
Agenda Item 8. 

Staff Report to the 

Advisory Commission 
Agricultural Policy Application Number: 08-02 10 

Applicant: Carol Frederick 
Owner: Carol Frederick 
APN: 045-331-10 

Date: October 21, 2010 
Agenda Itcm #: 8 
Time: 1:30 p.m. 

Project Description. Proposal to construct a single family dwrelling. Requires an Agricultural 
Buffer Setback Reduction to rcducc the required 200 foot setback to a minimum of 100 feet. 

Location: Property located on the west side of Robak Drive approximately 325 feet southwest 
of the intersection with Morehouse Drive in La Selva Reach. 

Permits Required: Agricultural Buffer Setback Reduction 

Staff Recommendation: 

Exhibits 

Approval of Application 08-0210, based on the attached findings and conditions. 

A. Project plans 
B. Findings 
C. Conditions 

Parcel Information 

Parcel Size: 
Existing Land Use - Parcel: 
Existing Land Use - Surrounding: 
Project Access: 
Planning Area: 
Land Use Designation: 
Zone District: 

Supervisorial District: 
Within Coastal Zonc: 
Appealable to Calif. Coastal Comm 

Services Information 

Inside UrbadRural Services Line: 
Water Supply: 

D. Assessor's, Location. Zoning, and 

E. Comments &: Correspondence 
General Plan maps 

19,040 square feet 
Vacant 
Single family residences 
Via Rob& Drive 
La Selva Reach 
R-UL (Urban Low Density Residential) 
R-1-9 (Single Family Residential - 9,000 square feet 
minimum) 
2nd (District Supervisor: Pirie) 
X Inside - Outside 
- Yes X No 

- X Yes - No 
Soquel Creek Water District 

County of Santa Cruz Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, 4th Floor, Santa Cruz CA 95060 



Application i.: 08-0210 
APU: 045-33 1 -10 
Orvner: Carol Frrdrricl 

Sewage Disposal: 
Fire District: 
Drainage District: 

Septic 
Aptos/La Selva Fire Protection District 
None 

I’agc 2 

Analysis and Discussion 

1 he proposed prqject is to construct a two story single-~amily dwelling of approsimately 3502 
square feet on an approximately 19.040 square foot parcel. The building site is within 200 feet of 
Commercial Agricultural land to the west. The applicant is requesting a reduction in the 200 foot 
agricultural buffer setback to about 1 00 feet from A€” 045-03 1-04. 

The subject property is characterized by steep topography that slopes downwards to the west at 
about 45% slope at the front portion of the parcel. The rear (wcst) portion of the property is less 
steep and is therefore a more ideal location for the proposcd septic system. 

A reduced agricultural buffer is recommended given thc fact that the topography orthe parcel is 
very steep at the h n t  ol‘ the parcel and that a septic system must be maintained on the tlattcst 
portion of the parcel to the west; therefore, the proposed building site is located closer to the west 
side of thc parcel which is less steep than the cast, which is consistent with General Plan Policy 
8.2 and 8.3 to site homes to minimize grading and to locate development away from areas with of 
high erosion hazard. The proposed project also complies with General Plan Policy 8.6.5 which 
requires new development to maintain a complementary relationship with the natural 
environmental and to be low profile and stepped-down on hillsides. 

A condition of approval will require thc property owner to construct a six-foot tall solid wood 
board fence at the west property line with an evcrgreen hedge ofplantings to reduce the impact of 
agricultural activities on the proposed residential use. and to protect thc agricultural intcrests on 
the adjacent Commercial Agriculture zoned parcel(s). The applicant shall further be required to 
record a Statcrnent of Acknowledgement regarding the issuance o f a  county building permit in an 
area dctermincd by the County of Santa Cruz to be subject to Agricultural-IZesidential use 
conjlicts. 

. /  

Recommendation 

. Stafrrecommends that your Commission APPKOVE the Agricultural Buffer Reduction 
from 200 feet to 100 feet minimum to the proposed single-family dwelling from the 
adjacent CA zoned property known as APN 045-03 1-04 as proposed under Application 
808-021 0 (Exhibit A): based on the attached findings and recommended conditions. 

Supplementary reports and information referred to in this report are on file and available 
for viewing at the Santa Cruz County Planning Department, and are hereby made a part of 
the administrative record for the proposed project. . . 

The County Code and General Plan, as well as hearing agendas and additional information 
are available online at: w w ~ ~ ‘ . c o . s a n t a - c r u z ~  

Report Prepared By: Samantha Haschert 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department 



Application 11: 08-0210 

Owncr: Carol b’rrdcrick 
MN: na-33i - io  

701 Ocean Street: 4th Floor 
Santa Cruz CA 95060 
Phone Number: (83 1)  454-3214 
E-mail: samantha.hasehcrt@co.santa-cruz.ca.us 

Report Reviewed By: Cathy Graves 
Principal Planner 
Development Rcvieu 
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Required Findings for Agricultural Buffer Setback Reduction 
Counly Code Section 16.50.095(d) 

1. Significant topographical differences exist between the agricultural and non-agricultural 
uses which eliminates or minimizes the need for a 200 foot agricultural buffer setback; or 

Permanent substantial vegetation (such as a Riparian Corridor or Woodland protected by 
the County's Riparian Corridor or Scnsitive IIabitat Ordinances) or other physical 
barriers exist between the agricultural and non-agricultural uses which eliminate or 
minimize the need for a two hundred (200) foot agricultural huff'er setback; or 

The single family dwelling is proposed to be setback a minimum of 100 fect from the ad.jaccnt 
Commercial Agriculture (CA) zoned land. Substantial vegetation exists along the west property 
line of thc subject parcel, which, in addition to the construction o r a  six root tall solid wood 
board fence with an evergreen hedge. will bc adequate to prevcnt conflicts between thc non- 
agricultural development and the adjacent Commercial Agriculture zoned land. This barrier, as 
proposed, will not obstruct vehicular sight distance in that there is no roadway located at the west 
property line of the parcel. 

3 .  

2. 

A lesser setback is found to bc adequate to prevent conflicts between the non-agricultural 
development and the ad.jaccnt agricultural development and thc adjacent agricultural land, 
hascd on the establishlncnt of a physical barrier (unless it is determined that the 
installation o f a  barrier will hinder the affected agricultural use more than it would help it, 
or would create a serious traffic hazard on a public or private right of way) or the 
existence of some other l'actor which effectively supplants the need for a two hundred 
(200) foot agricultural buffer setback; or 

This finding c,an bc made in that, as a condition of approval of this pcrmit, the property owner 
will be required to establish a physical barrier in the form o f a  six loot tall, solid wood fcnce with 
an evergreen hedge ofphntings, along the wcst property line of the subject parcel and to rccord a 
Statement of Acknowledgement regarding the issuance of a county building permit i n  an area 
determined by the County of Santa Cruz to be subject to Agricultural-Residcntial use conflicts: 
both of which e~fectively supplant the need for a full two hundred foot agricultural buffer 
setback. 

