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FABEE-Table 1
Conditions of Approval
(See_Footnotes at End of Table)

6.

4.
S.a.
S.b.
7.4,
T.b.
7.
Tl
7.e.
7.1
2.4
3.
KX
KX
4.,

WA-ACE Easement Exchange

05AGP-00000-0001 1

Conditional Certificates of Compliance

08COC-00000-00001 through 00003
Lot Line Adjustments
OSLLA-O0000-00010 and 00011

‘Perrnit Nugrigerinie

Lot Mergers

Vesting Tentative Tract Map

08TRM-00000-00006

Final Development Plans
08DVP-00000-00024 Inland
08DV P-00000-00025 Cal Trans

03DV P-00000-00041 Coa

sTabulations

Major Conditional Use Permits

[
st [oe [
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[
e
[
[
[
[

08CUP-00000-00060 Coastal Trail
08CUP-00000-00061 Coastal STP
ORCUP-00000-00044 Equestrian Fac.

reacjas & ARNE
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03CUP-00000-00082 STP Inland
03CUP-00000-00083 Water Treatment
Minor Conditional Use Permits

O8CUP-00000-00042 [nland Infrastr.

OSCUP-00000-00043 Coastal Infrastr.

*-@Ia fications

sEompliance Tfming

OSCUP-00000-00045-00046_Coastal
Infrastr.

ORCUP-00000-8686:84—-00062 Employee
Dup.
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Coastal Development Permits
O0S8CUP-00000-00080 Inland Infrastr.
OSCUP-00000-00081 Coastal Infrastr.
OSCDP-00000-00082 through 00097
SBR Coastal Homes
0RCDP-00000-00098 through 00101
DPR Coastal Homes

e i
e
EREAF
EREAP
= e
= e

-
-
-
-
-
-

0RCDP-00000-00120 Equestrian Fac.
ORCDP-00000-00121 Coastal Access
08CDP-00000-00122 Hwy Interchange

sCondition Hierarchy

OSCDP-00000-00123 Accessory Sirs.

03CDP-00000-00081 Emplovee Dup.

Land Use Permits
OSLUP-00000-00416 through 00465
Inland SBR/DRP Homes

OSLUP-00000-00466 DRP Inland Lot

eSimilar Refinements

O3LUP-00000-00344 Inland [nfrastr,
O3LUP-00000-00739 Stockpiling

e | e e
[ | e
EA A RN
e | e e
(e | e e
A CRERE




lvvvvvllla N AN L1 A 4R B 4 “-IVII!
-

commosor v, sHasgonsivea g CCC

FINAL ADOPTED
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY

SR 2505
SANTA BARBARA RANCH PROJECT - & equ

Approval is hereby granted to:
TO: Santa Barbara Ranch, LLC

-.Conform To &

PROJECT ADDI Dos Pueblos Canyon Road

. AG-II-100 and Unlimited Agriculture I m p I e m e n t P r eVi O u S

DISTRICT: Third Supervisorial District

ey  Board Direction

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

1. Overall Scope. The Project en |I~. lhc development of 71 new ruuh.mnl
dwellings, eque:

. il Do Not Change Scope
0 (o oy of Project

al Zone), and are located two miles west of the City of Goleta, AP Nos. 079-
040-005 to 081-240-018, Third Supervisorial District.

g The Project site enc
BR“} and thu I)m Pu:.blm Ranch l"l)RI’"I |

Pending Applications.

refinement and the r Llrln.r Jppl i ) 3

Specifically, the Appli previously itted a 1ons eveloped 16 -

inland lots on SBR and a subsequent applicati evelop a 54-unit large lo

rural estate development under a Memorandum of Und ing red 1 ([ R a I S e N O N eW
and between the Coul d the owners of S zcember (1) The

approvals granted herein are subject to, and contingent upon the Applicant’

Environmental Issues

Conditions
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Law OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO

environmental ENVIRONMENTAL LAW
DEFENSE CENTER

December 5, 2008

By email to sheobi@co.santa-barbara. ca us
and by hand delivery

Santa Barbara County
Board of Supervisors
105 E. Anapamu Street, Suite 407
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

{
RE: December 9, 2008 Board of Supervisors Hearing on the Santa Barbara Ranch E\
Project; Agenda Item # 4 A

Dear Chair Carbajal and Members of the Board,

This letter is submitted by the Law Office of Marc Chytilo on behalf of the Naples Coalition and
by the Environmental Defense Center (EDC) on behalf of the Santa Barbara Chapter of the
Sur(rider Foundation and EDC.

