial Tier 4 i”%@éé)ﬁﬁﬁ}?’ will have the
potential to become a much larger industrial venture than the
tower that has been presented - a site which could not be
opposed at a later date,

The Commission did not comment on or consider that

coverage was mainly for proposed ¢ weészwem on Camp 4,
where there is abundant available space for the cell tower site,

property were limited to three minutes. Verizon was also
given rebuttal time

No rebu ’E:“&E ’*ts? e given to those JE;.{% have enjoyed the use of
their prope ‘ 16 who would like to continue
living W‘ﬁmﬁé-f iation for which science
offers e@asﬂza 111

25 o @f}@é‘:@;@ﬁ%aﬁ harm to humans and
R 5.4
other living thing

Jt?; (fxé

Further Information Relevant to This Application

Mearly all of the citizens whe dwell within ¢
would be affected by the Verizon tower are senior citiz
fixed income, some quite elderly. Can this proposed
characterized as Elder Abuse?




After the hearing, nearby neighbors, Dorothy and Rose Mari, of
Mari Ranch on Baseline Avenue, told Gwen Cates that they ar
very alarmeq ?*sji,f @’iﬁ ;"WGX? mity of a telecommunications tower,
They had assumed that the tower w “done deal” and that
they could not f;%k ose it. They are joini ﬁg in the appeal.

There is no baseline decibel study of ocur area, which is
presently very quiet. We request that an independent noise
expert be hired by the county to do such a study so we will not
know the noise impact on surrounding properties by the diegel
generator. We do not know what equipment they used to
measure the proposed noise level and if it is calibrated with the
Sheriff department, which is who we would have to call for a2
noise complaint. The Conunission did not discuss the long-
term effect of running the generators. During the blackout of
the 1998/1999 el nifio, electricity was off for about a week, 24
hours a day. Also, it is unclear what time of day and ﬁegi it the

air condi fz&nzﬁg cooling units will run and the noise level

Studies done abroad where it is legal to measure radiation
levels and effects upon bumans and animals raise serious
Issues mg&@@mmg radiation from Telecommunication
Towers. Large companies such as Verizon have been
successhil in passing legislation which blocks disclosure of
challenges to safety. {See the stealth clause in Section 704
of The Telecommunications f&i‘% of 1996} i their studies
prove that the emissions are safe, they should be open to
transparency concerning g&ﬁfa‘”%%@@iﬁ? cientific studies,

@

fmi

L

il

We appeal to the Santa Barbara County Board to consider th
concerns of it citizens. This project notentially puts at risk the
health and ﬂzaéé "g,;:;?zie;g of landowners and taxpayers who
believe that government acts in %:‘heésf E’}ﬁ& interest,



8
We are ‘

not scientists or experts, but to the best of our
knowledge, the information in this letter
truthful

is correct and

owner at 4372 Casey Avenue
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SANTA BARBARA

mmm Develo

123 E Anapamu St

Santa Barbara, California 93107-2058

Permit Number: 15APL-00000-00008 Receipt
Contact: William Cates  Relationship: Appellant

Receipt Number: 1337986

Payment Date: 03/23/2015

.
Receipf Summary:
Tender Type: Check Reference No.; 3781
Receipt Total (Check): $648.26 Payor; William W. Cates

Payment Status: Paid

Fees Paid to Planning and Development

Fee Description Fee Amt Pymt Applied
Appeal to Board of Supervisors (Pay CoB) P&D 473.11 473.11
Appeal to Board of Supervisors (Pay CoB) GP 2548 2548
Appeal tc Board of Supervisors (Pay CeB8) TECH 8.67 6.67
Fees Paid to Other Departments and Agencies
FFee Description Fee Amt Pymt Applied
Appeal to Board of Supervisors (Pay CoB3) CC 103.00 103.00
Appeal to Board of Supervisors (Pay CoB) COB 40.00 40.00
Total Payments Applied: 648.26
Receipt Total: 648.26
Balance on Receipt: $0.00

Peirded on March 23

.

2015 a8 311 pm
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123 E Anapamuy 81

Santa Barbars, Californis 93104-2058

Category

Permit Number: 15APL-00000-00006 Regeipt

Contact: William Cates  Relationship: Appeifant
Payment Date: 03/23/2015

L Receipt Number: 133786
Your opinion is important to us. We are conducting a survey on our permit fees and would like to hear your thoughts. The survey is anonymous and can be completed

here: httns Avww surveymonkey.comy/s/FeeStudy. Please complete the survey hy the close of business on Friday, Bay 13, 2074,

Note:  If fees for demolition are deferred; a fee waiver or payment of petmit fees is required prior fo Building Permit issuance for the destroyed structure. Deferral of
fees for demolition following the Tea or Jesusita Fire is to allow property owners to move forward with reconstruction efforts in advance of an insurance

sefflement.
Track the progress and slatus of your application by going to htip/wvew sbcountyplanning org/ and clicking the "Permit Applcation Lookup” iink

Printed on March 22, 2015 at 311 pm
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