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Appellants seek review of a Jillle 17,2013, decision (Decision) of the Pacific 
Regional Director (Regional Director), Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) approving a tribal 
Land Consolidation and Acquisition Plan (Plan) proposed by the Santa Ynez Band of 
Chumash Indians' (Tribe). The Board now dismisses this case as moot because the Tribe . 
has withdrawn its Plan. 
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Background 

The Tribe submitted a "Land Consolidation and Acquisition Plan" to the Regional 
Director for approval under BIA's land-into-trust regulations at 2S C.F.R. §§ lS1.2(h) 
(defInition of"tribal consolidation area")l and 151.3(a)(1) (land acquisitionpolicy).2 The 
Plan identifIes an approximately 11,SOO-acre area-which purportedly ''was part of the 
Tribe's ancestral territory and comprised most of its historic territory," and which is outside 
the Tribe's roughly 137-acre current reservation-as the Tribe's area of focus for possible 
future trust acquisitions. Plan at 2-3, 8-9 & Ex. A(map). The Plan construes 
§ 151.3(a)(1) as providing that "tribal consolidation areas, like on-reservation or adjacent 
lands, do not require the high level of scrutiny that off-reservation acquisitions do, and 
further affords such acquisitions a greater level of credibility as part of a plan which has 
already been reviewed ~d approved by the BIA." Plan at 2. 

The Regional Director approved the Plan pursuant to §§ 151.2(h) and lS1.3(a)(1). 
See Decision. The Decision states that "[a]11 acquisition applications submitted pursuant to 
said plan shall be considered within the Secretary's discretion and under all applicable laws 
and regulations, including the National Environmental PolicyAq of 1969." Id. Thus, 
BlA's approval ofthe Plan did not signify its evaluation and approval of any application to 
place land into trust. See id. Through a letter dated June 19, 2013, the Acting Regional 
Director notifIed the Tribe that the Plan had been approved. It appears that BIA neither 
sought public comment on the Plan nor issued a public notice of the Decision. 

1 Section lS1.2(h) defines a tribal consolidation area as "a specific area ofland with respect 
to which the tribe has prepared, and the Secretary has approved, a plan for the_acquisition 
of land in trust status for the tribe." 

2 Section 151.3(a)(1) states that, "Subject to the provisions contained in the acts of 
Congress which authorize land acquisitions, land may be acquired for a tribe in trust status: 
(1) When the property is located within the exterior boundaries of the tribe's reservation or 
adjacent thereto,or within a tribal consolidation area." Forthe sake ofcompleteness, we 
note that under the policy, land may also be acquired in trust for a tribe "(2) [w]hen the 
tribe already owns an interest in the land; or (3) [w]hen the Secretary determines that the 
acquisition is necessary to facilitate tribal self-determination, economic development, or 
Indian housing." 25 C.F.R. § 151.3(a)(2)-(3). 
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Numerous parties filed appeals of the Decision, alleging procedural and substantive 
errors. 3 The Board consolidates all of the appeals and now dismisses this case as moot. 
After several of the appeals were filed, the Tribe sent to the Regional Director, with a copy 
to the Board, a letter in which the Tribe withdrew its Plan without preJudice. See Letter 
from Tribal Chairman to Regional Director, Oct. 11,2013. The Tribe also requested that 
BIA "dismiss any appeals to such [tribal consolidation area] without prejudice." Id. 

Discussion 

The Board, while recognizing that it is not bound by the case-or-controversy 
requirement set forth in the U.S. Constitution, art. ill, § 2, has in the interest of 
administrative economy consistently applied the doctrine ofmootness. See Pueblo ofTesuque 
v. Acting Southwest RI.;gional Director, 40 lBIA 273, 274 (2005) (citing Estate ofPeshlakai v. 
Area Director, Navajo Area Office, IS IBIA 24,32-33 (1986». "Mootness may arise in 
various contexts, but each is based on the requirement that an active case or controversy be 
present at all stages of litigation." Pueblo ofTesuque, 40 IBIA at 274 (citations omitted). 