The Santa Barbara Ranch (SBR) Project (the Project) has changed considerably from the project
analyzed in the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) and discussed during substantive
workshops held by the Planning Commission. From the introduction of “Alt. 1B” after the FEIR
was complete, to the closed-session amendment of the MOU that sought to break up the project
as a whole and allows inland portions of the Project to proceed prior to final Coastal Commission
action on the coastal portions of the Project, project changes have introduced considerable
inconsistencies and ambiguities regarding the scope and nature of the already-complex Project,
and the proper procedures for processing the myriad interrelated Project components. As
evidenced by the public hearing and Board deliberations on October 13% and 21*, and by the
Coastal Commission’s Deficiency Notice, the SBR Project is not well understood by anyone.

We are deeply troubled that significant new changes to the Project are again proposed, without
allowing the public or decisionmakers sufficient time to digest the materials and understand the
implications of the proposed changes. We strongly urge the Board to continue this hearing for at
least two weeks, to allow all interested parties sufficient time to review and comprehend the
revised project documents.

As discussed in the Coastal Commission’s October 31, 2008 Deficiency Notice, the County
failed to provide enough specific information for the Commission to evaluate the Project. The
public has experienced these same problems, as to both the coastal and the inland portions of the
Project. The latest Project changes do little to clarify the specific nature of various Project
components and entitlements. We urge the Board to direct Staff to develop a more
comprehensive project description before resubmitting the project materials to the Commission.

Law OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO
P.O. Box 92233 « Santa Barbara, California 93190
Phone: (305) 682-G585 » Fax; (B0S) 682-2379

Email: airlaw5@cox.net

Environmental Defense Center
906 Garder: Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Thone (805) 963-1622 FAX (805) 962-3152

www .edcnel.org
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LAw OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO

environmental ENVIRONMENTAL L/
DEFENSE CENTER

December 5, 2008

Santa Barbara County By email 1o sheob@

Beoard of Supervisors and by hand deli
Anapamu Street, Suite 407

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

RE: December 9, 2008 Board of Supervisors Hearing on the Santa Barbara Ranch
Project; Agenda Item # 4

Dear Chair Carbajal and Members of the Board,

This letter is submitted by the Law Office of Marc Chytilo on behalf of the Naples Coalition and
by the ronmental Defense Center (EDC) on behalf of the Santa Barbara Chapter of the
Sur(rider Foundation and EDC.

The Santa Barbara Ranch (SBR) Project (the Project) has changed considerably from the project
analyzed in the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) and discussed during substantive
hops held by the Planning Commission. From the introduction of “Alt. 1B after the FEIR
complete, to the closed-gession amendment of the MOU that sought to break up the project
as a whole and allows inland portions of the Project to proceed prior to final Coastal Commission
action on the coastal portions of the Project, project changes have introduced considerable
istencies and ambiguities regarding the scope and natwre of the already-complex Project,
oper procedures for processing the myriad interrelated Project components. As
evidenced by the public hearing and Board deliberations on October 13" and 21%, and by the
Coastal Commission’s Deficiency Notice, the SBR Project is not well underswod by anyone.
We are deeply troubled that significant new changes to the Project are again proposed, without
allowing the public or decisionmakers sufficient time to digest the materials and understand the
implications of the proposed changes. We strongly urge the Board to continue this hearing for at
least two weeks, to allow all interested parties sufficient time to review and comprehend the
revised project documents.

