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Editorial: Saving the Land From Families
Andy Caldwell
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Single-family residents, farming families, and members of the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians have something in common when it comes to family living arrangements and the land use process.
Years ago, a planning commissioner led a discussion about a development project in Goleta making the case that new residents could not have private yards, but should instead expect to share common open space. His rationale was that private yards were not sustainable, yet he himself lived on a 20-acre estate. Who knows, this could have been the beginning of the "smart growth movement."
In another instance, the county Planning Department solicited a farming family to submit a demonstration project known as an Ag Cluster Development. Conceptually, a large ag parcel, which might be entitled to one home per every 100 acres if the parcel was to be subdivided, would lose its ag viability if it were to be subdivided. An ACD allows the allotted number of homes to be built in a clustered pattern that only takes up a small area of the parcel. An ACD therefore allows the same number of homes that could be built as if the land were to be subdivided, but it leaves the bulk of the remaining farmland undisturbed by development and therefore available for continued intensive agricultural use.
The farming family was going to build houses for their own family members so that they could all live together on the family ranch. Unfortunately, despite having been recruited to submit the project by the county in the first place, the county denied the project.
More recently, there has been much discussion about the desire of the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians to expand the boundaries of their reservation. Our history of dealing with the sovereign peoples was accomplished by confining them and limiting their ability and access to historic farming, hunting, and living spaces in exchange for the continued recognition of sovereign nation status. That sovereignty only extends to the boundaries of the reservation, yet there is not enough room on the reservation to accommodate all the members of the tribe.
Is it practical to expect hundreds of families to live on the remaining minimal acreage of the historic reservation, when the land they recently reacquired and wish to live on was also historic tribal property?
Whether it is a family wanting a private yard, a farming family wanting to live near one another on their own farm, or extended family members of the tribe wanting to live on their reservation together, who are we to say that families living together is not sustainable? In reality, families living together is the essence of what sustains civilization itself.
Isn't it ironic that the residents who are objecting to development projects due to impacts to agriculture and open space, themselves live on land that was once farmland and open space? And before that, it all belonged to the Chumash. Is it just me or is there something wrong with this picture?
Andy Caldwell is the executive director of COLAB and host of the Andy Caldwell Show from 3-5 p.m. weekdays on AM 1290.
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