4. The imposition o f a  two hundred (200) foot agricultural buffer setback would preclude 
building on a parcel ol'rccord as of the effective datc of this chapter, in which case a 
lesser buffer sctback distance may be permitted, provided that the maximum possible 
setback distancc is required> coupled with a requirement for a physical barrier (e.g. solid 
fencing and/or vegetative screening) to provide the maximum buffering possible, 
consistent with the objective of permitting building on a parcel of record. 



Conditions of Approval 

This permit authorizes an Agricultural Buffer Setback reduction from the proposed 
residential use to APN (045-03 1-04). This approval does not confer legal status on any 
existing structure(s) or existing use(s) on the subject propcrty that are not specifically 
authorized by this permit. Prior to exercising any rights granted by this permit, including, 
without limitation. any construction or sitc disturbance: thc applicantlowner shall: 

A. 

I. 

Sign, date, and return to the Planning Department one copy ofthe approval to 
indicatc acceptance and agreement with the conditions thereof. 

Obtain a Coastal Permit, Variance, Building Permit. and Grading Permit from the 
County of Santa Cruz Planning Department. 

I ,  

8. 

Any outstanding balance due to the Planning Department must be paid 
prior to scheduling a public hearing and prior to making a Building Permit 
application. Applicalions for Building Pcrmits will not be accepted or 
processed while there is an outstanding balance due. 

11. Prior to issuance of a Building Permit the app1icant:'owner shall: 

A. Submit final architectural plans for review and approval by the Planning 
Department. The final plans shall be in substantial compliance with the plans 
marked Exhibit "A" on filc with the Planning Department. Any changcs from the 
approved Exhihit "A" for this development permit on thc plans submitted for the 
Building Permit must be clearly called out and labcled by standard architectural 
methods to indicate such changes. Any changes that are not properly called out 
.and labeled will not be authorized by any Building Permit that is issued for the 
proposed development. The final plans shall include the following additional 
information: 

1 .  A development setback of a minimum of 100 feet from the single-family 
dwelling to the property line of the adjacent Commercial .4griculture 
zoned parcel APY 045-031-04. 

Final plans shall show the location of the vegetative buffering barrier 
which shall be composed of drought tolerant shrubbery, and a six foot tall 
solid wood board fence. The shrubs utilized shall attain a minimum height 
of six fcet upon maturity. Species type, plant sizes and spacing shall be 
indicated on the final plans for review and approval by Planning 
Department staff 

2. 

B. The owner shall record a Statement of Acknowledgement, as prepared by the 
Planning Department. and submit proof of recordation to the Planning 
De.partment. The statement of Acknowledgement acknowledges the adjacent 
agricultural land use and the agricultural buffer setbac,ks. 

EXHIBIT C 



Application d .  08-0210 Page 6 

APh:  045-?31-I0 
Oivnsr: Carol Frcdrrick 

111. All construction shall be performed according to the approved p h s  for the building 
permit. Prior to final building inspection, the applicant/owner must meet the following 
conditions: 

A. The agricultural buffer setbacks shall be met as verilied by the County Building 
Inspector. 

The required vegetative and physical barrier shall be installed. The property 
owner shall contact the Planning Department’s Agricultural Planner a minimum 
of three m:orking days in advance to schedule an inspection to verify that the 
required barrier has been completed. 

All inspections required by the building pcrmit shall be completed to the 
satisfaction of the County Building Official and/or the County Senior Civil 
Engineer. 

B. 

C.. 

IV. Operational Conditions 

A. 

R. 

C. 

The vegetative and physical barrier shall be permanently maintained. 

All required Agricultural Buffer Setbacks shall be maintained. 

In the event that future County inspections of the subject property disclose non- 
compliance with any Conditions of this Approval or any violation of the County 
Code, the owner shall pay to the County the full cost of such County inspections, 
up to and including permit revocation. 

V. As a condition of this development approval, the holder ofthis development approval 
(“Ilevelopmcnt Approval Holder“), is required to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless 
the COLWTY, its officers, eniployces, and agents, from and against any claim (including 
attorneys’ fees), against the COUNTY, it officers, employees. and agents to attack, set 
aside. void, or annul this development approval of the COUNTY or any subsequent 
aniendmcnt of this development approval which is requested by the Dcvelopment 
Approval Holder. 

A. COUNTY shall promptly notify the Development Approval Holder of any claim, 
action, or proceeding against uihich the COUNT-Y seeks to be defended, 
indemnified, or held harmless. COUNTY shall cooperate fully in such defense. If 
COUNTY fails to notify the Development .Approval IIolder w-ithin sixty (60) days 
of any such claim, action, or proceeding, or fails to cooperate fully in the defense 
thereof. the Development Approval IIolder shall not thereafter be responsible to 
defend, indenmi@> or hold harmless the COUNTY if such failure to notify or 
cooperate was significantly prejudicial to the Development Approval Holder. 

Nothing contained herein shall prohibit the COUNTY from participating in the 
defense of any claim, action, or proceeding if both ofthe following occur: 

B. 

EXHIBIT C 



Application #: 08-0210 
AI": 045-331-10 
Oirner: Carol Frcderick 

1. 

2. 

Settlement. The Dcvelopment Approval Holder shall not be required to pay or 
perform a n y  settlement unless such Development Approval Holder has approved 
the scttlement. When represcnting the County, the Development Approval Holder 
shall not enter into any stipulation or settlcmeiit modifying or affecting thc 
interpretation or validity of any of the terms or conditions of the development 
approval without the prior written consent of the Cou~ty .  

Successors Bound. "Development Approval Holder" shall include the applicant 
and the succcssor'(s) in interest, transferee(s), and assign(s) of the applicant. 

COUNTY bears its own attorney's fees and costs; and 

COIJNTY defends the action in good faith 

C. 

D. 

Minor Variations to this pcrmit which do not affect the overall concept or density may be approved by the Planning 
Director at the request of the applicant or staff in accordance with Chapter 18. I O  of the County Code. 

Please note: This permit expires three years from the effective date listed helow o r  if 
additional discretionary permits are required for the above pcrrnitted pro,iect, this permit 
shall expire on the same date as any subsequent approved discretionary permit(s) unless a 
building pcrmit (or permits) is obtained for the primary structure described in the 
development permit (does not include demolition, temporary power pole or other site 
preparation permits, o r  a~ccssory structures unless these a re  the primary suhject of the 
development permit). Failure to exercise the building pcrmit and to cornpletc all of the 
construction under the building permit, resulting in the expiration of the huilding permit, 
will void the development permit, unless there a re  special circumstances as determined by 
the Planning Director. 

Appruval Date: 

Effective Date: 

Expiration Date: 

.4ppeals: Any propert)' owner, or other person aggrievcd, or any other person whose intcrests are adversely affected 
by any act or determination of the Agricultural Policy Advisory Commission under the pro\,isions oSCount) Code 

Chapter 16.50, may appeal the act or dctem,ination to the Board of Supervisors in accordance with chapter 18.1 0 of 
the Santa Cruz County Code. 