As discussed in the Coastal Commission’s October 31, 2008 Deficiency Notice, the County
failed tc provide enough specific information for the Commission to evaluate the Project. The
public has experienced these same problems, as to both the coastal and the inland portions of the
Project. The latest Project changes do little to clarify the specific nature of various Project
components and entitlements. We urge the Board to di Staff to develop a more
comprehensive project description before resubmitting the project matesials to the Commission.

Environmental Defense Center LaW OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO
90€ Garden Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Thone (305) 96: 2 FAX (805) 962-3152

www.edc org
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LAw OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO

environmental ENVIRONMENTAL LAW

L
For Verclars & L A
e n tS December 5, 2008

Santa Barbara County By email to sheob@co.santa-barbara. ca us
Board of Supervisors and by hand delivery

" 105 E. Anapamu Street, Suite 407

. Santa Barbara, CA 93101

1 .
9 .\) -. rg e rS A re VO I u n ta ry a n d RE: E:{fg::kfz{:i,j(??i]j:;ﬂ;(ﬂof Supervisors Hearing on the Santa Barbara Ranch
- Lt ’ Lroject; Azenca Jlem s 2 .
O- N O t C O n S t I t u te Dear Chair Carbajal and Members of the Board,
- This letter is submitted by the Law Office of Marc Chytilo on behalf of the Naples Coalition and
BVvelpRpment

by the Environmental Defense Center (EDC) on behalf of the Santa Barbara Chapter of the
i——

Sur(rider Foundation and EDC.
o The Santa Barbara Ranch (SBR) Project (the Project) hes changed considerably from the project
analyzed in the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) and discussed during substantive
waorkshops held by the Planning Commission. From the introduction of “Alt. 1B” after the FEIR
was complete, to the closed-session amendment of the MOU that sought to break up the project
= - as a whole and allows inland portions of the Project to proceed prior to final Coastal Commission
.4 L t L A d t I’ r l t action on the coastal portions of the Project, project changes have introduced considerable
O I n e J u S e n S a r e inconsistencies and a?nbiguities regarding ths stope and r%amre of the already-complex Project,
and the proper procedures for processing the myriad interrelated Project components. As
_A p p e a I aS a r e t h e C D P S fo r evidenced by t}}e ]‘Jublic hearing and B(_)ard deliberations on October 13™ and 21%, and by the
Coastal Commission’s Deficiency Notice, the SBR Project is not well underswod by anyone.
We are deeply troubled that significant new changes to the Project are again proposed, without
- allowing the public or decisionmakers sufficient time to digest the materials and understand the
S I te D eve I O p I I l e n t implications of the proposed changes. We strongly urge the Board to continue this hearing for at
least two weeks, to allow all interested parties sufficient time to review and comprehend the
revised project documents.

P>
O
—
c
Rl L2

As discussed in the Coastal Commission’s October 31, 2008 Deficiency Notice, the County
failed tc provide enough specific information for the Commission to evaluate the Project. The
public has experienced these same problems, as to both the coastal and the inland portions of the

P r O O S e d R T - Project. The latest Project changes do little to clarify the specific nature of various Project
p eV S I O n S components and entitlements, We urge the Board to direct Staff to develop a more
k I d comprehensive project description before resubmitting the project matesials to the Commission.
g Environmental Defense Center Law OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO
906 Garden Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101 P.O. Box $2233 ¢ Santa Barbara, California 93190
P a r a m e t e r S Phone (805) 963-1622 FAX (805) 9€2-3152 Phone: (835) 6320585 » Fax: (805) 6822379
www.edcnet.org Email: airlaw5@cosx. net
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LAw OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO

environmental ENVIRONMENTAL LAW D)~ ‘ [ r ‘r'-llo"r

DEFENSE CENTER

- PEVEIopPmERT

Santa Barbara County By email 1o sheob@

Beoard of Supervisors and by hand deli
Anapamu Street, Suite 407

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

: ar S visors Heari Santa Barbs 7 { ) M 1 T
RE: ?::?en:tl?(:f‘;];lgg?i‘]:::;(iof Supervisors Hearing on the\bmn Barbara Ranch ) Y AI I e g e d Z O n I n g V I O I at I O n S
Dear Chair Carbajal and Members of the Board, a r e R e S O I Ve d t h r O u g h

