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LAW OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO, APC 
P.O. Box 92233 • Santa Barbara, California 93190 

Phone: (805) 682-0585 • Fax: (805) 682-2379 
Email(s):  marc@lomcsb.com (Marc); ana@lomcsb.com (Ana)  

 

March 15, 2019 
 

Goleta City Council    By email to dlopez@cityofgoleta.org 
130 Cremona Dr. #B 
Goleta, CA 93117 
  
RE:  Ellwood Monarch Butterfly Habitat Management Plan – Critical Plan Revisions 
 
Dear Mayor Perotte and Councilmenbers:   

 
This office represents the Friends of the Ellwood Monarchs (FOTEM).  We submitted 

comments on the Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and Revised Draft Monarch Butterfly 
Habitat Management Plan (MBHMP) dated 2/25/19 which raised a number of concerns 
regarding both the MND and Draft MBHMP.  We understand from talking with Staff that time 
limitations vis-à-vis- the Coastal Conservancy grant process limit the City’s ability to make 
major changes to the MND or MBHMP, but that limited changes could be incorporated at the 
3/19 Council hearing in the form of an Errata to the MBHMP.   

 
An MND may be prepared in lieu of an EIR only where feasible and specific mitigation 

measures are so clearly effective that no substantial evidence can be produced that the revised 
project may still have significant environmental effects. (California Environmental Law & Land 
Use Practice (Matthew Bender & Co., Inc., 2013) § 21.09; Pub. Res. Code § 21080 (c)(2); 
Guidelines §§ 15064 (f)(2), 15070 (b).)  Here, the MND relies largely on the policies and 
provisions of the MBHMP to self-mitigate potentially significant impacts including impacts to 
monarch butterflies and their habitat.  As currently drafted, key provisions of the MBHMP are 
not so clearly effective that no substantial evidence of potentially significant impacts can be 
produced.  In fact, the MND does not accurately describe certain Plan provisions that were 
revised after the draft MBHMP was circulated for public review last year (see below).  In the 
attached, we’ve identified a limited number of changes that are necessary to ensure that the Plan 
is self-mitigating and does not result in potentially significant impacts to Monarch habitat.  The 
changes address two deficiencies in the Plan.   

 
First, to correct habitat deficiencies caused by death of trees or insufficient canopy or site 

protection, the Plan must clearly authorize the planting of eucalyptus trees when indicated to 
preserve habitat value.  The MND relies on tree replacement identified in the MBHMP to 
conclude the Project would not result in potentially significant impacts to monarch habitat, 
stating:  “The MBHMP calls for the replacement of the removed trees and enhancement of the 
groves with planting of eucalyptus in the historical grove footprint only . . . gaps or reductions in 
the grove caused by tree die off would be replenished”.  (MND p. 73.)  However, as currently 
drafted, the revised MBHMP does not clearly call for the replacement of dead or dying 
eucalyptus trees with other eucalyptus trees.  Our requested revision to Table 2/Action 12-1.2 is 
absolutely critical, as without it the MND is not accurate, and impacts to Monarch habitat are not 
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adequately mitigated.  Requested revisions to Action 12-1.6 and 12-1.10 add needed clarity 
around the circumstances where replanting with eucalyptus is called for.   
 
 Second, certain Plan provisions appear to apply only within the aggregation sites 
themselves, when the eucalyptus groves and windrows within the Coverage Area are also 
Monarch ESHA.  It appears that the MBHMP was intended to apply to the eucalyptus groves in 
the coverage area generally and not only the aggregation sites.  For example, in the Comment 
Matrix, the second from last comment on page 25 asks “Is the treatment different for 
“aggregation areas,” “roosts,” “trees supporting seasonal monarch butterfly aggregation sites,” 
“aggregation site buffers” or “the eucalyptus forest beyond the buffer.” The response is “There is 
no difference in the treatments for these various areas.”  Our requested changes to Policy 12-1, 
Action 10-1.1, Policy 10-2, and Policy 10-4 clarify that these provisions apply broadly, and 
ensure that eucalyptus groves that have important habitat functions for the Monarchs are not 
compromised, and thereby avoiding potentially significant impacts.   
 