EXHlRlT C 
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C O U N T Y  O F  S A N T A  C R U Z  
DISCRETIONARY APPLICATION COMMENTS 

Pro jec t  Planner: Samantha Haschert 
App l i ca t i on  No.: 08-0210 

APN: 045-331-10 

Date: August 24. 2010 
T ime:  1 1 : 2 0 : 1 2  
Page: 1 

Environmental Planning Completeness Comments 

REVIElN ON SEPTEMBER 2 ,  2008 BY CAROLYN 1 BANTI ========= - Conpleteness ____  _ _  _________  

Comments - S o i l s  and Grading - F i r s t  Review - These comments have been saved i n  
another docurrent by Diane 7/28/09. ========= UPDATED ON SEPTEMBER 3 ,  2008 BY ROBERT 
S LOVELAND ========= These corrments have been saved i n  another document by Diane 
7/28/09. ========= UPDATED ON DECEMBER 1,  2008 BY CAROLYN I BANTI ========= +LCom- 
pleteness Comments ++ S o i l s  and Grading I+ Second Review 1. Please submit a S o i l s  
Engineer Transfer  o f  Respons ib i l i t y  form f o r  t h e  updated s o i l s  r e p o r t .  This form has 
been inc luded as an attachment t o  t h e  s o i l s  repo r t  denia l  l e t t e r .  2 .  The s o i l s  
r e p o r t  has n o t  been accepted. Please see l e t t e r  dated 12/1/08 and Comments 3 ~ 7 
below. 3.The s o i l s  r e p o r t  must be expanded t o  i nc lude  t h e  unstable driveway s lope 
and adjacent r e t a i n i n g  w a l l .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  t h e  r e p o r t  must p rov ide  f o r  t h e  removal 
and replacement o f  t h e  driveway s lope and recommendations .for replacement o f  t h e  
e x i s t i n g  r e t a i n i n g  w a l l .  4 .  The s o i l s  repo r t  acknowledges t h e  presence o f  f i l l  on- 
s i t e ,  and F igure  18 o f  t h e  repo r t  i nd i ca tes  t h a t  a subs tan t i a l  a-nount o f  f i l l  i s  
present across t h e  s i t e .  Please r e v i s e  t h e  repo r t  t o  ( a )  c l e a r l y  de l i nea te  t h e  depth 
and ex ten t  o f  unengineered f i l l  on t h e  proper ty  i n  p lan  view, ( b )  rev i se  t h e  bor ing  
logs  t o  i n d i c a t e  t h e  depth o f  f i l l  ma te r ia l  encountered ( c )  p rov ide  recovmendations 
f o r  t h e  reqoval  and replacement o f  a l l  f i l l  mate r ia l  on s i t e .  5 .  The s o i l s  repo r t  
recommends convent ional  foundat ions f o r  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  on Page 12 ,  then prov i  des 
recommendations f o r  p i e r  foundat ions on Page 14. Please c l a r i f y  which i s  t h e  
recommended foundat ion system f o r  t h e  residence and accessory r e t a i n i n g  s t ruc tu res  
6 .  Please prov ide  a statement regard ing t h e  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  l i q u e f a c t i o n  a t  t h e  sub- 
j e c t  l o c a t i o n .  i .  Please c l a r i f y  t h e  depth o f  overexcavat ion and recornpaction r e -  
qu i red  f o r  s t r u c t u r e s .  8 .  P r i o r  t o  t h e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  a p p l i c a t i o n  being deemed com- 
p l e t e ,  a geotechn i c a l  p l a n  review let.t.er i s  requ i red  from t h e  s o i l s  engineer.  The 
l e t t e r  mus t s t a t e  t h a t  t h e  p r o j e c t  p lans are  i n  conformance w i t h  t h e  recommenda- 
t i o n s  o f  t h e  s o i l s  r e p o r t  and must re ference t h e  f i n a l ,  reviewed, p lan  s e t  by bo th  
drawing and r e v i s i o n  dates 

The f o l l o w i n g  comments p e r t a i n  t o  t h e  Grading and Drainage Plan (Sheet C1. 8/28/07) :  
9 .  The c u r r e n t  grading p lan  has no e x i s t i n g  contours shown. Please prov ide  e x i s t i n g  
and proposed contours f o r  a1 1 inprovenents.  Note:  contours s h a l l  extend beneath a1 1 
proposed development. 1 0 .  Please inc lude add i t i ona l  t o p - o f - w a l l  dnd bo t tom-o f -wa l l  
e leva t ions  a t  t h e  beginning and end po in ts  o f  a l l  proposed r e t a i n i n g  w a l l s .  
1 l .P lease  i-evise t h e  l i m i t s  o f  grading t o  i nc lude removal and replacement o f a l l  
e x i s t i n g  unpermit ted f i l l  oc t h e  p roper t y ,  a s  we l l  as  a l l  over-excava t i o n  and r e -  
compaction requ i red  beneath and adjacent t o  t h e  proposed inprovements. 1 2 .  As r e -  
quested i n  f i r s t  review comments, p lease prov ide  grading cross sec t i o r i s  through t h e  
residence and a driveway p r o f i l e  prepared by t h e  c i v i l  en g inee r .  Note t h a t  t h e  
l o c a t i o n  o f  a l l  cross sect ions and t h e  driveway center1 itie p r o f i l e  must be shown on 
t h e  grading p l a n .  1 3 .  As requested i n  f i r s t  review comen ts .  p lease inc lude  a l l  
earthwork qua n t i t i e s  r e l a t e d  t o  r e s t o r a t i v e  grading (removal and replacement o f  
unengine ered f i l l  o n s i t e )  as  we l l  as over-excavat ion and recompaction beneath and d 
d jacent  t o  improvements as separate l i n e  items i n  t h e  earthwork volume tab1 e .  
Please note t h a t  due t o  incomplete grading p lar is .  t h e  repor ted volumes have not. been 
r e v i w e d  f o r  accuracy. 14. As requested i n  f i r s t  review comments. p lease prov ide  
back-up c a l c u l a t i  ons f o r  repor ted grading volumes. These c a l c u l a t i o n s  must be 
signed and s t a  mped by t h e  c i v i l  engineer o f  record.  15 .  The landscape p lan  and Ex- 