3 On September 26 the Board consolidated six appeals, after which five more were received. 
The appeals have been docketed as follows: County of Santa Barbara, California (Dkt. No. 
IBIA 14-001); No More Slots (Dkt. No. !BIA 14-003); Neighborhood Defense League of 
California (Dkt. No. IBIA 14-004); Nancy Crawford-Hall (Dkt. No. IBIA 14-005); 
Concerned Citizens of the SantaYnez Valley, Meadowlark Ranches Association, and Santa 
Ynez Valley Association of Realtors (Dkt. No. IBIA 14-006); Preservation of Los Olivos 
and Preservation of Santa Ynez (Dkt. No. lBIA 14-007); Save the Valley Plan (Dkt. No. 
IBIA 14-009); W.E. Watch, Inc. (Dkt. No. IBIA 14-010); Santa Ynez Rancho Estates 
Mutual Water Company, Inc. (Dkt. No. IBIA 14-018); Mary Kiani, Trustee, "Kiani Family 
Rem[a]inder Trust" (Dkt. No. IBIA 14-019); and Santa Ynez River Water Conservation 
District, Improvement District No. I (Dkt. No. IBIA 14-020). 

The Board received entries of appearance from the following parties: Charles Grimm, 
Grimm Investments, LLC, Michael Sinclair, Lynn Sinclair, Paul Skinner, Robin Hunt, Jr., 
Vicki Schuman Hunt, Thomas J. Barrack, Donald Petroni, Ann Petroni, Lawrence 
Grassini, Kathleen S. Grassini, Grassini Vineyard, LLC, Tom Stull, Deborah Stull, Aspen 
Properties, Michael Focht, Sandra Focht, Gerald Thomas, Janet Thomas, Priscilla Tamkin, 
James Vogelzang, Mary Beth Vogelzang, Julie McGinley, Jack McGinley, Shawn Addison, 
Antoinette Addison, Kentucky West,. Donald Shackelford, Kim Shackelford, Santa Barbara 
Vineyards, LLC, Roger K. Bower, Joe E. Kiani,Mary Kiani, Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District, Improvement District No. I, and the Tribe. . 

Additionally, we received a letter from Santa Ynez Valley Alliance providing "comments" 
in opposition to the Decision. 
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The Board may well dismiss an appeal as moot when, as a result of a change in the 
circumstances that gave rise to the appeal, the Board determines that "nothing turns on its 
outcome." Id. (citacionomitted). In Pueblo ofTesuque, the Board dismissed as moot an 
appeal, the ~ ofwhich was to terminate a utility right-of-way (ROW), when the utility 
informed the Board that it no longer intended to use the ROW,· Id. at 274-75. The Board 
explained that, ;"whether or not the Regional Director's decision was correct or incorrect, 
the active case or controversy over [the utility's] use of Pueblo lands no longer exists." Id. 
at 275, In accordan<:e: with Pueblo ofTesuque, in Hamaatsa, Inc. v. Southwest Regional 
Director, 55 IBIA 132, 134-35 (2012), we dismissed anappeal of a regional director's 
decision to acqUire land in trust as moot when the tribe withdrew its application. 

Now that the Tribe has withdrawn the Plan, the Regional Director's decision to 
approve the Plan has lost whatever significance, if any, it might otherwise have carried. We 
conclude that nothing may now turn on the outcome of a decision by the Board on 
Appellants' appeal of the Regional Director's decision. Accordingly, we dismiss this case as 
moot. 

We recqgnize the possibility that issues could re-emerge in a new controversy. But 
that does not ~ean that the original controversy is not moot. Appellants' filing of their 
appeals precluded the Decision from taking effect, see 25 C.P.R. § 2.6, and consequently 
should the Tribe resubmit its original Plan, or submit a new plan for approval, BIA must· 
consider the sitUation with a "clean slate," Hamaatsa, 55 IBIA at 135, without regard for 
the Decision. An order of vacatur is therefore unnecessary as a matter of law. See id. 
Nevertheless, iA the interest of clarity and because parties sometimes seek to attach 
continuing significance to a moot decision, we vacate the Regional Director's decision. See 
id. (citing Pueblo ofTesuque , 40 IBIA at 275; Paul Spicer v. Eastern Oklahoma Regional 
Director, 50 lBIA 328,333 (2009». 

Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to the Board ofIndian Appeals by the 
Secretary of the Interior, 43 C.P.R. § 4.1, the Board dockets the appeals, vacates the 
Regional Director's June 17, 2013, decision, and dismisses this case as moot. 