To ensure the MND is accurate, and that the MBHMP will not result in potentially 
significant impacts to Monarch habitat, we respectfully request that Council include the specific 
changes enumerated below in your approval of the MBHMP.   

 
Respectfully submitted,  

  
LAW OFFICE OF MARC CHYTILO, APC 

 

 
     Ana Citrin 
     For FOTEM 
 
 
Attachment:  FOTEM requested language changes 
 

 

 

 

 



Attachment  

FOTEM requested language changes to the 1/19 MBHMP, indicated in strikethrough and 
underline.  

Policy 12-1. Eucalyptus trees in the groves containing monarch butterfly aggregation sites within 
the Coverage Area shall be managed, as feasible, to ensure tree health and longevity.  

Action 12-1.2. Table 2 should say “Planting eucalyptus trees or planting native trees” as 
Potential Actions/Tools for Management to “Correct habitat deficiencies” caused by death of 
trees or insufficient canopy or site protection. To remedy these threats there must be an option to 
plant eucalyptus trees when indicated to preserve habitat value.  

Action 12-1.6. Maintain a living eucalyptus forest within the outline of pre-drought forest extent 
as determined with historic aerial photographs. Replant sections of the eucalyptus forest where 
dead zones occur due to multiple tree die-offs.  

Action 12-1.10. Plant trees as needed to maintain grove density and improve monarch butterfly 
habitat. Plant in locations that improve aggregation site conditions as per the best available 
scientific analysis, and replant eucalyptus in areas within historic eucalyptus grove extent where 
gaps have occurred from drought die-back.  

Action 10-1.1. Implement Program 12, Tree Management Program, to help facilitate the 
conservation of the eucalyptus groves and windrows in the Monarch Butterfly Habitat 
Management Plan Coverage Area monarch butterfly aggregation sites.  

Policy 10-2. Preservation of the eucalyptus groves and windrows aggregation sites on Ellwood 
Mesa shall be the focus of management activities, as feasible, and in coordination with Program 
9, Catastrophic Event Response Program.  

Policy 10-4. To avoid impacts on monarch butterflies while they are present at the Ellwood 
aggregation sites, no maintenance or restoration work shall be conducted in the eucalyptus 
groves and windrows at Ellwood Mesa aggregation sites from October 1 through March 31 of 
each year, unless authorized by a qualified biologist.  

 
 
 











From: Charlene Marie [mailto:char4n6@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 4:07 PM
To: Roger Aceves <raceves@cityofgoleta.org>; James Kyriaco <jkyriaco@cityofgoleta.org>;
 skasdin1@gmail.com; Stuart Kasdin <skasdin@cityofgoleta.org>; Paula Perotte
 <pperotte@cityofgoleta.org>; paulaperotte@cox.net; Kyle Richards <krichards@cityofgoleta.org>;
 Deborah Lopez <dlopez@cityofgoleta.org>; Michelle Greene <mgreene@cityofgoleta.org>
Cc: John DiBenedetto <jdbsurfdog@cox.net>; Cynthia Brock <cjbrockca@cs.com>
Subject: Monarch butterfly habitat management plan

Please include eucalyptus planting / replanting and care in the plan.
As you consider adopting the plan at Tuesday's meeting, please make sure to include
 eucalyptus trees in the list of trees considered for planting / replanting.  Diversifying what we
 plant will help the overall health of the mesa but I want to make sure we don't overlook the
 importance of the eucalyptus.  I request specifically that you alter the following:

Policy 12-1 to read:
Eucalyptus trees within the Coverage Area shall be managed, as feasible, to ensure tree health
 and longevity.

Policy 12-1.2; Table 2  should include eucalyptus trees as well as native trees.

We can be better caretakers.  During the next drought let's find a way to provide water /
 maintenance for the trees on the mesa.

Thank you very much for your consideration.  I appreciate all the hard work you do for us and
 the care and attention you give to this community.

best regards,
Charlene Marie
398 Coronado Dr, Goleta, CA 93117
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