This letter is submitted by the Law Office of Marc Chytilo on behalf of the Naples Coalition and

by the ronmental Defense Center (EDC) on behalf of the Santa Barbara Chapter of the .
Sur(rider Foundation and EDC. p p rova O t e r OJ e Ct

The Santa Barbara Ranch (SBR) Project (the Project) has changed considerably from the project
analyzed in the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) and discussed during substantive
hops held by the Planning Commission. From the introduction of “Alt. 1B after the FEIR
complete, to the closed-gession amendment of the MOU that sought to break up the project
as a whole and allows inland portions of the Project to proceed prior to final Coastal Commission

action on the coastal portions of the Project, project changes have introduced considerable P 1 t D H t -
inconsistencies and ambiguities regarding the scope and nature of the already-complex Project, r OJ e C e S C r I p I O n
: oper procedures for processing the myriad interrelated Project components. As

evidenced by the public hearing and Board deliberations on October 13" and 21%, and by the

Coastal Commission’s Deficiency Notice, the SBR Project is not well underswod by anyone. Ad d r e S S e S t h e

We are deeply troubled that significant new changes to the Project are again proposed, without

allowing the public or decisionmakers sufficient time to digest the materials and understand the

implications of the proposed changes. We strongly urge the Board to continue this hearing for at R e I at I O n S h I p S

least two weeks, to allow all interested parties sufficient time to review and comprehend the
revised project documents.

As discussed in the Coastal Comunission’s October 31, 2008 Deficiency Notice, the County
failed tc provide enough specific information for the Commission to evaluate the Project. The
public has experienced these same problems, as to both the coastal and the inland portions of the

Project. The latest Project changes do little to clarify the specific nature of various Project
components and entitlements. We urge the Board to di Staff to develop a more e S e S S u e S a r e n O t a rt
comprehensive project description before resubmitting the project matesials to the Commission.

Environmental Defense Center LaW OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO I

90€ Garden Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101 PO. -

Thone (305) 96: 2 FAX (805) 962-3152 ‘ t

www.edcnet.org O r re C I O n S




o

>

MIIG OUIIITITICIILS

MOU Overriele oj
Conflicts
Jeopeardize Protectiofns

Ly
kS

-
-
-

‘O)lLllc

. _I_\)@ Ovarricds @nlAeeliEs
;Processing/SequenCing
VY ELLETS

i

= .Proposed Revisions Limit
and PO NOT Expand
Application of the MOU

M@U Pees Not: Affect or
Revise Any: Permits or
Apprevals

- =t

i

b

r

LAw OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO

environmental ENVIRONMENTAL LAW

DEFENSE CENTER

December 5, 2008

By email to sheob@co.santa-barbara. ca us
and by hand delivery

Santa Barbara County
Board of Supervisors
105 E. Anapamu Street, Suite 407
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

RE: December 9, 2008 Board of Supervisors Hearing on the Santa Barbara Ranch
Project; Agenda Item # 4

Dear Chair Carbajal and Members of the Board,

This letter is submitted by the Law Office of Marc Chytilo on behalf of the Naples Coalition and
by the Environmental Defense Center (EDC) on behalf of the Santa Barbara Chapter of the
Sur(rider Foundation and EDC.

The Santa Barbara Ranch (SBR) Project (the Project) hes changed considerably from the project
analyzed in the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) and discussed during substantive
waorkshops held by the Planning Commission. From the introduction of “Alt. 1B” after the FEIR
was complete, to the closed-session amendment of the MOU that sought to break up the project
as a whole and allows inland portions of the Project to proceed prior to final Coastal Commission
action on the coastal portions of the Project, project changes have introduced considerable
inconsistencies and ambiguities regarding the scope and natwre of the already-complex Project,
and the proper procedures for processing the myriad interrelated Project components. As
evidenced by the public hearing and Board deliberations on October 13" and 21%, and by the
Coastal Commission’s Deficiency Notice, the SBR Project is not well underswod by anyone.