__ 



Disc re t i ona ry  Comments - Continued 

and stamped by t h e  c i v i l  engineer o f  record.  ========= UPDATED ON DECEMBER 2 ,  2008 
BY ROBERT S LOVELAND ========= Comments 8 & 9 above: Since a l a r g e  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  
upper home s i t e  area w i l l  have t o  be over-  excavted and recompacted due t o  t h e  
presence o f  u n c l a s s i f i e d  f i l l  ma te r ia l  ( i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  s o i l s  r e p o r t )  it has been 
determined t h a t  t h e  upper home l o c a t i o n  ( a s  o r i g i n a l l y  proposed) i s  dcceptable.  I M -  
PORTANT NOTE: I h i g h l y  recommend t h a t  a meeting between -,he app l ican ts  design team 
( c i v i l  engineer and geotechnical  engineer)  be completed w i t h  members o f  Environnen- 
t a l  P lanwng p r i o r  t o  t h e  next r e s u b n i t t a l .  Please contac t  rre (Bob Loveland 
454-3163) so t h a t  we can arrange a rceeting da te .  ======:=== UPDATED ON MARCH 2 7 ,  2009 
BY CAROLYN I BANTI ========= -++ Completeness Comments ++ T h i r d  Review +* S o i l s  and 
Grading +- Please no te :  Comment numbers r e f e r  t o  second review comments: 

1. Comment Not Addressed: A Soi l s  Engineer Trans fer  o f  Respons ib i l i t y  Form h a s  not  
been received.  2 .  The s o i l s  r e p o r t  has no t  been accepted. Please see l e t t e r  dated 
3/27/09 and Cornrents 3-4 below. 3.  The soils r e p o r t  prepared by Tharp and A s -  
soc ia tes ,  I n c .  shows t h a t  t h e  nor thern  s ide  o f  t h e  proposed driveway i s  unstable a t  

a s t a b i l i t y  ana lys is  showing t h a t  t h e  2 : l  s lope bu t t ress  recormended i n  the  s o i l s  
r e p o r t  N i l 1  r e s u l t  i n  a s t a b l e  s lope c o n f i g u r a t i o n  i n  t h i s  area.  4 .  It appears t h a t  
unengineered f i l l  w i l l  remain beneath t h e  garage s lab  and adjacent driveway area 
and overexcavation/recompaction has not  been recommended. Please prov ide  an est imate 
o f  p o t e n t i a l  set t lement  i n  these areas. 5 .  N/A 6 .  Comment Addressed: S o i l s  Report 
update prov ided.  7 .  Cowrent Addressed: P ie r  foundat ions t o  be used t h a t  w i l l  r e q u i r e  
no overexcavation/recompaction per  s o i l s  repo r t  update. Please note t h a t  i f  a l t e r -  
nate foundat ions are  used a d d i t i o n a l  s o i l s  r e p o r t  recoTmendations w i l l  be necessary. 
8 .  Comment Not Addressed: Geotechnical p lan  revieid l e t t e r  n o t  prov ided a t  t h i s  t ime.  
9 .  Comment Addressed 10 .  Corrment P a r t i a l l y  Addressed ( s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
rev iew) :  See Misc Comrrents f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  i n f o r n a t i o n  t o  be inc luded on b u i l d i n g  
permi t  p lans .  11. Comment Addressed: N / A  per  S o i l s  Report Update 12 .  Comment Ad- 
dressed 13.  Comment Addressed 14. Comment Pa r t i a l l y  Addressed: Back-up c a l c u l a t i o n s  
a r e  prov ided on t h e  p lans ,  bu t  these c a l c u l a t i o n s  do no t  i nc lude  t h e  o r i g i n  o f  100 
CY o f  ma te r ia l  f o r  " landscaping" and are  no t  s igned/s tarped as  i nd i ca ted  i n  t h e  
"Response t o  Plan Check Comments", by TS C i v i l  Engineer ing.  It appears the  landscap- 
i n g  yardage may be t i e d  t o  landscaping r e t a i n i n g  w a l l s .  Please see response t o  Con- 
rient No, 15 foi- f u r t h e r  i n fo rma t ion .  15. Comment Not Addressed: Landscape r e t a i n i n g  
w a l l s  must be shown on t h e  grading p lans f o r  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  reasons: ( a )  these w a l l s  
a re  associated w i t h  100 cubic  yards o f  grading per  in fo r r ra l  c a l c u l a t i o n s  shown on 
t h e  landscape p l a n :  as such, t h e  p re l im ina ry  grading review cannot be completed uti- 

I 
I 

t h e  l o c a t i o n  o f  Cross Sect ion A - A '  (See r e p o r t  Figures C - 1 . 0 ,  C -2 .0 ) .  Please prov ide  

Pro.iect Planner: Samantha Haschert 
App i i ca t i on  No. : 08-0210 
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t i l  t h i s  grading i s  shown on t h e  grading p lan ,  and ( b )  As noted i n  t h e  "Response t o  
Cor rec t ions"  by Carol F reder ick ,  these w a l l s  are be ing u t i l i z e d  t o  f a c i l i t a t e  t h e  
2 : 1  s lope m i t i g a t i o n  requ i red  by the s o i l s  repo r t  and must  be reviewed and approved 
by t h e  s o i l s  engineer i n  the1,r p l a n  review l e t t e r  p r i o r  t o  t h e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  ap- 
p l i c a t i o n  be ing  deemed coi rp le te.  Please show t h e  landscape w a l l s  on t h e  grading 
p lan ,  along w i t h  associated grading and volu-ne c a l c u l a t i o n s .  16.  Comment Addressed 
17.  Comrrent Addressed 18 .  Conment Not Addressed: Sheets C 1  and C2 have no t  been 
stampedisigned. ========= UPDATED ON AUGUST 5 ,  2009 BY CAROLYN I BANTI ========= +++ 
Four th Review Completeness Comments ++- The f o l l o w i n g  connents a re  those outs tanding 
a f t e r  our f o u r t h  review o f  t h e  p lan  s e t  and techn ica l  i n fo rma t ion .  Please note t h a t  
as o f  t h i s  r o u t i n g ,  t h e  i n fo rma t ion  requ i red  i n  Coments 0 ,  F,  G and H has been r e -  
quested a t o t a l  o f  t h r e e  times and has no t  y e t  been prov ided f o r  review. Carolyn 
Ban t i ,  Associate C i v i l  Engineer, i s  a v a i l a b l e  t o  discuss t h i s  i tem t o  c l a r i f y  t h e  
requirement and prov ide  a d d i t i o n a l  i n fo rma t ion .  as  necessary. She nay be contacted 
a t  (831) 454-5121. 

The pos t  recent  p lan  s e t  inc ludes a landscape p lan  mod i f ied  t o  i nc lude  grading i i i -  
fo rmat ion .  Please note t h a t  t h i s  i s  no t  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  address our comments, and a 
complete, rev ised grading p lan  stamped by a l i censed c T v i l  engineer i s  necessary t o  
complete our p re l im ina ry  grading review. Handwri t ten i n fo rma t ion  Tay no t  be added t o  
t h e  c i v i l  engineered drawings w i thout  t h e  approval o f  t h e  c i v i l  engineer.  

