Katherine Douglas

ST i
From: Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, May 2, 2026 2:33 PM
To: sbcob; Mona Miyasato
Subject: Objections to jurisdiction of Fire Appeals Board
Attachments: Objections to Board of Fire Appeals v Planning Director on 14 CCR 1270.pdf

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Please find attached and include in the record these Objections to the asserted jurisdiction of the Fire Appeals
Board.

Jana Zimmer

(805)705-3784

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY & DISCLAIMER: The information contained in this email message
is attorney privileged and confidential, intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above. If the
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution
or copy of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify us immediately
by calling (805) 705-3784 and delete the message. Thank you.
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From: Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 6, 2026 4:44 PM

To: Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@countyofsb.org>
Subject: Re: Appeal form, submittal and cost

Caution: This emuail originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Thank you. Please provide the names and e mails of the current members of the Board of Appeals. Your public information
states that there are only two.

The ordinance says they do not meet regularly. How/when do | learn when the hearing will be set?

On Fri, Mar 6, 2023 at 3:27 PM Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@countyofsb.org> wrote:

Good afternoon Jana,

The fee to file an appeal with the Board of Appeals is $200 (Chapter 15, Appendix A, Section A101.10 - Fees).

. At this time, Chapter 15 does not specify a form or deadline for submitting an appeal related to a Request for Modification or Alternate

Means and Methods (AMM) to the Board of Appeals.

You may include the following information in your appeal:

i. The name and address of the applicant;

ii. The name and address of the applicant’s agent;



You may include the following information in your appeal:

i. The name and address of the applicant;

ii. The narne and address of the applicant’s agent;

iii. The apnlicant’s written authorization for an agent, if any, to act on the applicant’s behalf;
~ iv. A description of the property that is the subject of the application;

v. A description of the enforcement order that is the subject of the application.

An appeal, along with the required $200 processing fee, may be submitted by mail or hand-delivered to the Clerk of the
Board at the following address:

County of Santa Barbara Clerk of the Board
- 105 E. Anapamu Street, Room 407

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

. Please feel free to reach out if you have any additional questions.

- Kind regards,

Jacquelyne Alexander

Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

County of Santa Barbara

105 E. Anapamu Street, Suite 407, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
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From: Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.c

Sent: Friday, March 6, 2026 11:29 AM

To: Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@countyofsb.org>

Cc: Mona Miyasato <mmiyasato@countyofsb.org>; Solomon Richard <rcsolomon42@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Appeal form, submittal and cost

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or
open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

‘ Ms. Alexander:

I'm attaching the 'rules' they claim apply. This Board only has two members on it, out of five, so they can never
take action. It only meets 'as needed'. | do not think this is the right venue for my appeal- it would be futile, as it
involves determinations and policy conflicts which go way beyond building materials. The same practical effect
determination, under the State Fire code can be made by the building official (under the direction of the Planning
Director). or the Planning Director. Marshal Tan's most recent conclusions compound the violations in this case.
| have already suggested that Lisa Plowman make a determination on the issues in context of my SB 8
application, and then allow me to appeal that to the Board, if it is against me. The Fire Marshal is free to make
his reconimendation to the Planning Commission as is the practice. In fact, in the recent appeal of the Paint
Fire project, Marshal Tan did not recommend any offsite improvements, while retired Fire Marshal Hazard
swayed the Commission to grant the appeal. The Board will have to decide what makes sense, consistent with
both fire protection and housing policy. That is important from the due process and statutory compliance
perspective for a number of reasons, and | think after being stuck in the "process" for three years, the Board
owes me a final decision based on policy and facts heard in a fair public hearing, if that can be achieved in my
case.

The Chapter 15 appeal process is inadequate to deal with the specific planning conflicts the Fire Marshal has
created in this case. See, 14 CCR Section 1270.07, which | have previously provided.

(a) Upon request by the applicant, an Exception to standards within this Subchapter may be allowed by
the Inspection entity in accordance with 14 CCR § 1270.06 (Inspections) where the Exceptions provide
the Same Practical Effect as these regulations towards providing Defensible Space. Exceptions granted
by the Local Jurisdiction listed in 14 CCR § 1270.06, shall be made on a case-by-case basis only.
=xceptions granted by the Local Jurisdiction listed in 14 CCR § 1270.06 shall be forwarded to the
appropriate CAL FIRE unit headquarters that administers SRA fire protection in that Local Jurisdiction,
or the county in which the Local Jurisdiction is located and shall be retained on file at the Unit Office.

