From: donotreply@godaddy.com <donotreply@godaddy.com>
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2020 2:10 PM

To: Wendy Winkler <wwinkler@cityofgoleta.org>

Subject: goletazoning.com Public Comments: Form Submission

Name:

Will Russ

Email:

surf0116@gmail.com

Subject:

Commercial CUP Considerations in Business Park Zones

Message:

| am a business owner in SB and am looking to relocate my facility to Goleta, however, due to
the new NZO, we are being shut out. We are currently seeking a 20K+ building/warehouse
space. All buildings that meet our requirements are located in the Business Park Zones. Due to
our use, we are being told that CUP's will not be considered for Indoor recreation business in the
business park zones. This seems like a very poorly thought out portion of the new regulations.
With the business park zones being a main hub for so many residents, it seems that excluding
certain businesses from providing healthy/active services for these people is counter productive
for the City of Goleta. Our current business has been located on State street for over 8 years
now. As we try to grow our business and provide our unique services to a large portion of our
customers in Goleta, we have been continually shut out of every available option. | feel that it is
unfair to not even consider CUP's for indoor sports/recreation based businesses in the Business
Park Zones. Thank you. Will Russ Owner - Santa Barbara Rock Gym

This message was submitted from your website contact form:
http://www.goletazoning.com/public-comments.html

Use your free GoDaddy Email Marketing Starter account to follow up with contacts who agreed to
receive email campaigns! Click here to get started.
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From: Treva Yang [trevayang@gmail.com]

Sent: Sunday, February 02, 2020 12:17 PM

To: Paula Perotte; Kyle Richards; Roger Aceves; Stuart Kasdin; James Kyriaco

Subject: Please don't vote pass a hedge height ordinance nor a ban on chainlink fences.

Goleta Mayor and City Council Members,

| read the NoozHawk article of January 21, 2020 stating that the council is set
to take a final vote on February 18 regarding fences, freestanding walls, and
hedges. | feel that the last choices that a property owner has are now being
regulated away! | don't live in a planned community. There is no reason for it
to look like one. Each property has its own personality. As | look around my
neighborhood | see plenty of examples of hedges that would not meet the proposed
6ft-in-front, 8ft-on-the-sides rule. However, all of these hedges have a good reason for
being tall. They are all well maintained. Most importantly, the property owners made
the choice to have them this height. When | read, "Goleta resident Connie

Cornwell said a hedge next to her home is too tall and is rodent-
infested."” | felt that perhaps you are trying to regulate the
wrong thing. If there is a rodent problem, deal with her
rodent problem. | am sure there is a way for that to get
taken care of without regulating hedge heights for all of
us!

The article went on to state that you want to pass a regulation against
chainlink fences. | could not believe this! Again, there is no reason for every
property to look the same. What works for one person or property does not
work for all of us. There are very good reasons for chain link fences. What if
one has a back or side property line. with a hedge. There is a need for light
and sun to get to the hedge on both sides. Adjoining property owners are
happy with the chainlink fence. No need for "big brother" to weigh in. What
about a chainlink fence in the front with a hedge? What if someone wants a
chainlink fence in their front yard to keep a dog or child in, but still allow it to
look out. Again, not a problem. Vinyl, wood, bamboo, stone, chainlink,
other, why should anyone have to justify their choice of fence?!

Last time | looked, this was still America. Please don't regulate our last rights
away.
Treva Yang






























From: Carrie Wanek [mailto:CWanek@foodbanksbc.org]
Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2020 2:37 PM

To: Deborah Lopez <dlopez@cityofgoleta.org>

Subject: Letter from Foodbank regarding upcoming hearing

Good afternoon Deborah —

Please find attached a letter from the CEO of the Foodbank of Santa Barbara County addressed to the
Goleta City Council for consideration at their upcoming meeting next week.

An original version has been mailed as well.