The a p p l i c a t i o n  cannot be deemed conplete u n t i l  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  comnents have been ad 
dressed: 

A .  The s o i l s  r e p o r t  has no t  been accepted. As requested i n  T h i r d  Review Comments 
please prov ide  t h e  s o i l s  i n fo rma t ion  requested i n  Coments B and C 

€ 3  The s o i l s  r e p o r t  prepared by Tharp and Associates (TA),  I n c .  shows t h a t  t h e  
nor thern  s i d e  o f  t h e  proposed driveway i s  unstable a t  t h e  l o c a t i o n  o f  Cross Sect ion 
A - A -  ( con t ra ry  t o  t h e  statement i n  t h e  response by HKA, 12/23/08, page 3 ,  which 
s ta tes  t h a t  s t a b i l i t y  analyses by bo th  TA and HKA found t h i s  s lope t o  be s t a b l e . )  
It appears from t h e  TA r e p o r t  Figures C - 1 . 0  and C-2 .0  t h a t  t h e  f a i l u r e  sur face  i n -  
t e rcep ts  t h e  dr iveway. Please prov ide  a s t a b i l i t y  ana lys is  showing t h a t  t h e  proposed 
driveway grading and 2 : 1  s lope bu t t ress  recormended i n  t h e  soils repo r t  addendum 
w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  a s t a b l e  s lope c o n f i g u r a t i o n  i n  t h i s  area. (Note:  To c l a r i f y  t h e  
l o c a t i o t i  be ing descr ibed, t i l e  s t a b i l i t y  ana lys is  should be performed approxirr,ately 
5-10 f e e t  west o f  Cross Sect ion B - B  shown on Sheet C - 1  o f  t h e  p lans)  

C .  It appears t h a t  unengineered f i l l  w i l l  rerrain beneath t h e  garage s lab  and ad 
j acen t  driveway area, and overexcavation/recompaction has n o t  been recommended. 
Please prov ide  a n  est imate o f  p o t e n t i a l  set t le i i ient  i n  these areas. 

0 .  Please prov ide  a geotechnica l  p l a n  review l e t t e r  from t h e  s o i l s  engineer t h a t  
s ta tes  t h e  f i n a l  p r o j e c t  p lans conform t o  t h e  recommendations o f  t h e  geotechnical  
repo r t  and addendm 

E .  I t  appears t h a t  t h e  most recent  grading p lan  submit ted (Sheet C - 1 ,  T S  C i v i l  En- 
g inee r ing ,  dated 8 /28 /07 )  i s  outdated,  as an updated grading p lan  was submit ted w i t h  
t h e  T h i r d  Routing (Sheet C - 1 .  TS C i v i l  Engineer ing,  dated 2 /4 /09) .  The cu r ren t  p lan  
sheet (dated 8/28/07) lacks t h e  d e t a i l  necessary f o r  rev iew.  Please prov ide  informa- 



Discre t ionary  Comments - Continued 

P r o j e c t  Planner: Samant.ha Haschert 
Appl icat ion No.: 08-0210 

APN: 045-331-10 

Date:  August 24, 2010 
Time: 11:20:12 
Page: 4 

t i o n  prev ious l y  requested under second and t h i r d  review cornlrents (Second Review: 
Comments 9,14,15 and 18) ( T h i r d  Review: 14 and 1 5 ) .  Also no te  t h a t  t h e  "Grading 
Note: Mon i to r ing  Requirement" added t o  Sheet C - 1  by t h e  app l i can t  does no t  obv ia te  
t h e  need f o r  complete s o i l s  i n fo rma t ion  and grading p lans ,  as these are  requ i red  t o  
accura te ly  de f i ne  t h e  p r o j e c t  scope. 

F .  Please show t h e  proposed landscape r e t a i n i n g  w a l ' l s  on t h e  grading p lan ,  Sheet 
C - 1 .  Associated grading volumes must be ca l cu la ted  by t h e  c i v i l  engineer and i n -  
c luded i n  t h e  p r o j e c t  grading volume t o t a l s  (See Comment F ) .  The placement o f  these 
w a l l s  and t h e i r  adequacy t o  m i t i g a t e  p o t e n t i a l  s lope i n s t a b i l i t y  must a l s o  be 
reviewed and approved by t h e  s o i l s  engineer i n  t h e i r  p lan  review l e t t e r  ( requested 
i n  Comment D)  

G .  As requested i n  T h i r d  Review Comments. p lease prov ide  a stavped arid s igned copy 
o f  t h e  [iodated aradina o lan  and associated clradinq c a l c u l a t i o n s  t h a t  inc'ludes c a l -  
cu ld t i onk  f o r  t h e  o r i G i n  o f  t h e  100 C Y  o f  mater ia7 f o r  " landscaping" as shown on 
Sheet C 1 (dated 2/4/09) 

H .  Sheet C - 2  must a l s o  be stamped/signed by t h e  c i v i l  engineer.  ========= UPDATED ON 
AUGUST 7 ,  2009 BY ROBERT S LOVELAND ========= 

UPDATED ON MARCH 4, 2010 BY CAROLYN I BANTI ========= _________  _________  

+++ F i f t h  Review Compl et.eness +++ 

The s o i l s  r e p o r t  has been reviewed and accepted, w i t h  addendurns. Please see l e t t e r  
dated 3 /4 /10 ,  

No a d d i t i o n a l  completeness items 

Environmental Planning Miscellaneous Comments 

R E V I E I  ON SEPTEMBER 2,  2008 BY CAROLYN I BANTI ========= - Compliance Com- 
rnents - Soils and Grading ~ F i r s t  Review - 1. General Plan Sect ion 6 . 3 . 1  p r o h i b i t s  
s t ruc tu res  i n  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  p r o j e c t s  on slopes i n  excess o f  30-percent .  The proposed 
s t r u c t u r e  does no t  appear t o  comply w i t h  t h i s  p o l i c y  Please re loca te  t h e  proposed 
s t r u c t u r e  accord ing ly .  2 .  Note: Please be aware t h a t  r e l o c a t i o n  o f  t h e  proposed 
s t r u c t u r e  may r e q u i r e  t h e  a d d i t i o n  o f  a f i r e  engine tu rn-around area i n  compliance 
w i t h  Code Sect ion 16.20.180 and CDF p o l i c i e s .  ========= UPDATED OY SEPTEMBER 3 ,  2008 
BY ROBERT S LOVELAND ========= Condit ions o f  Approval :  1. Submit an a r b o r i s t  r e p o r t  
completed by a l i censed  a r b o r i s t  f o r  review and approval .  The repo r t  s h a l l  i d e n t i f y  
a l l  oak t r e e s  on t h e  proper ty  t h a t  could be impacted by t h e  proposed development 
( s i n g l e  f a m i l y  dwe l l i ng ,  driveway, e t c . ) .  The r e p o r t  s h a l l  descr ibe t r e e  hea l th  and 
prov ide  p r o t e c t i o n  d e t a i l s  f o r  l i s t e d  t rees .  2.  Subrcit a d e t a i l e d  sedinent!erosion 
c o n t r o l  p lan  f o r  review and approval .  Recommend t h a t  t h e  p lan  be completed by a 
l i censed c i v i l  engineer o r  a C e r t i f i e d  Profess ional  i n  Sedir,ent & Erosion Control  
_________  UPDATED ON DECEMBER 1, 2008 BY CAROLYN I BANTI  ========= +-Compliance 
Comments++Soils and Grading++Second Review++ 1 .  Please note t h a t  a l l  unpermit ted 
f i l l  o n s i t e  must be removed and replaced per  County Code Chapter 16.20 .  ========= 