{b) Requests for an Exception shall be made in writing to the Local Jurisdiction listed in 14 CCR
& 1270.06 by the applicant or the applicant's authorized representative.

At a minimum, the request shall state the specific section(s) for which an Exception is requested;
inaterial facts supporting the contention of the applicant; the details of the Exception proposed; and a
inap showing the proposed location and siting of the Exception. Local Jurisdictions listed in

& 1270.06 (Inspections) may establish additional procedures or requirements for Exception requests.

(c) Where an Exception is not granted by the inspection entity, the applicant may appeal such denial to
ihe Local Jurisdiction. The Local Jurisdiction may establish or utilize an appeal process consistent with
existing local building or planning department appeal processes.

(d) Before the Local Jurisdiction makes a determination on an appeal, the inspector shall be
consulted and shall provide to that Local Jurisdiction documentation outlining the effects of the
requested Exception on Wildfire protection.

(e) If an appeal is granted, the Local Jurisdiction shall make findings that the decision meets the intent
of providing Defensible Space consistent with these regulations. Such findings shall include a statement
of reasons for the decision. A written copy of these findings shall be provided to the CAL FIRE Unit
headquarters that administers SRA fire protection in that Local Jurisdiction.



The Fire Marshal in this case has created an inflexible standard which has nothing to do with wildfire protection,
and is inconsistent with the Mission Canyon Comunity Plan Fire Policy. This is not Painted Cave. My house is
on flat ground, below Foothill Road, and less than 5" driving time from Fire Station 15. The State has my
property listed as "moderate” risk. This Fire Marshal changed that map without any notice to me. The lane is
and has been physically wide enough for fire equipment access, as the Fire Marshal well knows. It has been
substantially improved, voluntarily, since | filed mh application. | respectfully suggest that the CAO, who must
act as the Clerk on this appeal, and the Board, seek outside independent counsel on these issues.

On Fri, Mar 6, 2026 at 8:30 AM Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@countyofsb.org> wrote:

" Good rorning Jana,

Thank ‘vou for your email. Can you please provide the denial email you received so | can best guide you on the proper
process?

- Kind regards,

<image001.jpg> Jacquelyne Alexander
Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Barbara
105 E. Anapamu Street, Suite 407, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
t: 805.568.2245 f: 805.568.2249
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From: Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 6, 2026 7:49 AM

To: Katherine Douglas <kdoug@countyofsb.org>
. Subject: Appeal form, submittal and cost

. Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links
or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.




Ms. Douglas:

I have been advised that | may submit an appeal to the Board of Supervisors of the Fire Marshal's denial of
sarne oractical effect under Chapter 15. if there is a form, please provide it. Can it be submitted on line. if so,
to whal address, and regardless, what is the cost?

| received the Fire Marshal's denial by e mail yesterday. Please advise of the deadline for filing.

. Thank you.

Jana Zimmer

(805)705-3784

Jana Zimmer

{805)705-3784

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY & DISCLAIMER: The information contained in this email
message is attorney privileged and confidential, intended only for the use of the individual or entity
named above. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
any dissemination, distribution or copy of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
email in error, please notify us immediately by calling (805) 705-3784 and delete the message. Thank
you.

Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@countyofsb.org> Mon, Mar 8, 2026 at 2:53 PM
To: Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.com>

Good afternoon jana,

The membership of the Board of Appeals is currently being updated. Once that process is complete, we will share additional information
regarding the Board's composition and the scheduling of the hearing.

Kind regards,

Jacquelyne Alexander

Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors




On Fri, Mar 6, 2026 at 8:30 AM Jacquelyne Alexander <jrz

ander@countyofsb.org> wrote:

Good morning Jana,

: Thank you for your email. Can you please provide the denial email you received so | can best guide you on the proper process?