I concur: 

07~Cl:~ 
Thomas A. Blaser Steven K. U' cheid 
Administrative Judge: Chief Administrative Judge 
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SUGGESTION OF MOOTNESS BY THE SANTA 
YNEZ BAND OF CHUMASH MISSION INDIANS 

The Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Mission Indians, the real party in interest in this 

matter, submit ~at these appeals, and all other appeals of the Pacific Regional Director's June 

17,2013 approJal of the Tribe's Proposed Land Consolidation and Acquisition Plan, became 

moot on October 11,2013, when the Tribe withdrew the proposed plan. Because there is no 

longer any defiriite or concrete controversy over the approval of the Tribe's Land Consolidation 

and Acquisition Plan, the Board should dismiss these appeals as moot. 

The appeals fr~m the Pacific Regional Director's decision 

In Marc~ 2013, the Tribe submitted to the Pacific Regional Director a Proposed Land 

Consolidation and Acquisition Plan, which encompassed approximately 11,500 acres of the 

Tribe's ancestral and historic territory in Santa Barbara County. On June 17,2013, the Pacific 

Regional Director issued a decision approving that plan.1 

On SePttmber 18,2013, the Board received a notice of appeal from the County of Santa 

Barbara, Califotia, challenging the Pacific Regional Director's decision. On September 23, 

2013, The Board received additional notices of appeal by Concerned Citizens of the Santa Ynez 

Valley, Meadowlark Ranches Association, the Santa Y nez Valley Association of Realtors, 
I 

Nancy Crawford-Hall, the Neighborhood Defense League of California, No More Slots, and 

Preservation of lOS Olivos and Preservation of Santa Ynez. 

Three iYS later, the Board issued a Pre-Docketing Order that consolidated the appeals.' 

Since then, counsel for the Tribe have also received notices of appeal or answers from the Santa 

1 Approval ofP1,"oposed Land Consolidation & Acquisition Plan Santa Ynez Band of Chumash 

Indians (June Ii, 2013). 

2 Pre-Docketing Notice, Order Consolidating Appeals, order for Appellants to Complete Service, 


j 

Order Concerning Service List, and Order for Administrative Record (Sept. 26,2013). 
2 



Ynez Rancho E~tates Mutual Water Company, Inc} Mary Kiani, trustee for the Kiani Family 
I 

Reminder Trusf Charles Grimm, Grimm Investments, LLC, Michael Sinclair, Lynn Sinclair, 

Paul Skinner, Robin Hunt, Jr., Vicki Schuman Hunt, Thomas J. Barrack, Donald Petroni, Ann 

Petroni, La4e Grassini, Kathleen S. Grassini, Grassini Vineyard, LLC, Tom Stull, Deborah 

Stull, Aspen Properties, Michael Focht, Sandra Focht, Gerald Thomas, Janet Thomas, Priscilla 

Tamkin, James Vogelzand, Mary Beth Vogelzang, Julie McGinley, Jack McGinley, Shawn 

Addison, Antoinette Addison, Kentucky West, Donald Shackelford, Kim Shackelford, Santa 

Barbara Vineyatds, LlLC, Roger K. Bower, Joe E. Kiani, Mary Kiani (a second time),5 and the 

Santa Ynez Riv, r Water Conservation District, Improvement District No. 1.6 

All of these appeals are moot 

But eve!) as the more recent appeal documents acknowledge,7 the Tribe withdrew the 

Land Consolidation and Acquisition Plan that is the subject of each of these appeals on October 

11, 2013. 8 Bec~use the application has been withdrawn, the Regional Director's June 17, 2013 

decision is moo. Therefore, all pending appeals should be dismissed. 

"The Bard follows the doctrine of mootness and normally declines to consider moot 

issues.,,9 Under the doctrine of mootness, "[t]he Board does not issue advisory opinions, and 

adheres to the principlle that an active case or controversy must be present at all stages of an 

appeal before the Board."l0 

3 Notice of App~al and Statement of Basis for Appeal by Santa Ynez Rancho Estates Mutual 

Water Companj' Inc. (Sept. 28, 2013). 

4 Kiani's Notict1 of Appeal and Joinder in Notice of Appeal (Oct. 15,2013). 

5 Answer of Int1rested Parties (Oct. 16,2013). 

6 Santa Ynez Ri~er Water Conservation District's Notice of Appeal (Oct. 18,2013); Santa Ynez 

River Water Conservation District's Answer of Interested Party (Oct. 18,2013). 