Please let me know if you have any questions or if the attachment did not come through.
Thank you,

Carrie

Carrie Wanek, CNP

Chief Financial Officer

Foodbank of Santa Barbara County
1525 State St., Ste. 100

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

(805) 357-5755 Direct

Celebrating over 35 years of ending hunger and transforming the health of Santa Barbara County through good nutrition.
Learn more at www.foodbanksbc.org.



mailto:CWanek@foodbanksbc.org
mailto:dlopez@cityofgoleta.org
http://www.foodbanksbc.org/

February 13, 2020

The Honorable City Council B K

City of Goleta
130 Cremona Drive anEn Eﬂﬁnna
Goleta, CA 93117

Re: Hearing of February 18, 2020 regarding NZO applicability to SyWest Property

Dear Honorable Members of the City Council:

| believe you are all aware of the Foodbank’s ongoing effort to locate and secure a suitable
long-term facility to house our local operations. We have undertaken an exhaustive search of
all available land and/or buildings in the Santa Barbara/Goleta region, and we have found that
there is a serious lack of available modern and suitable industrial-style building

inventory. Examples of such modern and suitable industrial buildings are the new Direct Relief
building and similar new buildings constructed within the Cabrillo Business Park. Current state-
of-the-art standards for these buildings include adequate loading facilities, an open and un-
interrupted interior floor area, and a clear height of at least 30-32 feet high. This clear height
measurement is critical and allows stacking of product/inventory with a significantly higher
efficiency over the older buildings in the Goleta area that were built in the 1970’s and

1980’s. And a modern facility in the local area is critical to allowing us to consolidate our
operations locally, and reduce travel for our employees and be proximate to those we serve in
our community. As a non-profit entity, the increased efficiencies from our consolidation into a
modern state-of-the-art facility are essential to keeping our operating costs at their lowest
possible margin so that we can continue to deliver the maximum benefit to those in need.

To assist with our mission to find a long-term and permanent home for the Foodbank, we
appreciate if you would include in any adoption of the NZO a provision for an extended period of
time underwhich pending development applications that are ‘Deemed Complete’ can continue to
pursue their entitlements. For several years, we have been engaged in ongoing discussions
and exploratory talks for a potential new facility at the site of the former Drive-in; while there is
no commitment in place yet that we could locate at this site, we would like it to remain as one of
the Foodbank’s potential options.

Best regards,
Erik Talkin — Chief Executive Officer

Email cc: Ms. Deborah Lopez, City Clerk
FOOdbﬂﬂkSBc.org North County South County Education & Admin Center

490 W Foster Rd. 4554 Hellister Ave. 1525 State St, Ste 100
8059675741 Santa Maria, CA 93455 Santa Barbara, CA 83110 Santa Barbara, CA 93101



From: Anne Wells

To: City Clerk Group

Subject: FW: NZO comments for Feb. 18th
Date: Tuesday, February 18, 2020 8:12:52 AM
Attachments: Final comments NZO.docx

From: masseybarb@aol.com <masseybarb@aol.com>

Sent: Sunday, February 16, 2020 8:13 AM

To: Roger Aceves <raceves@cityofgoleta.org>; James Kyriaco <jkyriaco@cityofgoleta.org>; Kyle
Richards <krichards@cityofgoleta.org>; Paula Perotte <pperotte@cityofgoleta.org>; Stuart Kasdin
<skasdin@cityofgoleta.org>

Cc: masseybarb@aol.com; Deborah Lopez <dlopez@cityofgoleta.org>; Anne Wells
<awells@cityofgoleta.org>

Subject: NZO comments for Feb. 18th

Attached are some final comments on the NZO for the Feb. 18th meeting.

Barbara
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Mayor and Councilmembers,                                                                               February 16, 2020

These are some of my final comments on the New Zoning Ordinance.

I don’t understand how staff can expect you to adopt “Repeals and Amendments” without you and the public having the opportunity to read what is being removed and changed.  All the repeals and changes should be compiled in one document for you and the public to read.  You shouldn’t give staff carte blanche with our Municipal Code and Ordinances.  It isn’t good enough to have a paragraph of four sentences in the staff report to cover this significant action.