Kind regards,

lacquelyne Alexander
Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

County of Santa Barbara

10S E. Anapamu Street, Suite 407, Santa Barbara, CA 93101

one COUNTY | one FUTURE
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- From: Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 6, 2026 7:49 AM
To: Katherine Douglas <kdoug@countyofsb.org>
Subject: Appeal form, submittal and cost

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Ms. Douglas:

| have been advised that | may submit an appeal to the Board of Supervisors of the Fire Marshal's denial of same practical
effect under Chapter 15. If there is a form, please provide it. Can it be submitted on line, if so, to what address, and
regardless, what is the cost?

| received the: Fire Marshal's denial by e mail yesterday. Please advise of the deadline for filing.
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From: Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 6, 2026 11:29 AM

To: Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@countyofsb.org>

Cc: Mona Miyasato <mmiyasato@countyofsb.org>; Solomon Richard <rcsolomon42@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Appeal form, submittal and cost

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Ms. Alexander:

I'm attaching the 'rules' they claim apply. This Board only has two members on it, out of five, so they can never take action. It
only meets 'as needed’. | do not think this is the right venue for my appeal- it would be futile, as it involves determinations and
policy conflicts which go way beyond building materials. The same practical effect determination, under the State Fire code
can be made by the building official (under the direction of the Planning Director), or the Planning Director. Marshal Tan's most
recent conclusions compound the violations in this case. | have already suggested that Lisa Plowman make a determination
on the issues in centext of my SB 9 application, and then allow me to appeal that to the Board, if it is against me. The Fire
Marshal is free to make his recommendation to the Planning Commission as is the practice. In fact, in the recent appeal of the
Paint Fire project, Marshal Tan did not recommend any offsite improvements, while retired Fire Marshal Hazard swayed the
Commission to grant the appeal. The Board will have to decide what makes sense, consistent with both fire protection and
housing policy. That is important from the due process and statutory compliance perspective for a number of reasons, and |
think after being stuck in the "process" for three years, the Board owes me a final decision based on policy and facts heard in a
fair public hearing. if that can be achieved in my case.

The Chapter 15 appeal process is inadequate to deal with the specific planning conflicts the Fire Marshal has created in this
case. See, 14 CCR Section 1270.07, which | have previously provided.

(a) Upon request by the applicant, an Exception to standards within this Subchapter may be allowed by the Inspection
entity in accordance with 14 CCR § 1270.06 (Inspections) where the Exceptions provide the Same Practical Effect as
these regulations towards providing Defensible Space. Exceptions granted by the Local Jurisdiction listed in 14 CCR
§ 1270.0€, shall be made on a case-by-case basis only. Exceptions granted by the Local Jurisdiction listed in 14 CCR
§ 1270.06 shall be forwarded to the appropriate CAL FIRE unit headquarters that administers SRA fire protection in
that Loca! Jurisdiction, or the county in which the Local Jurisdiction is located and shall be retained on file at the Unit
Office.

(b) Reque:sts for an Exception shall be made in writing to the Local Jurisdiction listed in 14 CCR § 1270.06 by the
applicant or the applicant's authorized representative.

At a minirum, the request shall state the specific section(s) for which an Exception is requested; material facts
supporting the contention of the applicant; the details of the Exception proposed; and a map showing the proposed
location and siting of the Exception. Local Jurisdictions listed in § 1270.06 (Inspections) may establish additional
procedures or requirements for Exception requests.

(c) Where an Exception is not granted by the inspection entity, the applicant may appeal such denial to the Local
Jurisdiction. The Local Jurisdiction may establish or utilize an appeal process consistent with existing local building or
planning department appeal processes.

(d) Beforz the Local Jurisdiction makes a determination on an appeal, the inspector shall be consulted and
shall provide to that Local Jurisdiction documentation outlining the effects of the requested Exception on




Wildfire protection.

(e) If an appeal is granted, the Local Jurisdiction shall make findings that the decision meets the intent of providing
Defensiblz Space consistent with these regulations. Such findings shall include a statement of reasons for the

decision. A written copy of these findings shall be provided to the CAL FIRE Unit headquarters that administers SRA
fire protection in that Local Jurisdiction.

The Fire Marshal in this case has created an inflexible standard which has nothing to do with wildfire protection, and is
inconsistent with the Mission Canyon Comunity Plan Fire Policy. This is not Painted Cave. My house is on flat ground, below
Foothill Road, and less than 5" driving time from Fire Station 15. The State has my property listed as "moderate" risk. This
Fire Marshal changed that map without any notice to me. The lane is and has been physically wide enough for fire equipment
access, as the Fire Marshal well knows. It has been substantially improved, voluntarily, since ! filed mh application. |

respectfully suggest that the CAO, who must act as the Clerk on this appeal, and the Board, seek outside independent counsel
on these issues.