7See Santa yneI. River Water Conservation District's Answer of Interested Party at page 2, n.3. 

8 See id., Ex. 1. A copy of the Tribal resolution withdrawing the plan and the cover letter send 

with that resolu ion to the BIA are attached as Exhibit A. 

9 Nomee v. Acting Billings Area Dir., 18 IBIA 367,367 (1990) 

10 Rampey v. Acting Eastern Okla. Reg'l Dir., 55 IBIA 50,51 (2012); see, e.g., Davis v. Great 
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Conclusion 

These a~peals ask the Board to review a decision by the BIA that no longer has any 

effect, and by d~ing so, ask the Board to issue an advisory opinion on a matter where there is no 

active case or controversy. The Tribe has withdrawn the Land Consolidation and Acquisition 

Plan, mooting +th the Regional Director's decision and these appeals. Because these appeals 

are now moot, the Board should dismiss all appeals of the Pacific Regional Director's June 17, 

2013 decision arproving the Tribe's Land Consolidation and Acquisition Plan. In the event that 

the Board conc1 des that these appeals are not moot, the Tribe respectfully requests an 

opportunity to respond to the merits of these appeals. 
I 

October 23, 201~ Respectfully submitted, 

sl N ancie G. Marzulla 
N ancie G. Marzulla 
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Plains RE'[ Dir.' , 38 IBIA 89 (2002) (dismissing appeal as moot); McKay v. Great Plains Reg'l 
Dir., 37 IBIA 157 (2002) (dismissing appeal as moot); Kjerstad v. Aberdeen Area Dir., 36 IBIA 
130 (2001) (dismissing appeal as moot); Hall v. Billings Area Dir., 33 IBIA 290 (1999) 
(dismissing apptal as ItnOOt). 4 
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Santa Ynez Band of Chumash 'Indians 
. P.O. Bo~ 5 17' Santa Ynez, CA 934'.60 

805·688-7997 ~ Fax 805-6.86-9578 BUSINESS CO!l1Ml'rrSE 
www,sal1ta¥nezchumasll.org, Vlnten.t Armc" tn, CI,o(riIWI 

RlcnQril GDmllZ'i Vice eMllrlllall 
~e~.~Ol'K(lhn r S'"crelar;#rllnSllre,' 

D",',~ .D, !!o.m'ngti.~i Cailllhfti'e IItel;lber
October 11, 2'013 Gory·Pall", GPlntlifffee,Me'iiiber. 

Ms. Amy Du~schke, Director 
BIA Pacific Region 
2800 CottagelWay 
Sacramento, yA 95825 

---cIN.:'R:Ef-Julle-l~T20·J.-:3--Beeisi0n-by-Paeifie-Regi0l,'lal-Bifeet0r-to""A:pprove-bancl,-.---:------'--'-0-_ 
Consolidation ann A.c.qqisit;ion .Plan of the Santa Yne2 Band ofChumash. Indians; 
REQUEST TO WITHDRAW PLAN WITHOUT PREmDICE; . 
AND DISMI~S :r;BIA APPEAL WITHOUT P~1C~. 

Deal' Pacifi.c regiona.11?j~ec.tor butschke: 

The Santa Ynez Band ofChumash Indians hereby withdraws Without prejudice the 
follawing: 	 I' ' . . " 

.That Tribal Consolidation Area (TCA) app'lication d~ted Marqh .27, 2013' as approved on .. 

June 17,2013. . .., . 


In addhion·,,4esoli1tlon #926 Santa Ynez. Band.·.of-Chumash Indians--THbalLand 

Consolidatiop.Al'ea i"she:reby superseded byResoh,rtiorL#926A Sl:lilta ynez.,Bapd of 

Chumash Indians-W'ithdrawal Without Prejudice of Tribal Land C~nsd1ida:tion Ar~a, ari 

ol'igiliaf of.wllich is attac'hed hereto. . . ' ..' 


Please dismi$s any appeals to s:ud:' TCA without pr~judice also. 

Sh;J.cerely. 	 ! 