MARCH 27.  2009 BY CAROLYN I BANTI  ========= ++ Co-npliance Comriients ++ S o i l s  and 
Grading ++ T h i r d  Review ++ Comment addressed per m i t i g a t i o n s  o u t l i n e d  i n  t h e  s o i l s  

____ _____  __ ____  _ _ _  

UPDATED ON DECEMBER 2 ,  2008 BY ROBERT S LOVELAND ========= ========= UPDATED ON 
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repo r t  and addendum. No add i t i ona l  comments 

-+ Misc/Condit ions ++ S o i l s  and Grading ++ T h i r d  Review ++ 3 .  Provide t o p - o f - w a l l  
and bo t tom-o f -wa l l  e leva t ions  f o r  r e t a i n i n g  w a l l s  beneath t h e  residence. 4 .  P r i o r  t o  
b u i l d i n g  permi t  issuance, p lease submit two copies o f  a geotechnical  p lan  review 
l e t t e r  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  f i n a l  s e t  o f  p r o j e c t  p lans conform t o  t h e  recommendations o f  
t h e  s o i l s  r e p o r t .  ========= UPDATED ON MARCH 4 .  2010 BY CAROLYN I BANTI ========= 

+fi F i f t h  Review +++ 

The grading p lans show 100 cubic  yards of f i l l  f o r  " landscaping" .  Th is  i s  not  shown 
on t h e  plans and should no t  be inc luded i n  any pre1irr; inary grading approval .  

The c i v i l  p lans have no t  been stamped/signed by t h e  c i v i l  engineer.  Please 
s tavp is ign  these p r i o r  t o  f i l i a l  approval o f  permi t  08-0210. 

Code Compliance Completeness Comments 

LATEST COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET BEEN SENT TO PLANNER FOR THIS AGENCY 

REVIElhi ON SEPTEMBER 4 ,  2008 BY JACOB RODRIGUEZ ========= _________  _________  
NO COMMENT 
This  i s  code c o u r t  case: Owner must abide by a l l  cond i t ions  se t  by County Counsel, 
f a i l u i - e  t o  per form w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  add i t i ona l  penal t ies/code c o s t s .  

Code Compliance Miscellaneous Comments 

LATEST COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET BEEN SENT TO PLANNER FOR T H I S  AGENCY 

R E V I E 1  ON SEPTEMBER 4 ,  2008 BY JACOB RODRIGUEZ ========= 
_________  _________ 
NO COMMENT 
This code case i s  i n  cour t  

Dpw Drainage Completeness Comments 

REVIEd ON SEPTEMBER 2 ,  2008 BY GERARD0 VARGAS ========= General Plan _________  _________  
p o l i c i e s :  http:l iwww.sccoplanning.com!pdf/generalplan/toc.pdf 7 . 2 3 . 1  New Development 
7 . 2 3 . 2  Min imiz ing Impervious Surfaces 7 .23 .5  Contro l  Surface Runoff  

Provide a stormwater m i t i g a t i o n  p lan ,  complete w i t h  a l l  i n f o r m t i o n  necessary t o  
convey i t s  con ten t ,  con tex t ,  adequacy, and consistency w i t h  t h e  development p o l i c i e s  
l i s t e d  above. As minimum guidance, app l i can t  should p rov ide  drainage in fo rma t ion  t o  
a l e v e l  addressed i n  t h e  "Drainage Guidel ines f o r  S ing le  Family Residences" prov ided 
by t h e  Planning Department. Th is  may be obta ined o n l i n e :  
h t t p : l l w w w . s c c o p l a n n i n g . c o m i b r o c h u r e s ! d r a i n . h t m  

The present developrent proposal does no t  adequately con t ro l  stormwater impacts.  The 
proposal i s  out  o f  compliance w i t h  County  drainage p o l i c i e s  and the  County Design 
C r i t e r i a ,  and a l s o  lacks  s u f f i c i e n t  in fo rmat ion  f o r  complete eva lua t i on .  The Storm- 
water Management s e c t i o n  cannot recornvend approval o f  t h e  p r o j e c t  as proposed. 

http:liwww.sccoplanning.com!pdf/generalplan/toc.pdf
http:llwww.sccoplanning.comibrochures!drain.htm
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I tem 1) The app l i can t  w i l l  need t o  p rov ide  m i t i g a t i o n s  showing t h a t  r u n o f f  ra tes  are  
he ld  t o  pre-development l e v e l s  f o r  a broad range o f  storms up through t h e  10-year 
event .  The driveway park ing  area and b u i l d i n g  a l l  r e q u i r e  such m i t i g a t i o n .  The use 
o f  BMP 's  i s  requ i red .  

Note: proposed. The proposed energy d i s s i p a t e r  may serve a s  e ros ion  c o n t r o l ,  bu t  no t  
n i t r g a t i o n  f o r  stormwater r u n o f f .  

I tem 2)  It would be p re fe rab le  t o  avoid concent ra t ing  and p i p i n g  water near ne igh-  
bo r ing  proper ty  and at tempt t o  p rov ide  more subs tan t i a l  sur face spreading w i t h i n  t h e  
p roper t y .  Retent ion may be f e a s i b l e  on s i t e  s ince  leach f i e l d s  are being proposed. 

Note:  Claims o f  n o n - f e a s i b i l i t y  s h a l l  r equ i re  a stamped and signed l e t t e r  from an 
appropr ia te  p ro fess iona l  c l e a r l y  s t a t i n g  t h e  techn ica l  bas is  f o r  t h e  n o n - f e a s i b i l i t y  
determinat ion , i n c l u d i n g  s p e c i f i c  documentation o f  t h e  cond i t ions  causing non- 
f e a s i b i l i t y .  Generalized opin ions o f  n o n - f e a s i b i l i t y  w i l l  no t  be accepted. 

I tem 3)  I n d i c a t e  on t h e  p lans t h e  manner i n  which b u i l d i n g  downspouts Iwill be dis  
charged. Proposing downspouts as discharged d i r e c t l y  t o  t h e  s t o r l i  d r a i n  syste-n i s  
genera l l y  i ncons is ten t  w i t h  e f f o r t s  t o  ho ld  r u n o f f  t o  pre-developvent r a t e s .  

I ter r  4 )  Please prov ide  a d e t a i l  desc r ib ing  how t h e  driveway w i l l  conform t o  e x i s t i n g  
roadside f a c i l i t i e s .  Road drainage should not  be blocked by t h e  proposed driveway. 
Provide a t y p i c a l  cross sec t i on  o f  t h e  e x i s t i n g  road swale and d e t a i l s  descr ib ing  
how drainage w i  11 be accommodated acrossiunder t h e  proposed drivewdy . 