We are deeply troubled that significant new changes to the Project are again proposed, without
allowing the public or decisionmakers sufficient time to digest the materials and understand the
implications of the proposed changes. We strongly urge the Board to continue this hearing for at
least two weeks, to allow all interested parties sufficient time to review and comprehend the
revised project documents.

As discussed in the Coastal Commission’s October 31, 2008 Deficiency Notice, the County
failed tc provide enough specific information for the Commission to evaluate the Project. The
public has experienced these same problems, as to both the coastal and the inland portions of the
Project. The latest Project changes do little to clarify the specific nature of various Project
components and entitlements, We urge the Board to direct Staff to develop a more
comprehensive project description before resubmitting the project matesials to the Commission.

Law OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO
P.O. Box $2233 ¢ Santa Barbara, California 93190
Phone: (805) 6320585 » Fax: (805) 682-2379

Email: airlaw5@cox.net

Environmental Defense Center
90€ Garden Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Thone (805) 963-1622 FAX (805) 9€2-3152
www.edcnet.org
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Law OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO

e Powen Ravisacl |\aceaias CCC
DEFENSE CENTER ,
Agoazils Prejesiss

Santa Barbara County By email io sh
Board of Supervisors and by hand deli
105 E. Anapamu Street, Suite 407

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

RE: December 9, 2008 Board of Supervisors Hearing on the\Szmtn Barbara Ranch { Y P ro p O S e d C O r re Ct i O n D O e S

Project; Agenda Item # 4

Dear Chair Carbajal and Members of the Board, U S U r p C C C A U t h O r i ty N O r

This letter is submitted by the Law Office of Marc Chytilo on behalf of the Naples Coalition and

by the Environmental Defense Center (EDC) on behalf of the Santa Barbara Chapter of the
Sur(rider Foundation and EDC. aS t at t e n te n t

The Santa Barbara Ranch (SBR) Project (the Proje: hanged considerably from the project

analyzed in the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) and discussed during substantive

waorkshops held by the Planning Commission. From the introduction of “Alt. 1B” after the FEIR

was complete, to the closed-session amendment of the MOU that sought to break up the project e

as a whole and allows inland portions of the Project to proceed prior to final Coastal Commission R ev I S e T a b I e 1
action on the coastal portions of the Project, project changes have introduced considerable

inconsistencies and ambiguities regarding the scope and natwre of the already-complex Project,

and the proper procedures for processing the myriad interrelated Project components. As b I\/I k 1 C d 3 - I:
evidenced by the public hearing and Board deliberations on October 13" and 21%, and by the y a I n g O n I t I O n - 4 -
Coastal Commission’s Deficiency Notice, the SBR Project is not well underswod by anyone.

We are deeply troubled that significant new changes to the Project are again proposed, without g

allowing the public or decisionmakers sufficient time to digest the materials and understand the A p p I I C a b I e t O O 8 DV P -

implications of the proposed changes. We strongly urge the Board to continue this hearing for at

least two weeks, to allow all interested parties sufficient time to review and comprehend the
00000-00024 & 08CDP-

As discussed in the C | Commission’s October 31, 2008 Deficiency Notice, the County

failed tc provide enough specific information for the Commission to evaluate the Project. The

public has experienced these same problems, as to both the coastal and the inland portions of the O O O O O - O O O 8 O
Project. The latest Project changes do little to clarify the specific nature of various Project

components and entitlements, We urge the Board to direct Staff to develop a more
comprehensive project description before resubmitting the project matesials to the Commission.

Environmental Defense Center LaW OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO
90€ Garden Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Thone (805) 963-1622 FAX (805) 9€2-3152

www.edcnet.org
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.FOJE-) 1‘5 Findings: Adogl Findings In
tlon |l of Staff Report

2.Condlitions of Ap prova 1 Approve
Revislons Setforin ln Attacnment B
With tne Followlng Addltlions:

a. Revise Table 1 by Making Condition F.4.b
Applicable to 08DVP-00000-00024 & 08CDP-

00000-00080

b. Correct CDP/CUP Headings and Proper Lot
Reference to Water Treatment Facility
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