I 


~~ 
Vincent P. Ann~nta 
Triba1 Chairman 

cc: 

·Interior Board of Indian Appeals V1 

Office of Hearings and Appeals 
~U.S. DepaitP"tent of the Interior 
N801 N. QuiJ:lgy street, Suite 300 
0'Arlington, VA 2-2203 w


703-23'5-38~6 (phone) 

703-235-3199'(facsimHe) 


I 

http:www,sal1ta�nezchumasll.org


Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indiaiis 
p.o, Box517· Santa Ynez, CA 93460 
805~6g8·7997· Fax 8.05·686·9578 

www,salitayn.ezchumash.org . 

RESOLUTION #926A 

R,e: I S~nta.Ynez ~and b(ChUmaSh Mis"Sion Indians-
Tr~b~n L,R!l·a:COtlS6UiJ4tio.il Ar.~a; . 


-------,..IWFFIIDRA-w:AL-wrr~{)liT-~reE .. 


,Whereas: 	 The Sa:nta Ynez Band of Chumasp, Indians (the 'Tribe') i~ a federally 
i recagnJzed Indian Tribe under the United States Department efthe 
Inter~or, B111'eall ofIndian.Affairs; and " . . . 

Whereas: IThe Tlrlpai B'Us~n~ss CollUrdtt~e-of~ht! .Santa. Yhe.i :Band of'Ch~a:sh 
l;ndlansls th!':l d1,lly:autp.orizedb0dy ofihe Tdbe-to ex~rcise·fJ.Ill. ' 
Igov~.rillUen:al, tel:ip~i1sibmtiesl' and is· ~mpowered to luake trIbal policy and 
I carry out· tri.b@l busIness; an'd 

," ~'I • 

Whereas: 	 I~he:-Slmta'Ynez Chumash'lia.ve afl.approxi!riately- 137 acre ResetvaQ.pn 
I mg:ch ofit is· undeveldpabk:,wetianosand riverbanks ofthe ZatlJa :Qe Co'ta: 
I Cre~k. Hpusfug and goVenin1,erit.buildings OOV!:lr ther~majr¢er qfthe ' 
Reservation. . " 	 . 

I. 
I . .,' 	 . . , • 

Whereas: i Such 137 ttGre Santa Ynez Rese~tion is'part of a larg~r appro].{imately 
" 11,501~ ac~ parcel that'was the. b~sis for a quiet title action by the Bishop 

I ofMo,nteteyin 1897. ·Sucl},q.ulet title action.was' against-the Jrtdiv.idtial 
. I members of.th~ Santa Ynez:Band ofCliumash Indbins;andthe. Indlan. 

AgenT.- at"that:tlme to oUt off imy'legahights thet'had'aS to such.p~cel. 
I • 	 , 

Whereas: .! By R~)s~lution #926, tlw Tribe requested the designation ofsuch . 
. Iapproximately 11,500 acre parcel as a Triqal Con~(')1idation Area (TCA). 

. I, The TrIbe weuld !lOW like to withdraw without prejudice.such request ,to , 
I des~gmtte such TCA,.· . 

N9W Thel'efQre B'e·Tt-Resoiv~d that theSartta Ynez'Band ofCh'Umash Indians. hereby , 
requestS: that ~~ appI'ication to· the Secrefatjr or his, designee: date.a M~ch 27, go:! j for a 
Tribal co~olidafi:Q~i.Areffp.wmaiit toZS CFR 15'1.~(h) and 25 ORR 15t3(a){1) b~ . 
WITHDRAWN, WITHOUT PREJUDICEI a,ndauthoxizes'the. Cb!iirman ·or-the Ttiber (or 
the Vice Chairman·if-the Chairman is unavaUabl,e) to'negotilite't sign, and 6400Ute any' and 
all docu~encl requited ortieoessal'Y tG implement such WITHDRAWAL WITHOUT ' 
PREJUDteE, 

" 

This resolut:IJn supersede& any previeus Trib~l resolutions: . 

http:ResetvaQ.pn
http:Chumash'lia.ve
http:L,R!l�a:COtlS6UiJ4tio.il
http:www,salitayn.ezchumash.org


" 

. -", 

I . 

. CERTIFICATION ' . 

. . this is' to ceiti:fji ~atthe fb~gomg resp~UtiOil.was adopted by the S~~.Yil:ez Busih~SS 
CClllll1'littee,at.:a di;ily oalh~d meeting ofthe Tribal.Bl,l~i~es.~'Co.mmittee;on O<t.;.,·h· &t .,2013 
bya vote.of ~illFA:VO~ .' ·O:p.P.OSED ahd 0 ABS'f.AII'UNG, . 