I t e v  5) Exp la in  t h e  reason f o r  connect ing t h e  neighbor ing d r a i n  i n l e t  t o  t h e  
proposed drainage system. 

I tem 6 )  It i s  requ-red t o  minimize impervious sur fac ing .  This may be done by reduc- 
i n g  t h e  ex ten ts  o f  irilpervious paving o r  by us ing porous pavements i n  f e a s i b l e  l oca -  
t i o n s  on t h e  s i t e .  The lower pa rk ing  and turnaround area a t  t h e  b o t t o n  o f  t h e  
driveway has f l a t t e r  slopes and may a l l ow  such use. 

The app l i can t  i s  encouraged t o  discuss t h e  above comments w i t h  the  reviewer t o  avo id  
unnecessary a d d i t i o n a l  rou t i ngs .  A $ 2 0 0 . 0 0  add i t i ona l  review fee  s h a l l  be app l ied  t o  
a l l  r e -submi t ta l s  s t a r t i n g  w i t h  t h e  t h i r d  r o u t i n g .  

Please c a l l  t h e  Dept.  o f  Pub l ic  Inlorks, Stormwater Management Sec t ion ,  f r o n  8:OO am 
t o  12:OO noon i f  you have quest ions.  

UPDATED ON DECEMBER 1. 2008 BY GERARD0 VARGAS ========= The p lan  needs t h e  _ _ ~ ~ ~ _ ~ ~ ~  _ _ _ _ ~ ~ _ _ ~  
f o l l o w i n g  a d d i t i o n a l  i n fo rma t ion  and rev i s ions  p r i o r  t o  approving d i s c r e t i o n a r y  
stage Stormwater Management rev iew.  

1.  The cu r ren t  drainage p lan  i s  s t i l l  showing t h e  energy d i s s i p a t e r .  I f  t h e  energy 
is  no longer  being proposed, p lease remove from t h e  drainage p l a n .  

(1ncomplete)Item 5)  Exp la in  t h e  reason f o r  connect ing t h e  neighbor ing d r a i n  i n l e t  t o  
t h e  proposed drainage system. 

It appears t h a t  t h e  proposed p e r c o l a t i o n  p i t  i s  i n  a s lope exceeding 25%. t h i s  r e -  
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qu i res  geotechnical  l e t t e r  approvlng t h e  l o c a t i o n  t o  be o f  t h e  proposed perco1a.tion 
p i t .  

Please c a l l  t h e  Dept. o f  Pub l ic  Works. Stornwater Managenent Sect ion,  from 8:OO am 
t o  12:00 noon i f  you have quest ions 

The proposed drainage p la t i  has been approved f o r  t h e  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  st.age i n  regards 
t o  dra inage.  See miscellaneous coments  t o  be addressed a t  b u i l d i n g  a p p l i c a t i o n  
stage. 

UPDATED ON MARCH 24, 2009 BY GERARDO VARGAS ========= _________  _______--  

Dpw Drainage Miscellaneous Comments 

REVIEh ON SEPTEMBER 2 ,  2008 BY GERARDO VARGAS ========= NO COMMENT 
UPDATED ON DECEMBER 1, 2008 BY GERARDO VARGAS ========= Miscellaneous com- 

________-  
________-  _________  
xents t o  be addressed a t  t h e  b u i l d i n g  a p p l i c a t i o n  stage. See below. 

1. Provide ana lys is  and background in fo rma t ion  f o r  t h e  proposed Perco la t ion  s t r u c -  
t u r e  denonstrat ing t h a t  i t  meets design c r i t e r i a  requi  r e l e n t s  f o r  ma in ta in ing  p re  
development r u n o f f  ra tes  and adequately m i t i g a t e s  f o r  t h e  proposed impervious 

2 .  The Environmental P ro tec t i on  Agency ( E P A )  def ines a class V i n j e c t i o n  we l l  as  any 
bored, d r i l l e d ,  o r  d r i v e n  s h a f t ,  o r  dug hole t h a t  i s  deeper than i t s  widest sur face 
dimension, o r  an improved s inkho le ,  or a subsurface f l u i d  d i s t r i b u t i o n  system. Such 
storrr water drainage w e l l s  are -au thor ized  by r u l e - .  For more i n fo rma t ion  on these 
r u l e s ,  con tac t  t h e  EPA. A web s i . te  l i n k  is  prov ided from t h e  County DPk Stormwater 
Management web page. The County does not  exclude t h e  design and use o f  de ten t ion  
f a c i l i t i e s  t h a t  may f a l l  under these EPA reyu la t i ons .  

3 .  A l l  drainage features need t o  be shown on t h e  p l a n .  

Please c a l l  t h e  Dept. o f  Pub l ic  Works, St.ormwater Management Sect ion,  from 8:00 an 
t o  12:00 noon i f  you have quest ions 

UPDATED ON MARCH 24, 2009 BY GERARDO VARGAS ========= 1. The proposed 
gravel  p i t  i s  n o t  adequately s ized  t o  handle t h e  amount o f  r u n o f f  being d i r e c t e d  t o  
t h e  system. Revise t h e  r a t i o n a l  c o e f f i c i e n t  on t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n  spreadsheet sub- 
m i t t e d .  It appears t h e  Cpost c o e f f i c i e n t  was determined by t h e  weighted f a c t o r .  The 
s i z i n g  o f  t h e  d e t e n t i o n / r e t e n t i o n  system should be determined on ly  by t h e  impervious 
area,  t h e r e f o r e  t h e  Cpost s h a l l  remain a t  ( . 9 ) .  

2 .  Please annotate a l l  downspouts on t h e  p lan .  

Please submit updated l e t t e r  from Geotechnical Engineers i n  conformance w i t h  f i n a l  
Drainage P1 a n .  

Please c a l l  t h e  Dept.  o f  Pub l ic  Works, Stormwater Management Sect ion,  from 8:OO am 
t o  12:OO noon i f  you have quest ions.  

_________  

Dpw Driveway/Encroachment Completeness Comments 

REVIEN ON SEPTEMBER 2,  2008 BY D A V I D  GARIBOTTI ========= 
_________ _______-_ 
Show driveway p lan  view and c e n t e r l i n e  p r o f i l e .  Show e x i s t i n g  ground and driveway 
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elevations on profi ' le.  Show existing roadside improvements. i e .  curb a n d  gu t te r  or 
valley gut ter  o r  . , . "  Sight distance minimum 250 f e e t ,  t r a f f i c  engineer nay be re 
quired.  Please note on plans Driveway t o  confor-n t o  County of Santa Cruz Uesign 
Criter. ia.  ========= UPDATED ON DECEMBER 1, 2008 BY OEBBIE F L O C A T E L L I  ========= 

Previous comments entered i n  e r r o r ,  t h i s  i s  a pr ivate  road, not  county maintained. 