I am concerned that staff has taken it upon themselves to delete 17.24.090 C.1, Limitations on Chain-Link Fencing in the staff report.  At the January 21st City Council meeting you clearly told staff that you wanted this item to come back to you with options.  So instead of doing what you asked, they just deleted the entire Section C 1. a, b, and c. with provision that you never discussed.  Chain-link fencing is currently prohibited in Residential Zones and should continue to be.  This type of fencing is appropriate for industrial and agricultural area but not for residential zones.  Chain-link fencing degrades neighborhoods and lowers property values.  Please don’t delete the prohibition of chain-link fencing especially in residential zones.

I ask that you reconsider your deletion of mailed notices where the number of notices is greater than 1,000.  You asked the Public Engagement Commission for their opinion on this issue.  Unfortunately, staff downplayed the comments at the meeting to achieve the result they wanted.  From the December 3, 2019 staff report on Adoption of the New Zoning Ordinance, page 4, are the following comments.

On November 13, the PEC received a presentation from staff on noticing requirements in the proposed NZO and provided feedback to staff for Council’s consideration. In

summary, the PEC recommended mailed notices even where there are more than 1,000 recipients, consistent with the Planning Commission’s recommendations, noting that the additional public outreach would reach community members reliant on paper-mail notices. PEC members observed that a segment of the Goleta community is without access to the internet and that, in general, newspaper notices have limited effectiveness because fewer and fewer people read printed press. Mailed noticing in both English and Spanish would help overcome barriers to participation due to language and afford all members of the community an opportunity to provide input on projects of citywide importance. The PEC considered the effectiveness of mailed noticing to be worth associated mailing costs to the City.

                                                                                                                                                           Your action on this issue did not seem to consider the Public Engagement Commission’s and resident’s opinions and is not in the best interest of the residents.  Residents will continue to think that the Council doesn’t care about their opinion when they don’t even get notice of major projects.

Thank you,    Barbara


Mayor and Councilmembers, February 16, 2020
These are some of my final comments on the New Zoning Ordinance.

I don’t understand how staff can expect you to adopt “Repeals and Amendments” without you
and the public having the opportunity to read what is being removed and changed. All the
repeals and changes should be compiled in one document for you and the public to read. You
shouldn’t give staff carte blanche with our Municipal Code and Ordinances. It isn’t good enough
to have a paragraph of four sentences in the staff report to cover this significant action.

I am concerned that staff has taken it upon themselves to delete 17.24.090 C.1, Limitations on
Chain-Link Fencing in the staff report. At the January 21% City Council meeting you clearly told
staff that you wanted this item to come back to you with options. So instead of doing what you
asked, they just deleted the entire Section C 1. a, b, and c. with provision that you never
discussed. Chain-link fencing is currently prohibited in Residential Zones and should continue
to be. This type of fencing is appropriate for industrial and agricultural area but not for
residential zones. Chain-link fencing degrades neighborhoods and lowers property values.
Please don’t delete the prohibition of chain-link fencing especially in residential zones.

I ask that you reconsider your deletion of mailed notices where the number of notices is greater
than 1,000. You asked the Public Engagement Commission for their opinion on this issue.
Unfortunately, staff downplayed the comments at the meeting to achieve the result they wanted.
From the December 3, 2019 staff report on Adoption of the New Zoning Ordinance, page 4, are
the following comments.

On November 13, the PEC received a presentation from staff on noticing requirements
in the proposed NZO and provided feedback to staff for Council’s consideration. In
summary, the PEC recommended mailed notices even where there are more than
1,000 recipients, consistent with the Planning Commission’s recommendations, noting
that the additional public outreach would reach community members reliant on paper-
mail notices. PEC members observed that a segment of the Goleta community is
without access to the internet and that, in general, newspaper notices have limited
effectiveness because fewer and fewer people read printed press. Mailed noticing in
both English and Spanish would help overcome barriers to participation due to language
and afford all members of the community an opportunity to provide input on projects of
citywide importance. The PEC considered the effectiveness of mailed noticing to be
worth associated mailing costs to the City.