On Fri, Mar 6, 2025 at 8:30 AM Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@countyofsb org> wrote:

Good maorning Jana,

Thank you for your email. Can you please provide the denial email you received so | can best guide you on the proper process?

Kind regards,

lacquelyne Alexander
Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

County of Santa Barbara

105 E. Anapamu Street, Suite 407, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
one COUNTY  one FUTURE
t: 805.568.2245 f: 805.568.2249
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From: Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 6, 2026 7:49 AM




To: Katherine Douglas <kdo ountyofsb.o
Subject: Appezl form, submittal and cost

Caution: This email originated from a scurce outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments uless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Ms. Douglas:

| have been advised that | may submit an appeal to the Board of Supervisors of the Fire Marshal's denial of same practical
effect under Chapter 15. If there is a form, please provide it. Can it be submitted on line, if so, to what address, and
- regardless, whzt is the cost?

| received the Fire Marshal's denial by e mail yesterday. Please advise of the deadline for filing.

Thank you.

Jana Zimmer

(805)705-3784

Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.com> Fri, Mar 6, 2026 at 4:44 PM
To: Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@countyofsb.org>

Thank you. Pleasz provide the names and e mails of the current members of the Board of Appeals. Your public information
states that there are only two.
The ordinance says they do not meet regularly. How/when do | learn when the hearing will be set?

On Fri, Mar 6, 2026 at 3:27 PM Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@countyofsb.org> wrote:

Good afternoon Jana,
The fee to file an appeal with the Board of Appeals is $200 (Chapter 15, Appendix A, Section A101.10 ~ Fees).

At this time, Chapter 15 does not specify a form or deadline for submitting an appeal related to a Request for Modification or Alternate
Means and Methods (AMM) to the Board of Appeals.

You may include the following information in your appeal:

i. The name and address of the applicant;




ii. The name and address of the applicant’s agent;
iii. The applicant’s written authorization for an agent, if any, to act on the applicant’s behalf;
iv. A description cf the property that is the subject of the application;

v. A description o” the enforcement order that is the subject of the application.

An appeal, along with the required $200 processing fee, may be submitted by mail or hand-delivered to the Clerk of the Board at the
following address:

County of Santa Barbara Clerk of the Board
105 E. Anapamu Street, Room 407
Santa Barbara, C£ 93101

. Please feel free to reach out if you have any additional questions.

Kind regards,

Jacquelyne Alexander
Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

County of Santa Barbara

105 E. Anapamu Street, Suite 407, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
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From: Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 6, 2026 11:29 AM

To: Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@countyofsb.org>

Cc: Mona Miyasato <mmiyasato@countyofsb.org>; Solomon Richard <rcsolomon42@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Appeal form, submittal and cost




Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Ms. Alexander:

I'm attaching the 'rules' they claim apply. This Board only has two members on it, out of five, so they can never take action. It
only meets ‘as reeded'. | do not think this is the right venue for my appeal- it would be futile, as it involves determinations
and policy conflicts which go way beyond building materials. The same practical effect determination, under the State Fire
code can be mede by the building official (under the direction of the Planning Director), or the Planning Director. Marshal
Tan's most recent conclusions compound the violations in this case. | have already suggested that Lisa Plowman make a
determination on the issues in context of my SB 9 application, and then allow me to appeal that to the Board, if it is against
me. The Fire Marshal is free to make his recommendation to the Planning Commission as is the practice. In fact, in the
recent appeal o the Paint Fire project, Marshal Tan did not recommend any offsite improvements, while retired Fire Marshal
Hazard swayed the Commission to grant the appeal. The Board will have to decide what makes sense, consistent with both
 fire protection and housing policy. That is important from the due process and statutory compliance perspective for a number
of reasons, and | think after being stuck in the "process" for three years, the Board owes me a final decision based on policy
and facts heard in a fair public hearing, if that can be achieved in my case.

The Chapter 15 appeal process is inadequate to deal with the specific planning conflicts the Fire Marshal has created in this
. case. See, 14 CCR Section 1270.07, which | have previously provided.