Dpw Driveway/Encroachment Miscellaneous Comments 

REVIEN ON SEPTEMBER 2 .  2008 BY DAVID G A R I B O T T I  ========= _--___-__ __--__--_ 
N o  comment. 

Dpw Road Engineering Completeness Comments 

R E V I E h  ON AUGUST 26, 2008 BY ANMRBEG MIRZA ========= 

1. In order t o  evaluate access t o  t he  s ingle-far , i ly  dwelling, sholzi hod property ob- 
t a in s  access t o  the county road system. I n  addition, provide detai ls  such as roadway 
width. paverrent condition, s i g h t  distance issues ( i f  any)  e t c .  o f  the intersection 
of pr ivate  rd.  t o  t he  county maintained road(s) i n  p l a n  view. 

(Photosidigital  pictures of the intersect ion are preferable) ========= UPDATED ON 
DECEMBER 1.  2008 BY ANldARBEG M I R Z A  ========= 

Previous comments s t i l l  apply. Please see the following comment for  references. 

I .  I n  order t o  evaluate access t o  the single-family dwelling, show how property ob- 
t a in s  access t o  the  county road system. In addition, provide de t a i l s  such as roadday 
width, pavement condition, s ight  distance issues ( i f  any) e t c .  of t h e  intersection 
of pr ivate  rd .  t o  the county rca in ta ined  road(s1 i n  p l a n  view. 

_-- ___-_- __---_--- 

(Photos/digital  pictures  of the intersect ion are preferable) ========= UPDATEU ON 
MARCH 23,  2009 BY ANWARBEG M I R Z A  ========= 
( T h i r d  review) Previous comnents s t i l l  a m l y  Pledse see the f o l l o w i n q  coment for  
references 

1.  I n  order t o  evaluate access t o  the single-family dwelling, show how property ob- 
t a in s  access t o  the county road system. I n  addi t ion,  provide de t a i l s  such as roadway 
w i d t h .  pavement condition, s igh t  distance issues ( i f  a n y )  e t c .  o f  the intersect ion 
o f  private rd .  t o  the county maintained road(s) in p l a n  view 

(Photos/digital  pictures o f  the intersect ion a re  preferable) ==E====== UPDATED ON 
JULY 27,  2009 BY ANlnlARBEG MIRZA ========= 

COMPLETE: NO S I G H T  DIST ISSUE PER RESPONSE LETTER FROM THE APPLICANT. INTERSECTIOh 
OF PRIVATE TO COUNTY MAINTAINED RD IS  I N  GOOD CONDITIONS.  S I T E  V I S I T  BY A M .  

Dpw Road Engineering Miscellaneous Comments 

R E V I E k  ON AUGUST 26, 2008 BY ANMARBEG M I R Z A  ========= 

UPDATED ON DECEMBER 1. 2008 BY ANlrJARBEG M I R Z A  ========= 

_-_-_-_-- _-___--__ 
NO COMMENT __--__--- --___-_-- 
NO COMMENT~ 
_--__--__ UPDATED ON MARCH 23,  2009 BY ANNARBEG M I R Z A  ========= 

NO COMMENT 
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UPDATED ON JULY 7 7 ,  2009 BY ANWARBEG MIRLA ========= _________  _________  

NO COMMENT 

Environmental Hea l th  Completeness Comments 

REVIEW ON AUGUST 27, 2008 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= ____  _____  ___  _____  _ 

App l i can t  must o b t a i n  a sewage disposal permi t  f o r  t h e  new development. App l ican t  
w i l l  have t o  have an approved water supply p r i o r  toappro\ial o f  t he  sewage d isposal  
p e r m i t .  Contact t h e  appropr ia te  Land Use s t a f f  o f  EHS a t  454-2751 (Ruben Sanchez). 
It aooears f rom prev ious records t h a t  t h i s  s i t e  w i l l  need a s e p t i c  systeir w i t h  eri- 
hanckd t reatment '  (non-standard system) 

UPDATED ON NOVEMBER 25. 2008 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= _________  _________  

App l i can t  must o b t z i n  a sewage d isposal  p e r v i t  f o r  t h e  new development. App l ican t  
w i l l  have t o  have a n  approved water supply p r i o r  t o  approval of t h e  sewage d isposal  
pe rm i t .  See prev ious comment 

UPOATED ON APRIL 6, 2009 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= See Nov c o m e n t .  
Previous comments on t h e  need f o r  EH permi ts  s t i l l  app ly .  ========= UPDATED ON JULY 
13 ,  2009 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= App l ican t  needs approved s e p t i c  permi t  a p p l i c a -  
t i o n  and water supply .  

_________  _________  

UPDATED ON FEBRUARY 1 0 ,  2010 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= 

UPDATED ON FEBRUARY 1 0 ,  2010 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= 

UPDATED ON FEBRUARY 10,  2010 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= Previous comments 
regard ing  EH permi ts  s t i l l  app ly :  d ra inage/s i te /g rad ing  p lans nust i l l u s t r a t e  a l l  
s e p t i c  system components once t h e  EH permi t  appl i s  approved by EHS. For s e p t i c  pe r -  
m i t t i n g  ques t ion  contac t  Ruben Sanchez o f  EHS a t  454-2751. 

t i c  eva lua t i on  has been approved arid t h e  p r o j e c t  is  now complete f o r  C H S .  Drainage 
and grad ing  w i l l  need t o  be inc luded on t h e  s e p t i c  s i t e  p l a n  submit ted w i t h  t h e  sep- 
t i c  pe rm i t  a p p l i c a t i o n  a t  t ime  o f  BP. 

Environmental Hea l th  Miscel laneous Comments 

_________  _____  ____  
_______ __ _________  
_________  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

UPDATED ON JULY 15, 2010 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= The p re l im ina ry  sep- _________  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

_________  UPDATED 3N NOVEMBER 25, 2008 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= 

NO COMMENT 
UPDATED ON JULY 13, 2009 BY JIM G SAFRANEK ========= _________  _________  

Aptos-La Selva Beach F i r e  P r o t  D i s t  Completeness C 

LATEST COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET BEEN SENT TO PLANNER FOR THIS AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT NAME:Aptos/La Selva F i r e  Dept . APPROVE3 
A1 1 F i  r e  Department b u i l d i n g  requirements and fees w i  11 be addressed i n  t h e  B u i l d i n g  
Permit  phase. 
Plan check is based upon p lans sub l l i t t ed  t o  t h i s  o f f i c e .  Any changes o r  a l t e r a t i o n s  
s h a l l  be re -submi t ted  f o r  review p r i o r  t o  cons t ruc t i on .  

REVIEW ON AUGUST 26 ,  2008 BY E R I N  K STOd ========= _________  _________  

Aptos-La Selva Beach F i r e  P r o t  D i s t  Miscel laneous 
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LATEST COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET BEEN SENT TO PLANNER FOR THIS AGENCY 

I REVIEW ON AUGUST 26, 2008 BY E R I N  K STOW ========= _______-- _-_____-- 
NO COMMENT 