Your action on this issue did not seem to consider the Public Engagement Commission’s and
resident’s opinions and is not in the best interest of the residents. Residents will continue to
think that the Council doesn’t care about their opinion when they don’t even get notice of major
projects.

Thank you, Barbara



From: Treva Yang <trevayang@gmail.com>

Date: February 13, 2020 at 4:40:11 PM PST

To: Paula Perotte <pperotte@cityofgoleta.org>, Kyle Richards <krichards@cityofgoleta.org>,
Roger Aceves <raceves@cityofgoleta.org>, Stuart Kasdin <skasdin@cityofgoleta.org>, James
Kyriaco <jkyriaco@cityofgoleta.org>

Subject: Please, don't pass a hedge height ordinance nor a ban on chain-link fences.
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From: Tim Cook <tand38ths@hotmail.com>
Date: February 14, 2020 at 8:18:48 PM PST

To: Paula Perotte <pperotte@cityofgol eta.org>, Kyle Richards
<krichards@cityofgoleta.org>, Roger Aceves <raceves@cityofgoleta.org>,
Stuart Kasdin <skasdin@cityofgol eta.org>, James Kyriaco

<jkyriaco@cityofgoleta.org>
Subject: Opposing hedge height and fence or dinance

| am writing to tell you | oppose the proposed hedge height/ fence ordinance. |
have lived both in Goleta and Santa Barbaramy entire life. | have aways
appreciated Goleta not having this selectively enforced ordinance that Santa
Barbara has. Often times neighbors use these sorts of ordinances to escalate
existing feuds. | would be disappointed to see Goleta waste it’ s limited resources
on such trivial maters.

Thank you!

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Justin Dorn <justindorn@gmail.com>

Date: February 14, 2020 at 6:20:12 PM PST

To: Paula Perotte <pperotte@cityofgoleta.org>, Kyle Richards
<krichards@cityofgoleta.org>, Roger Aceves <raceves@cityofgoleta.org>,
Stuart Kasdin <skasdin@cityofgoleta.org>, James Kyriaco
<jkyriaco@cityofgoleta.org>

Subject: Objection to fencing and hedge regulation

Hello City Council Members and Mayor,

As a lifelong Goleta resident and homeowner, I'm writing to let you know that |
oppose the regulation of hedge heights and chain-link fencing on

residential properties. Specifically, | oppose the proposed zoning regulations
contained within 17.24.090. Please take this into consideration when voting on
the matter on February 18th.

Thank you all and keep up the good work,

Justin Dorn
805-451-3796
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From: Cecilia Brown [mailto:brownknightl@cox.net]

Sent: Monday, February 17, 2020 7:36 PM

To: Deborah Lopez <dlopez@cityofgoleta.org>

Cc: brownknightl@cox.net

Subject: Comments for Tuesday Feb 18 City Council Meeting Agenda Iltem B1

Madame City Clerk, please forward these comments to the City council for their Tuesday
meeting. Thank you, Cecilia Brown

Monday, February 17, 2020
Dear Madame Mayor and City Council Members,

Before you conduct the first reading on your new zoning ordinance, please consider my
comments below which pertain to follow-up items for work-up after adoption of the NZO.

Appreciate the listing of the Follow-up items on page 3 of the staff report, but | believe one
item is missing which is in attachment 1 (Key Topics and Other Items Worksheet (2/18/20).
Box A8 Section 17.52.050 Noticing Requirements, see the last comment in the far right of
Box A8. Thelast sentence states “ Council directed staff to prepare a Noticing Plan separate
from NZO to address public noticing/outreach (translation, electronic, etc.) Please add thisto
the list of Follow-up itemson p. 3 of the staff report.

Further, please make a chart of the follow-on action itemsto include for each item which
department is responsible for its completion and the expected time frame for completion. And
please have thisinformation readily available on the NZO website or some easily accessible
location on the city’ s website so the Council and the public can keep track of what is pending
and completed. Thank you very much.

Congratulations as you near the completion of the NZO and its adoption.
Cecilia Brown
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