(a) Upcn request by the applicant, an Exception to standards within this Subchapter may be allowed by the
Inspection entity in accordance with 14 CCR § 1270.06 (Inspections) where the Exceptions provide the Same
Practical Effect as these regulations towards providing Defensibie Space. Exceptions granted by the Local
Jurisdiction listed in 14 CCR § 1270.06, shall be made on a case-by-case basis only. Exceptions granted by the
Local Jurisdiction listed in 14 CCR § 1270.06 shall be forwarded to the appropriate CAL FIRE unit headquarters that
administers SRA fire protection in that Local Jurisdiction, or the county in which the Local Jurisdiction is located and
shall be: retained on file at the Unit Office.

(b) Recuests for an Exception shall be made in writing to the Local Jurisdiction listed in 14 CCR § 1270.06 by the
applicant or the applicant's authorized representative.

At a minimum, the request shall state the specific section(s) for which an Exception is requested; material facts
supporiing the contention of the applicant; the details of the Exception proposed; and a map showing the proposed
location and siting of the Exception. Local Jurisdictions listed in § 1270.06 (Inspections) may establish additional
procedures or requirements for Exception requests.

(c) Where an Exception is not granted by the inspection entity, the applicant may appeal such denial to the Local
Jurisdiction. The Local Jurisdiction may establish or utilize an appeal process consistent with existing local building
or planning department appeal processes.

(d) Before the Local Jurisdiction makes a determination on an appeal, the inspector shall be consulted and
shall provide to that Local Jurisdiction documentation outlining the effects of the requested Exception on
Wildfir2 protection.

(e) If an appeal is granted, the Local Jurisdiction shall make findings that the decision meets the intent of providing
Defensible Space consistent with these regulations. Such findings shall include a statement of reasons for the
decision. A written copy of these findings shall be provided to the CAL FIRE Unit headquarters that administers SRA
fire pro:ection in that Local Jurisdiction.

The Fire Marshal in this case has created an inflexible standard which has nothing to do with wildfire protection, and is
inconsistent with the Mission Canyon Comunity Plan Fire Policy. This is not Painted Cave. My house is on flat ground,
below Foothill Road, and less than 5" driving time from Fire Station 15. The State has my property listed as "moderate” risk.
This Fire Marshal changed that map without any notice to me. The lane is and has been physically wide enough for fire
equipment access, as the Fire Marshal well knows. it has been substantially improved, voluntarily, since | filed mh
application. | respectfully suggest that the CAO, who must act as the Clerk on this appeal, and the Board, seek outside
independent counsel on these issues.




Ms. Alexander:

'm attaching tha rules' they claim apply. This Board only has two members on it, out of five, so they can never take action.
it only meets ‘as needed'. | do not think this is the right venue for my appeal- it would be futile, as it involves determinations
and policy conflicts which go way beyond building materials. The same practical effect determination, under the State Fire
code can be made by the building official (under the direction of the Planning Director), or the Planning Director. Marshal
Tan's most recent conclusions compound the violations in this case. | have already suggested that Lisa Plowman make a
determination on the issues in context of my SB 9 application, and then allow me to appeal that to the Board, if itis against
me. The Fire Marshal is free to make his recommendation to the Planning Commission as is the practice. In fact, in the

- recent appeal of the Paint Fire project, Marshal Tan did not recommend any offsite improvements, while retired Fire Marshal
. Hazard swayed the Commission to grant the appeal. The Board will have to decide what makes sense, consistent with both
fire protection and housing policy. That is important from the due process and statutory compliance perspective for a
number of reasons, and | think after being stuck in the "process” for three years, the Board owes me a final decision based
on policy and facts heard in a fair public hearing, if that can be achieved in my case.

The Chapter 18 appeal process is inadequate to deal with the specific planning conflicts the Fire Marshal has created in this
. case. See, 14 CCR Section 1270.07, which | have previously provided.

{a) Upoun request by the applicant, an Exception to standards within this Subchapter may be allowed by the
inspeciion entity in accordance with 14 CCR § 1270.06 (inspections) where the Exceptions provide the Same
Practical Effect as these regulations towards providing Defensible Space. Exceptions granted by the Local
Jurisdiction listed in 14 CCR § 1270.08, shall be made on a case-by-case basis only. Exceptions granted by the
Local Jurisdiction listed in 14 CCR § 1270.06 shall be forwarded to the appropriate CAL FIRE unit headquarters that
administers SRA fire protection in that Local Jurisdiction, or the county in which the Local Jurisdiction is located and
shall ba retained on file at the Unit Office.