, • ..I~' • • 

Gary Pace, Committee Member 

SYBCI Resohnion #9261. Fager:!' o'f·2 



Nancie G. Mar~ulla, D,C. Bar No. 400985 
Roger J. Marzulla, D.C. Bar No. 394907 
MARZULLA LAW, LLC 
1150 Connecticut Ave., NW, Suite 1050 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
(202) 822-67601 (telephone) 
(202) 822-6774·. (facsimile) 
roger@marzulla.com 
nancie@marzulla.com 

Brenda L. Tomras, SBN 176900 
TOMARAS & GAS, LLP 
10755 F-Scripp Poway Parkway #281 
San Diego, California 92131 
(858) 554-0550 (telephone) 
(858) 777-5765 i(facsimile) 
BTomaras@mtdwlaw.. com 

Counsel for Re~l Party in Interest 
the Santa Ynez Band of 
Chumash Mission Indians 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS 


INTERIOR BOARD OF INDIAN APPEALS 


COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA, 
CALIFORNIA; ICONCERNED CITIZENS OF CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE SANTA YNEZ VALLEY, 
MEADOWLARK RANCHES 
ASSOCIATION, and SANTA YNEZ VALLEY Docket Nos. 
ASSOCIATIO~OF REALTORS; NANCY 
CRAWFORD-11ALL; NEIGHBORHOOD 
DEFENSE LE~GUE OF CALIFORNIA; NO 
MORE SLOTS; and PRESERVATION OF 
LOS OLIVOS ~nd PRESERVATION OF 
SANTAYNEZ, 

APpellanl 

v. 

PACIFIC REGIbNAL DIRECTOR, BUREAU 
OF INDIAN AFFAIRS; and SANA YNEZ 
BAND OF CHUMASH MISSION INDIANS, 

Appellee and Real Party in Interest. 
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PROOF OF SERVICE
I 

This c)tifies that on October 22,2013, I filed the attached Suggestion of 
Mootness, an~ served the individuals and entities listed in the attached service list, by 
UPS, postage prepaid. 

I 

October 22, 2q13 



Service List: 

California State IClearimghouse 
Office of Planning and Research 
P.O. Box 3044 I 

Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 
I 

Ms. Sara J. Dra1e 
Deputy Attorney General 
State of Califoniia Department of Justice 
P.O. Box 944255 
Sacramento, CAl 94244-2550 

Kevin E. Ready, Sr., Senior Deputy County 
Counsel I 

Santa Barbara Cbunty 
105 East AnapaJinu Street, Suite 201 
Santa Barbara, qA 93101 

I 

G.B. Shephard I 

for Appellant Concerned Citizens of the 
Santa Ynez Valley 
P.O. Box 244 , 

Santa Ynez, CAI93460 


Richard Butler 
for Appellant Meadowlark Ranches 
Association 
P.O. Box 606 
Santa Ynez, CAI93460 

Sharon Currie, ~resident 
for Appellants Santa Y nez Valley 
Association of Rlealtors 
1623 Mission Drive, #2 
Solvang, CA 93463 

I 

A. Barry Cappel~o, Esq. 
Wendy D. Welkbm, Esq. 
for Appellant N~ncy Crawford-Hall 
Cappello & Nod LLP 
831 State Street 
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 

I 

James E. Marino, Esq. 
for Appellants Neighborhood Defense 
League of California and No More Slots 
1026 Camino del Rio 
SantaBarbara, CA 93110 

Kenneth R. Williams, Esq. 
for Appellants Preservation of Los Olivos 
and Preservation of Santa Ynez 
980 9th Street, 16th Floor 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Frank: G. Blundo, Jr. 
for Interested Party the Santa Ynez Rancho 
Estates Mutual Water Company, Inc. 
15760 Ventura Boulevard 
Suite 700 
Encino, CA 91436 

John H. Parke, Esq. 
Charles D. Kimbell, Esq. 
for Interested Party Mary Kiani 
Allen & Kimbell, LLP 
317 East Carillo Street 
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 

Gary K vistad 
for Interested Party Santa Ynez River Water 
Conservation District 
Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
21 East Carillo St. 
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 

Susan Petrovich 
for Interested Parties Charles Grimm, et al. 
Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
21 East Carillo St. 
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 

Office of the Governor of California 
State Capitol Building 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