{b) Requests for an Exception shall be made in writing to the Local Jurisdiction listed in 14 CCR § 1270.06 by the
applicant or the applicant's authorized representative.

At a mmimum, the request shall state the specific section{s) for which an Exception is requested; material facts
supporting the contention of the applicant; the details of the Exception proposed; and a map showing the proposed
location and siting of the Exception. Local Jurisdictions listed in § 1270.06 {Inspections) may eslablish additional
procedures or requirements for Exception requests.

{c) Whare an Exception is not granted by the inspection entity, the applicant may appeal such denial to the Local
Jurisdiction. The Local Jurisdiction may establish or utilize an appeal! process consistent with existing local building
or planning department appeal processes.

{d} Before the Local Jurisdiction makes a determination on an appeal, the inspector shall be consulted and
shall provide to that Local Jurisdiction documentation outlining the effects of the requested Exception on
Wiidfire protection.

{e) f an appeal is granted, the Local Jurisdiction shall make findings that the decision meets the intent of providing
Defensible Space consistent with these regulations. Such findings shall include a statement of reasons for the
decisicn. A written copy of these findings shall be provided to the CAL FIRE Unit headquarters that administers SRA
fire pretection in that Local Jurisdiction.

The Fire Marshal in this case has created an inflexible standard which has nothing to do with wildfire protection, and is
inconsistent with the Mission Canyon Comunity Plan Fire Policy. This is not Painted Cave. My house is on flat ground,
below Foothill Road, and less than 5" driving time from Fire Station 15. The State has my property listed as "moderate” risk.
This Fire Marstal changed that map without any notice to me. The lane is and has been physically wide enough for fire
equipment access, as the Fire Marshal well knows. It has been substantially improved, voluntarily, since | filed mh
application. | respectfully suggest that the CAQ, who must act as the Clerk on this appeal, and the Board, seek outside
independent counsel on these issues.

On Fri, Mar 6, 2026 at 8:30 AM Jacquelyne Alexander <iale ntyofsh org> wrote:

Good morning Jana,



iii. The applicant’s written authorization for an agent, if any, to act on the applicant’s behaif;
iv. A description of the property that is the subject of the application;

v. A description of the enforcement order that is the subject of the application.

An appeal, along with the required $200 processing fee, may be submitted by mail or hand-delivered to the Clerk of the Board at the
following addres::

County of Santa Barbara Clerk of the Board
105 E. Anapamu Street, Room 407

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Please feel free to reach out if you have any additional questions.

' Kind regards,

Jacquelyne Alexander
Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Barbara

105 E. Anapamu Street, Suite 407, Santa Barbara, CA 93101

one COUNTY | one FUTURE
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From: Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 6, 2026 11:29 AM

To: Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@countyofsb.org>

Cc: Mona Miyasato <mmiyasato@countyofsb.org>; Solomon Richard <rcsolomon42@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Appeal form, submittal and cost

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.




The membership of the Board of Appeals is currently being updated. Once that process is complete, we will share additional information
regarding the Board’s composition and the scheduling of the hearing.

Kind regards,

Jacquelyne Alexander

Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

: County of Santa Barbara
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From: Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 6, 2026 4:44 PM

To: Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@countyofsb.org>
Subject: Re: Appeal form, submittal and cost

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Thank you. Pleasz provide the names and e mails of the current members of the Board of Appeals. Your public information
states that there are only two.

The ordinance says they do not meet regularly. How/when do | learn when the hearing will be set?

On Fri, Mar 6, 2026 at 3:27 PM Jacquelyne Alexander <jralexander@couniyofsb.org> wrote:

Good afternoon ‘ana,

The fee to file an appeal with the Board of Appeals is $200 (Chapter 15, Appendix A, Section A101.10 - Fees).




At this time, Chanter 15 does not specify a form or deadline for submitting an appeal related to a Request for Modification or Alternate
Means and Methods (AMM) to the Board of Appeals.

You may include the following information in your appeal:

i. The name and address of the applicant;

ii. The name and address of the applicant’s agent;

" iii. The applicant’s written authorization for an agent, if any, to act on the applicant’s behalf;
iv. A description of the property that is the subject of the application;

v. A description of the enforcement order that is the subject of the application.

An appeal, along with the required $200 processing fee, may be submitted by mail or hand-delivered to the Clerk of the Board at the
following address:

County of Santa Barbara Clerk of the Board
i 105 E. Anapam . Street, Room 407
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Please feel free to reach out if you have any additional questions.

Kind regards,

Jacquelyne Alexander

Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

County of Santa Barbara

one COUNTY | one FUTURE _ " ‘ 5 == = = S s
105 E. Anapamu Street, Suite 407, Santa Barbara, CA 93101

t: 805.568.2245 f: 805.568.2249




Katherine Douglas

T S SRR
From: Jana Zimmer <zimmerccc@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, May 4, 2026 3:59 PM
To: Katherine Douglas
Cc: Solomon Richard
Subject: Slide for my comment on A- Agenda - Fire Dept Rules
Attachments: Chart Comparison of Fire Board Rules 4.17.2026.docx

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Please ask the Clerk of the Board to show this slide when | present on the A-Agenda. Mr. Solomon will be
putting in a speaker slip to introduce.

Jana Zimmer

(805)705-3784

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY & DISCLAIMER: The information contained in this email message
is attorney privileged and confidential, intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above. If the
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution
or copy of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify us immediately
by calling (805) 705-3784 and delete the message. Thank you.



The FIRE BOARD Rules as applied to Zimmer

The Rules CHANGES proposed to the Board

Appeal, now and since first appeal, July 2023

of Supervisors on 4.7.2026, with no notice to

(which County refused to process)

the public, or Zimmer

A. Jurisdiction: No jurisdiction to determine
“same practical effect”. Never determined
“same practical effect” . (Fire Marshal
recommendation to Planning Director,
appeal under 14 CCR 1270.06, not under
Chapter 15) Planning Director continues to
hold the application in limbo (3) years on,
even though she knows mitigation measures
have been “adopted” and will be performed
after (e-mail Plowman to Zimmer, attached.)

1. Still no mention of “same practical effect”
in Rules. (Note: County Counsel claims to
the court this is the required process, but
has not disclosed that the Planning Director
is the designated “decider”. Planning
Director now admits that Zimmer need only
“adopt” mitigation measures, not perform
them.

B. APPEAL TO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, then
to court via writ of mandate

NO APPEAL TO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

C. Function: to hear appeals to determine
suitability of alternate materials and types
of construction and to provide reasonable
interpretation of provisions of the Fire Code

Appeals of all interpretation of Chapter 15,
Chapter 10, modification, variance, and Fire
Department conditions related to a building
permit.

D. Due process protections

12, 13: Department and Board of Supervisors
have separate legal counsel

None

Zimmer has never been granted any appeal
hearing, either from P&D to Planning
Commission/Board of Supervisors, or Fire
Marshal to Board of Supervisors. County
Counsel continues to represent Fire Marshall
in closed sessions with Board. This conflict is
manifested, again a manifestation of an
unacceptable risk of bias (see, e.g. Chi v. Dept
of Motor Vehicles, (4/6/2026) and an
intentional, continuing violation of Zimmer’s
rights to procedural and substantive due
process.

#4 prehearing conferences on issues of fact
and law

Eliminated. Zimmer’s case turns on an issue
of law which Tan (and Plowman) have been
notified of, but have ignored: whether he or
P&D can require Zimmer to perform any
improvements prior to recordation of lot

split.

#6 Right to disqualify a member, process

No right to disqualify. Tan has proposed City
Fire Marshal as a third member, who already
has formed an opinion on the mandatory

minimum road width, and communicated it.




#7 Setting Hearing- must be held within 30
days after filing.

No requirement. More than 30 days have
elapsed.

#10 Recording: All hearings recorded or
reported

No requirement

#11 Hearing procedure

(d) all testimony under oath

no

(c) burden of proof

no

(g) board members may not act on
information outside of hearing

No. All information in Zimmer’s case received
in closed session by Board of Supervisors

(g) cross examination of all witnesses

No . Zimmer will seek to cross examine
relevant staff, including Tan and Plowman

#18 (b) Decision on Preponderance of
evidence

No. Plowman will avoid considering
preponderance of evidence standard in

denying SB 9 lot split.
#18 (c) written findings of fact no
#18(e) appeal to the Board of Supervisors Eliminated
#19 parties may be requested to proposed no
findings of fact, request for clarification
Fire Marshal controls nomination of new Same.

Board members




